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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: jean public <jeanpublic1@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, June 3, 2019 10:16 AM

To: TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE; DPOCommens@oregon.gov

Cc: KOOISTRA Esther * ODOE; B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: pubilc cojmment on BoardmantoHemingway transmission line

I DO NOT BELIEVE THIS LINE IS NECESSARY.I BELIEVE IT CUTS INTO NATIONAL LAND LIKE A 
KNIFE AND HURTS ALL LIVING CONDITINOS FOR ALL ANIMALS 

and trees that live in this site. i see no reason to give these givaway programs to utilities anymore. its 
time to  
call a halt to these giveaway programs. jean publiee jeapubilc1@gmail.com 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SUBMIT YOUR COMMENTS AND/OR QUESTIONS 

The online comment form is deactivated during the comment period on the Draft Proposed Order (DPO) as 
part of the Oregon Energy Facility Siting Council (EFSC) review process. Comments must be submitted 
directly to the Oregon Department of Energy (ODOE) and received no later than July 23, 2019 at 5 pm 
(PDT) to be included in the record. Oral and written comments are also accepted at public hearings on the 
DPO. 

Written comments may be submitted to the hearing officer, in care of: 
Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst Oregon Department of Energy 
Phone: 503-373-0214 
Address: 550 Capitol St N.E. 
Salem, OR 97301 
Fax: 503-378-6457 
B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 

For direct communication with Idaho Power, please contact Jeff Maffuccio, Facility Siting 
Coordinator  
PO Box 70 Boise, ID 83707 
Phone: 208-388-2402 
JMaffuccio@idahopower.com 

INTERESTED IN POTENTIAL CONTRACTING OPPORTUNITIES? 

Sign up for updates 

 

ADDITIONAL CONTACT INFORMATION 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
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Renee Straub, BLM Project Coordinator 
BLM Vale District 
100 Oregon St. 
Vale, Oregon 97918  
Phone: 541-473-6289 
E-mail Renee  

To help 
protect your 
privacy, 
Microso ft 
Office 
prevented 
automatic  
download of 

this pictu re  
from the  
In ternet.
BLM logo 

U.S. FOREST SERVICE 

Wallowa-Whitman National Forest 
David Plummer 
Phone: 541-523-1261 
E-Mail David 

To help 
protect your 
privacy, 
Microso ft 
Office 
prevented 
automatic  
download of 

this pictu re  
from the  
In ternet.
Forest 
Service logo 

 
Questions about  
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Rebecca Carey-Smith <Rebecca.Carey-Smith@pgn.com>

Sent: Friday, July 12, 2019 4:26 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Boardman-Hermiston Line

Attachments: EFSC Boardman-Hermiston Line.pdf

Good afternoon: 
Attached please find PGE’s letter in support of the Boardman to Hermiston permit application. Please contact me if you 
have any questions. 
 
Best regards, 
Rebecca  
 

 

Rebecca Carey-Smith  
State Government Affairs, Portland General Electric  

Rebecca.Carey-Smith@pgn.com • 503-382-7824 (m)  
PortlandGeneral.com  

 
 



 
 

 

July 11, 2019 

 

To: Energy Facility Siting Council  

cc: Todd Cornett, Oregon Department of Energy  

 Kellen Tardaewether, Oregon Department of Energy   

B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov  

Re: Proposed Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line  

 

Dear Council Members: 

 

We are writing to express our support for the Boardman to Hemingway (B2H) transmission line, 

which will help incorporate intermittent renewable energy resources and is one of many important 

steps in addressing capacity constraints across the Pacific and Mountain West.  

 

PGE is working diligently to help Oregon and our customers achieve a clean energy future and 

address the growing threat of global warming. To that end, we have set a decarbonization goal to 

reduce greenhouse gas emissions on our system by more than 80% and are investing in new 

renewables, like the Wheatridge wind-solar-storage facility in Morrow County. To achieve Oregon’s 

clean energy future in a cost-effective manner that keeps the electric system stable and reliable, the 

transmission and distribution system across the west must be able to effectively incorporate 

intermittent and distributed resources.  

 

In looking at the regional electric system, the B2H line will add much needed capacity, which is 

critical to the successful integration of additional renewables to meet Oregon’s clean energy goals. 

Specifically, this line will help facilitate transfers between resource rich areas in times of excess and 

in times of need, providing a new pathway to sell excess energy to the Mountain West in the 

summer  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments in support of Idaho Power’s application to permit 

and build the B2H line. We respectively encourage the approval of their application. 

 

Sincerely,  

 
 

Sania Radcliffe 

Director, Government Affairs & Environmental Policy 

Portland General Electric  

mailto:B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:53 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.38.19.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter signed by me and 54 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and we 
request that EFSC deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by the US Postal Service. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:28 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposal Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.14.06.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter sign by me and 46 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and 
requesting that EFSC  Deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by US Postal Service. 
 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
 













































































Input on Draft Proposed Order for the Boardman to 
Hemingway Transmission Line

Hearing
June 27, 2019
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 1            Mine is more of I married a farmer.  I'm
 2  originally from Portland, but I married a farmer,
 3  seventh generation.  We have one son, and we hope to be
 4  a third generation.
 5            Where we put our mobile home, our home where
 6  we raised our son, is right, this line goes right behind
 7  us.  It's on our land and it goes right behind us.  We
 8  have one of the best views ever, I think per Brian.
 9  Where the line is going is my favorite spot.  I can see
10  Mount Hood, Mount Adams, and Mount St. Helens on a clear
11  day from our top, right where this line is going.  It's
12  where I love to spend our time when it's not in crop, we
13  do crop rotation.
14            My hardest part is if you're not from this
15  area, you might not understand the land and how it
16  works.  We border the two men who just spoke.  And so
17  when there is a fire from one of these, it will wipe out
18  all of us that are bordering each other.  There is no
19  way to stop a fire.  We saw that in Morrow in the fires
20  that were along the river this last year.  A farmer died
21  trying to put it out with his tractor.  So that's very
22  real.
23            The right-of-ways that have been in the first
24  meeting, from the first meeting Idaho Power said they
25  would just condemn our land if we did not agree to this
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 1  process.  So from the get-go 10 years ago, it has been
 2  stressful, to say the least, to have that be our first
 3  meeting here, except for in a different room.
 4            So my concern is what was said -- and I didn't
 5  get your name, I apologize, and I'm sorry, you just took
 6  a bite so I won't...  But I spoke with -- we could do
 7  comments or questions last time in our meetings here to
 8  Idaho Power about once a corridor is open, the
 9  possibility of more lines.  And as she said, that once a
10  line is open, they won't call it co-locations; it's much
11  easier to do lines down the same corridor.  Makes total
12  sense.  Didn't you say that?  Once there's a line it's
13  easier to go down where a line is.  You said
14  co-locations?
15            MS. TARDAEWETHER: Yes, the siting
16  opportunity.
17            MS. ELIZABETH ASHBECK: Siting opportunity.
18  I'm using wrong words.
19            So once there is a line though it's easier to
20  add another line; is that correct?
21            MS. TARDAEWETHER: It depends.
22            MS. ELIZABETH ASHBECK: Yes.  Thank you.  I
23  know you're shaking your head no.
24            But you see them.  I've just taken pictures
25  along -- you can just go out here -- not out here.  If
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 1  you go out here, once the lines are open out here they
 2  open up.  My concern is, we are only one, one house
 3  right there on Melville Lane, we're the only one.  We
 4  were told we were the path of least resistance because
 5  we are the only one.  I understand that, being a house.
 6            So my concern is, is once that line is open
 7  and you put in more lines, where does that leave our
 8  family farm?  I don't have any stats on that.  And they
 9  can say they don't know, but to me that risk is too
10  high.  And so that's really -- I don't know how to make
11  stats on that because once it's opened you can't close
12  it because it's there.
13            So how does that change our way of live and
14  where we live?  And we've lived there for the last
15  25 years.  They have farmed there a lot longer, but we
16  have lived there for 25 years.
17            And so I do appreciate your time.  I know that
18  you probably don't know what the land looks like since
19  you haven't been out there.  But I do invite you.  You
20  have my address, you can come out and see if you would
21  like.
22            So that's it.  Thank you.
23            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Thank you.
24            Next up is Chris Rauch.
25            MR. CHRIS RAUCH: Chris Rauch, C-h-r-i-s,
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 1  R-a-u-c-h.  Just like it doesn't sound.  Address, 72967
 2  Strawberry Lane, Lexington, Oregon.  I'm managing
 3  partner of North Lex Power And Land.  I'm also managing
 4  partner and owner of Starvation Farms.  And part of this
 5  runs right through part of this, or both of us.
 6            Wouldn't it be good if this gentleman back
 7  here with the maps could have had it up here so these
 8  landowners coming up here could have just looked at it?
 9  It would have helped somewhat.
10            But I want to stress or put my 2 cents in.
11  North Lex Power And Land, its managing partner is pretty
12  much neutral in this project.  Starvation Farms' owner,
13  I'm basically neutral.  The one concern I would like to
14  see done probably -- I know how some of these things
15  work.  If they could have put it right on the property
16  line it would have been less problematic, put it that
17  way, between me and my neighbor or just on my property
18  line because some of it's strictly on ours.
19            Being off to the side is a bit of a concern as
20  a farmer.  It does add cost, it's kind of a pain in the
21  ass.  I'm being quite honest.
22            The other two concerns is for North Lex Power
23  And Land, and they are actually directed not to you
24  guys.  There's like two questions basically directed to
25  Idaho Power.  One, on part of this land there's already
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 1  a lease with another company.  I'm wondering how that's
 2  going to be handled.  And that lease could have
 3  something be built on it?  And if that is built, what
 4  happens then to the power line?  Where does it go?
 5            And that's pretty much it at this point.
 6  Unless somebody wants to answer the questions.
 7            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Unfortunately, no
 8  real answers tonight, just testimony from the public.
 9            MR. CHRIS RAUCH: Yeah, I know.
10            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Thank you though.
11            Next up, Irene Gilbert.
12            MS. IRENE GILBERT: Irene Gilbert, Stop B2H
13  member.  And first I want to make -- oh, 2310 Adams
14  Avenue, La Grande, Oregon.
15            First, actually, today I'm just going to make
16  some general comments about different areas of the
17  application.  But I also wanted to remind the folks
18  here -- I know you don't deal with me that much -- but
19  when people talk about restrictions on the transmission
20  line, I just wanted to remind you that a lot of the big
21  players, like Google, Target, Walmart, Home Depot, all
22  those big companies are trying to get off the grid.
23  They're wanting to develop their own energy sources.
24  There are lots of litigation things going on in
25  different states now because the utilities don't want
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 1  them to leave the grid or be able to do that.  So
 2  anyway, that really counters the idea that we're going
 3  to have this huge influx of electric need.
 4            Also, the FERC requirement that new renewables
 5  have a consistent level of energy coming onto the grid
 6  has resulted in, as you well know, a lot of the wind
 7  developers are asking to have solar and batteries added
 8  to their development so that they can have consistency
 9  in the energy that they're providing.
10            So those kinds of things are going to mean
11  that the projections for this huge need for transmission
12  lines is somewhat overstated.
13            Now, I've been a member of a farming family,
14  ranching family.  And in the Willamette Valley, we
15  raised a lot of cattle, we raised feed for them, we grew
16  trees, we harvested trees.  We provided habitat for
17  western pond turtles and endangered species of fish, all
18  kinds of wildlife.
19            And I can remember at one point having to sit
20  around the table and having one of my sister-in-laws
21  say, I wonder how many cows we would have to raise to
22  make any money.  We were selling 200 cows every fall and
23  the prices were so bad that we were thinking, if we
24  raise more will we start making money or how does this
25  work?
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 1            A lot of these farmers and ranchers, the
 2  average for these smaller developments -- we weren't
 3  small, we had a thousand acres, that's a lot in the
 4  Willamette Valley -- but here, a lot of these people,
 5  according to the data, says they're living on an average
 6  of like $22,500 a year.
 7            So I can appreciate this line would make jobs
 8  for some electricians, and I can appreciate that they
 9  would like that.  But it also can take away the jobs and
10  the livelihood of a lot of farmers who understand they
11  don't own the land they're on; they are the caretakers
12  of that land.  The land owns them.  And they're here
13  trying to protect what is -- well, it's just the basis
14  of their entire existence.
15            So having said that as kind of an
16  introduction, I'd like to remind you that whatever you
17  put in the site certificate, if indeed you get a site
18  certificate issued, is all that Idaho Power is going to
19  be required to do.
20            So when you don't have final plans for things
21  like fire, and you say it's going to be developed after
22  the fact, you are leaving all of these people very
23  vulnerable because they had no input in what the final
24  product looks like.  It's my observation that you have
25  accepted some very bare-bones kinds of plans, and say,
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 1  We'll work it out later.  Idaho Power is going around
 2  telling people, We'll work it out later.
 3            They got 31 issues from the weed folks in five
 4  counties that they have felt should be in that plan.
 5  Those things are not in the plan.  And Idaho Power is
 6  telling people, they're telling our commissioners, We'll
 7  work it out later.  We'll talk about it after the site
 8  certificate is issued.
 9            We all know that if people don't ask for a
10  contested case now, by the time those things happen,
11  it's too late.  And all of these people that are
12  concerned about it will have nothing.  They wouldn't
13  even be notified of what kinds of final plans get
14  approved.  So it's a pretty unbalanced kind of system.
15            And a few things I just wanted to just comment
16  about are notification of people.  When you notify
17  people within 250 feet of a transmission line that this
18  line is going to go in, there are a whole lot of people
19  that are being directly impacted who don't even know,
20  who were never notified.  It's not a just kind of
21  notification.
22            I am concerned about groundwater and the
23  groundwater impacts.  You heard something about that
24  here from one of these farmers.  But when you bring in a
25  bunch of equipment and you start -- one thing, you
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Rep Findley <Rep.LynnFindley@oregonlegislature.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2019 1:37 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Cc: Jordan Bice

Subject: B2H Project Public Comment

Attachments: B2H Public Testimony Letter.pdf

Dear Mr. Tardaewether,  
 
Attached are Representative Lynn Findley’s comments on the Boardman to Hemingway Project. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to reach out to our office. 
 
Regards, 
 
Tanner Lloyd 
Legislative Director 
Representative Lynn Findley – HD 60 
503-986-1460 | H-475 
Tanner.Lloyd@OregonLegislature.gov  
 
 



LYNN P. FINDLEY  DISTRICT 60  
State Representative  Baker, Grant, Harney 

  Malheur, and part of   

  Lake County   

  

 

 

OREGON HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
  

Capitol Office: 900 Court St. NE, H-475, Salem, OR 97301 – Phone: 503-986-1460 

District Office: 151 Court St. South, Suite 1, Vale, OR 97918 – Phone: 541-473-4029 

Email: Rep.LynnFindley@OregonLegislature.gov  

June 26, 2019 

 

Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst  

Oregon Department of Energy 

550 Capitol St N.E. 

Salem, OR 97301 

 

Subject: Boardman to Hemingway Project Public Comment 

 

Dear Mr. Tardaewether, 

 

As clean energy standards take effect in Oregon and utilities move away from traditional sources like 

coal, electrical transmission upgrades are becoming increasingly important to our region’s 

infrastructure. We are in need of a robust electrical grid to balance energy demand and intermittent 

wind and solar generation across multiple regions.  

The Boardman to Hemingway (B2H) transmission line will help meet that need. I will support the 

permitting and construction of the project contingent upon a route change. 

This project will benefit customers across the Pacific Northwest and Mountain West regions. It will 

deliver clean energy in the winter months to the Northwest and give the Northwest’s independent 

energy generators and utilities a path to sell excess energy to Mountain West customers during the 

summer.  

In addition to maximizing clean energy resources, B2H is a low-cost way to solve the constraints 

from population growth in the Pacific Northwest and the Mountain West. B2H will free up capacity 

on existing, lower-voltage transmission lines running through eastern Oregon. This will provide 

economic development opportunities creating jobs and expanding opportunities to my constituents.  

Although there are many benefits, I am concerned with the preferred route Idaho Power chose as it 

directly contradicts the local land-use laws regarding farmland in Malheur County. These laws 

specifically prohibit the installation of transmission lines on farmland and interfere with fundamental 

agriculture practices such as irrigation and aerial application of pesticides and herbicides. Installing 

transmission lines in certain fields could render them useless and severely limit farmers’ livelihoods.  



LYNN P. FINDLEY  DISTRICT 60  
State Representative  Baker, Grant, Harney 

  Malheur, and part of   

  Lake County   

  

 

 

OREGON HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
  

Capitol Office: 900 Court St. NE, H-475, Salem, OR 97301 – Phone: 503-986-1460 

District Office: 151 Court St. South, Suite 1, Vale, OR 97918 – Phone: 541-473-4029 

Email: Rep.LynnFindley@OregonLegislature.gov  

I support the general concept of B2H and concur that there is a definite need to improve our electrical 

grid. However, my hope is that we can move forward without hurting our local farmers. If the route 

is changed to address these problems, the project will have my full support.  

Please contact my office if you have further questions. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Lynn P. Findley 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Crane Nicole <Nicole.Crane@oregonlegislature.gov>

Sent: Friday, June 28, 2019 12:12 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Letter of Support of B2H Transmission Line

Attachments: B2H Transmission Line.pdf

Kellen, 
 
Please find the attached letter to the EFSC in support of the Boardman to Hemingway project from Representative Greg 
Smith.  
 
Thank you,  
Nicole 
 

 

Nicole Crane 
________________________________________ 
Legislative Director 
Representative Greg Smith 
Oregon House District 57 
(O) (503) 986-1457 
900 Court Street, Office H-482 | Salem OR,97301 
https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/smithg  
  

 
 



 

The Honorable Greg Smith 

Oregon House of Representatives 
District 57 

900 Court Street NE, H-482, Salem, OR 97301 – Phone: 503-986-1457 

P.O. Box 219, Heppner, OR 97836 – Phone: 541-676-5154 
rep.gregsmith@oregonlegislature.gov 

 

 

June 28, 2019  

 

 

 

Members of the Energy Facility Siting Council, 

 

As clean energy standards take effect in Oregon, and as utilities move away from traditional sources like 

coal, electrical transmission upgrades are becoming more important than ever. We need a more robust 

electrical grid to balance energy demand and intermittent wind and solar generation across multiple 

regions.  

 

The Boardman to Hemingway (B2H) transmission line will help meet that need. We support the 

permitting and construction of the project. 

 

Customers across the Pacific Northwest and Mountain West will benefit from the project. It will deliver 

clean energy in the winter months to the Northwest and give the Northwest’s independent energy 

generators and utilities a path to sell excess energy to Mountain West customers during the summer.  

In addition to maximizing clean energy resources, B2H is the lowest-cost way to solve the constraints 

that could result from population growth in the Pacific Northwest and the Mountain West. B2H will also 

free up capacity on existing, lower-voltage transmission lines running through eastern Oregon. This will 

provide economic development opportunities that create jobs and expanded opportunities to our 

constituents.  

 

Construction of B2H will lead to increased spending at businesses in eastern Oregon, bringing an 

immediate economic benefit to the area. The line will also generate more than $4 million in property tax 

revenue every year. 

 

Idaho Power, in its work to acquire permits for B2H, has demonstrated that it is a responsible corporate 

partner. For more than 10 years, the company has worked hard to find the most beneficial route for the 

line. This includes meeting with hundreds of our constituents, listening to their concerns and adjusting 

route options in response.  

 

These are a few of the reasons we support B2H. We hope the Energy Facility Siting Council also 

recognizes that B2H will benefit customers, businesses and local governments in Oregon and vote to 

approve a site certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway transmission line as soon as possible. 

 

Best Regards,  

 

 

 

Representative Greg Smith  

 

mailto:rep.gregsmith@state.or.us
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Joel Rice <joelrice@me.com>

Sent: Monday, June 17, 2019 11:24 AM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: B2H Comments

JOEL RICE, MD 
BLUE MOUNTAIN ASSOCIATES, LLC/GRANDE RONDE RECOVERY, LLC 

Board Certified in GENERAL, GERIATRIC AND ADDICTION PSYCHIATRY 
1101 I AVE 

 LA GRANDE, OR 97850 
           joelrice@me.com 

PHONE: 541.962.0162     FAX: 541.962.0119 
 

DATE:  6/17/19  PAGES: 3 
 
RE: Destruction of Glass Hill Habitat by Idaho Power 
 
TO:  Darrel T. Anderson 
 Idaho Power CEO 
 Jeff Maffuccio 
 Facility Siting Coordinator 
 PO Box 70 
 Boise, Idaho 83707 
  
CC: JMaffuccio@idahopower.com (and by signed letter) 
 Union County Commissioners commissioners@union-county.org 
 La Grande City Government - mayor@cityoflagrande.org        
           rstrope@cityoflagrande.org 
 
  
I cannot begin to tell you how heartbroken I am that Idaho Power has decided, in a game of political chess with no attention to 
ecosystem habitat whatsoever, to divide the most pristine and most protected montane meadow and mixed conifer habitat in 
all of Union County with a habitat destroying high voltage transmission line, destroying much of my life work and leaving me 
demoralized or worse for the rest of my days. The proposed division of my property by a high voltage line has left me hopeless 
and in a state of shock. 
 
At the tender age of 15 I decided that one of my life goals was to protect a minimum of 2000 acres from development and even 
natural resource extraction as part of my duty to God and the planet. It turns out that this is a hard thing to do when you start 
from scratch but I succeeded, with great economic loss and considerable risk and stress. I succeeded only to see Idaho Power 
rip this accomplishment out of my hands by dividing and conquering the only private land in Union County entirely protected 
from habitat erosion of any kind.  
 
I have spent decades controlling weeds, thinning trees, seeding, planting trees and closing skidding trails on the only piece of 
property devoted solely to habitat development in perpetuity in Union County. The plan was to leave a permanent pristine 
habitat for the enjoyment and edification of the people of Union County. One montane meadow under threat of destruction 
from Idaho Power has the greatest established biological diversity of any montane meadow in Union County. I have spent over 
$500,000 on thinning alone and countless hours and dollars on weed control. The land is coming back and on the verge of  re-
establishing an intact ecosystem for the first time in many years only to be raped by Idaho Power. The purity of nature 
despoiled by financial greed and politics.  
 
I know every species of shrub, forb and grass on Glass Hill. I doubt the rapists ready to sully her have any awareness of the 
species diversity they are about to pillage. How can you destroy work of art when you don’t even know the artist.  
 
I have spent the last few years building a cabin by hand that looks over the ecological intact Winn Meadow. The massive 
construction project proposed by Idaho Power will destroy the ecology of the meadow and the view. Given my propensity to 
develop crushing migraine headaches under high voltage wires I doubt I will be able to return. My land is ruined for me. My 
life’s work is ruined. More importantly it is permanently ruined for the people of Union County. There is already public access 
for hunting, mountain biking, hiking, skiing, snowshoeing, mushrooming etc. None of this will be possible in the future once 
Idaho Power rapes the land. And who would want to visit a rape victim with the expectation of enjoyment or peace. I certainly 
will not. 
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It was my hope to put a small cabin residence along Glass Hill Road for residents of Union County suffering from drug and/or 
alcohol addiction to establish the beginning of recovery in a peaceful setting connected with God and nature. My retirement 
plan was to manage this Union County resource for the victims of the Opiate Epidemic sweeping our country. This resource will 
also be despoiled by the high voltage wire and constant snapping of the electromagnetic field overhead. This was another life 
goal ripped form my hands by the greed of Idaho Power.  
 
Hundreds of Union County residents utilize my property for hunting (enrolled in an ODFW program for public hunting access), 
hiking, horseback riding, mountain biking, mushrooming, classroom trips, picnics, Native American festivals etc. My hope, 
under threat of desecration by Idaho Power, was to preserve this public use in perpetuity.  
 
I host a Native American “Sundance” festival due to my appreciation of what this festival means to many in recovery from drug 
and alcohol addiction. This wonderful event will also be raped and left for dead by Idaho Power greed. 
 
My only recourse is to carefully document the damage inflicted by B2H in the form of a guided hiking trails with kiosks, a 
documentary movie, a website and possibly a museum located underneath the high voltage line itself. I will teach what such 
raping of the land does to habitat and what the taking of private property does to social organization. We will keep detailed 
maps available online documenting the spread of weeds, erosion and soil compaction. I hope to fund a $1,000,000 position at 
OHSU dedicated to the study of ecological, psychological and social costs of Right of Ways. That is all I can do.   
It is hard to imagine that Idaho Power could in any fashion “make right” what they are  doing to my peace of mind and my 
investments. I am prepared for a long legal and media fight in which Idaho Power explains why they decided to destroy the 
most protected and sensitive corridor of habitat in Union County. This will be my life’s work now after retirement. My legacy 
for Union County will be one of a careful systematic documentation of habitat destruction instead of a careful, systematic 
restoration of said habitat. My nonprofit, memorial museum and B&Bs will insure that the rape of Glass Hill is not forgotten. 
 
I am certain that Idaho Power is familiar with the work of Dr. Elinor Ostrom who has pioneered work on game  theory and 
development of the commons for which she won the Nobel Prize. I am equally certain that Idaho Power is completely ignoring 
her scientific wisdom in deference to political expediency. This power line is likely unnecessary and if necessary could 
certainly have been positioned with less damage to Union County and without the taking and rape of my precious land. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Joel D. Rice, MD 

 
 











Input on Draft Proposed Order for the Boardman to 
Hemingway Transmission Line

Hearing
June 20, 2019

Page 38

 1  massive construction trucks -- that is
 2  Modelaire/Hawthorne Loop -- but to serve the hospital
 3  when needed for the residents of 37 homes of men, women,
 4  and children who walk -- I might add, there are no
 5  sidewalks on that loop -- or drive daily, a neighborhood
 6  which you could destroy, seemingly without giving it
 7  another thought.  Thank you.
 8            I will be providing written testimony another
 9  time.
10            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Thank you.
11            MS. ADRIAN HENDERSON: Hello.  I'm Adrian
12  Henderson.  Thank you very much for letting me speak
13  today.  I live at 219 Harrison in La Grande, Oregon.
14  Thank you for allowing me to testify.
15            You've already heard about the problems with
16  noise and invasive weeds.  I am concerned with the lack
17  of requiring Idaho Power to make sure weeds do not go to
18  seed or make them clean their equipment before it leaves
19  the road or moves from one person's property to another.
20            As a member of the Chickasaw/Choctaw/Umatilla
21  tribe, I want to remind you of how important this is to
22  the tribes because of how it impacts our first foods.
23  Comments were provided by the tribes about this.
24            You also heard from the developer that they
25  would be working with the counties to make more changes
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 1  to their weed plan.  What I'm concerned about is that
 2  the only thing Idaho Power is required to do are the
 3  things that you include in the site certificates.  The
 4  site certificates need to state that Idaho Power must
 5  comply with the state rules that require them to protect
 6  the land from seeds being spread from their transmission
 7  line, as long as the lines are in place.  This is a
 8  major problem, and why we need to be listening to the
 9  people who are here today.
10            A statement by the developer that they plan to
11  fix something later means nothing if you do not include
12  it in the site certificate.  The public will no longer
13  have the right to appeal what they are doing; in fact,
14  they don't even need to receive the information about
15  what the developer is actually including in their weed
16  plans.
17            This is why you will be receiving in writing
18  comments from me and others in this audience about what
19  needs to be changed.
20            I hope you will address the many problems you
21  are hearing about or denying Idaho Power permission to
22  build a transmission line that will cause huge damages,
23  increase our electric costs, but give us nominal
24  benefits.
25            Unlike Idaho Power customers, we are not
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 1  having blackouts, equipment failures, or other problems
 2  that this utility company are having.  Maybe they would
 3  have so many more problems if they would develop
 4  energy -- so many less problems if they would develop
 5  energy resources in Idaho instead of moving in hundreds
 6  of miles of high-voltage transmission lines to get it to
 7  their customers.
 8            Thank you very much.  Appreciate it.
 9            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Thank you.
10            Following Mr. Rosenbaum, we will hear from
11  Lois Barry.
12            MR. MICHAEL ROSENBAUM: A little bit of an
13  aside here, interestingly enough, I received an email
14  from my insurance company today:  "Help protect your
15  home from wildfire.  Find out how.  Dear Michael,
16  Wildfires can occur suddenly with little to no warning.
17  We want to help you stay safe and prepared.  Review the
18  resources below to learn how to protect yourself and
19  your property from wildfire."
20            I would like to thank the Council for this
21  opportunity to present testimony to the EFSC.
22            My name is Michael R. Rosenbaum.  I reside at
23  1402 First Street in La Grande.  I first moved to
24  La Grande in 1969, and I have lived here for a total of
25  27 years, having left and returned twice.  I work

Page 41

 1  seasonally for a federal agency and am currently a
 2  member of the City of La Grande committee dedicated to
 3  wildfire awareness, protection, and preparedness.  The
 4  views expressed here are my own, and do not represent
 5  either my employer or the committee of which I'm a
 6  member.
 7            According to Wikipedia, there are a total of
 8  946 incorporated and unincorporated cities in Oregon.
 9  In the 2018 study "Exposure of human communities to
10  wildfire in the Pacific Northwest," researchers Joe H.
11  Scott and Julie Gilbertson-Day of Pyrologix and
12  Richard D. Stratton of the USDA Forest Service, ranked
13  La Grande number 40 of 50 communities with the highest
14  community exposure ranking with 5,426 housing units
15  exposed to wildfire and a burn probability rate of 138.
16            You will note that La Grande is edged by open
17  grasslands and timber on its southwest, west, and
18  northwest flanks, two of these three directions housing
19  the proposed Boardman to Hemingway transmission line.
20            The June 30, 2016, revision of the Union
21  County Wildfire Protection Plan, the CWPP, details in
22  the Union County Risk Assessment Summary of the
23  Northeast Oregon Multi-Jurisdictional Natural Hazard
24  Mitigation Plan, wildfire that either did encroach or
25  had the potential to put La Grande at risk.  It details
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 1  as well conditions that put the community's probability
 2  of and vulnerability to a future hazard event rating as
 3  high.
 4            Note, this rating did not include any events
 5  that might be caused by or influenced by a 500-kV power
 6  line or a failure thereof in close proximity to
 7  La Grande.  This issue will be taken up later in the
 8  testimony.
 9            1973:  The Rooster Peak Wildfire, 6,400 acres,
10  encroachment into the southwest city limits, structures
11  lost and the city threatened.
12            1986:  The Frizzel Wildfire, 250 acres burned
13  in the Mt. Emily Wildfire-Urban interface, northwest of
14  La Grande.
15            2001:  The Boulevard Wildfire, 150 acres in
16  the La Grande City watershed southwest of the city.
17  Fuel conditions in this location remain a substantial
18  hazard and this fire could have presented a "major
19  event" given less favorable conditions.
20            In a brochure issued by the La Grande
21  Wildland-Urban Interface Committee, there were
22  approximately 34 human-caused and approximately 52
23  lightning-caused wildfires in the last 10 years in close
24  proximity to La Grande, several of which were on or near
25  to the proposed route or routes of the Boardman to
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 1  Hemingway power line.
 2            Let us look briefly at weather patterns in
 3  La Grande.  From the weatherspark.com website, the
 4  predominant wind direction from mid-March to mid-October
 5  is from the west.  However, there are extended
 6  exceptions to this.  In 2017 and 2018, smoke from remote
 7  wildfires in British Columbia, Montana, and Washington
 8  were driven into the Grande Ronde Valley by north and
 9  northeast winds.  The limited visibility could have
10  hampered early wildfire detection.  It did affect
11  livability and health issues.
12            Also note that the majority of thunderstorms
13  are driven into this area of the Blue Mountains by
14  southwest and west winds.
15            In a plot from the Department of Atmospheric
16  Sciences at the University of Utah, the strongest area
17  winds from 16 to 20 miles per hour and from 20 miles per
18  hour to infinity are from the south.  The winds were
19  plotted from January 2017 to June 2019.  The seasons of
20  the highest winds were not noted.  Additionally, these
21  stronger winds did occur, to a lesser extent, from the
22  west and northwest.  The Western Regional Climate Center
23  notes that from 1992 to 2002 the predominant wind
24  direction from April to September was northwest with
25  southerly winds October to the end of the year.
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 1            Referring back to the Union County Risk
 2  Assessment Summary, windstorms not attributable to
 3  outflow from thunderstorms are not infrequent, but tend
 4  to occur in the late fall and winter.  Exceptions to
 5  this are June 1998 with gusts to 50 miles an hour,
 6  June 2001 with gusts to 60 miles per hour, July 22,
 7  2004, with 70 miles-per-hour winds, and August of 2004
 8  with gusts to 54 miles per hour.  There may be other
 9  incidents which occurred after these dates.
10            Again, please note that these wind events are
11  not generally attributable to outflow from nearby
12  thunderstorms, but it is general knowledge that
13  cumulonimbus-generated lightning with resultant wildfire
14  can create their own winds and patterns such as fire
15  whirls and long-distance transport of spotting, burning
16  material.
17            Thus, the power lines which are the subject of
18  this hearing could be affected by wildfire not generated
19  by line failure and from a remote ignition source.  And
20  once involved, this grid could further amplify wildfire
21  severity and possibly drive the flame front into La
22  Grande.
23            Let us turn to the subject of wildfire
24  detection and the danger posed to the City of La Grande
25  by a proximate transmission line.  There are three
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 1  lookout towers which could early detect a wildfire start
 2  either generated by a power line failure, line drop, or
 3  a wildfire encroaching on the transmission line route.
 4  They are Johnson Rock on the Wallowa-Whitman National
 5  Forest southwest of La Grande, Mt. Ireland on the
 6  Wallowa-Whitman northwest of Baker City, and Table Rock
 7  on the Umatilla National Forest north of La Grande in
 8  Washington.
 9            Other means of detection include aircraft
10  flyovers, public reporting, strike indicators, and
11  satellites.
12            The Camp Fire of 2018 which forced evacuation,
13  and eventually engulfed, the City of Paradise,
14  California, and forced evacuation of Magalia,
15  Centerville, Pulga, and three other cities and
16  threatened seven other communities was not early
17  detected.  The failure of PG&E transmission lines was
18  caused in part by wind speeds of up to 72 miles per
19  hour.  A local lookout, which may have been able to
20  early detect the fire start, had been decommissioned.
21            Realistically, Johnson Rock lookout above
22  Vey's Meadow and the Grande Ronde River would have the
23  greatest chance to report a wildfire start.  But would
24  there be enough time given possible extreme fire
25  behavior, possible transmission line failure causing a
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 1  fire start, possible limited visibility preventing early
 2  detection, possible spotting from a remote ignition, and
 3  other variables bringing wildfire to the transmission
 4  line route to suppress the incident in time to stop
 5  encroachment into the city limits and to save structures
 6  in the Wildland-Urban Interfaces that are also in
 7  proximity to the transmission line route?
 8            These factors must be taken into account
 9  before approval and construction of the Boardman to
10  Hemingway system.
11            In Oregon on June 14 --
12            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Mr. Rosenbaum, we

13  are out of time.
14            MR. MICHAEL ROSENBAUM: I have got another
15  minute.  Okay?
16            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Okay.
17            MR. MICHAEL ROSENBAUM: In Oregon, on June 14,

18  2019, according to "The Statesman Journal," Pacific
19  Power, with approximately 600,000 end-user customers,
20  proposed to shut down electricity during extreme weather
21  events, which will help limit the effects of the grid on
22  wildfire.  It is likely that other Oregon power
23  companies with local end users will follow suit, in my
24  estimation.
25            In California, PG&E has recently cut power in
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 1  extreme weather conditions in several northern
 2  California counties, including Butte County where
 3  Paradise is located.
 4            Note that the Soda fire in 2015 in southwest
 5  Idaho and Oregon was not caused by a failure in Idaho
 6  Power's system, but did require the company to replace
 7  2.5 miles of transmission line.  I ask:  What is the
 8  guarantee to the people of La Grande, Oregon, that Idaho
 9  Power, with no local end-user customers, will shut power
10  generation in the event of red flag warnings locally for
11  extreme conditions, including low RHs of single digits
12  to the low 20 percents, lightning activity levels of 4
13  and higher, extended high temperatures, severe
14  thunderstorms with attendant high outflow winds?
15            I haven't gone into the issue of the changing
16  climate of the Blue Mountains and also the frequent
17  changes in weather patterns from year to year during
18  fire season.  The estimate in the Blue Mountains is the
19  temperatures could increase 4 1/2 to 6 1/2 degrees over
20  the next 30 years.
21            In conclusion, I propose that the Boardman to
22  Hemingway transmission line, with the suggested routes
23  in close proximity to the City of La Grande and
24  structures in the Wildland-Urban Interface, would
25  contribute to the vulnerability and the high probability
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 1  of wildfire intrusion and exposure.  It would put values
 2  at risk with a failed line on the ground or involvement
 3  of transmission lines and support structures in a
 4  wildfire.  Values such as firefighting personnel and
 5  equipment, homes, structures, including medical
 6  facilities, businesses, infrastructure, private
 7  timberlands and pasture.
 8            If the system is not a causative factor in a
 9  wildfire start, it could be a contributing factor in the
10  rapid acceleration of unchecked wildfire spread.
11            Should you approve this transmission line
12  route through the Blue Mountains, and specifically in
13  proximity to La Grande, you are quite literally playing
14  with fire.
15            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Thank you.
16            After we hear from Ms. Barry, we will hear
17  from John Anderson.
18            MS. LOIS BARRY: I'm Lois Barry, L-o-i-s,
19  B-a-r-r-y.  I live at 60688 Morgan Lake Road in
20  La Grande, which appropriately enough is the 150 acres
21  that burned in a 1973 forest fire that Mike Rosenbaum
22  just referred to.  That is the fire that endangered the
23  entire town of La Grande and especially the hospital.
24            At the moment, the current proposed Mill Creek
25  route of the B2H would put three towers right across the
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 1  middle of that 150 acres of 40-foot high pine trees that
 2  have regrown in the last 50 years.  That was an aside.
 3            Now, I have two statements.  I realize that
 4  the mission of the EFSC committee is to choose a route
 5  for the B2H and not to decide if it's a good project.
 6  Even so, you should know that the B2H project has a
 7  basic flaw.  It was discussed as early as 2006, and
 8  those plans have not changed in 13 years:  It is no
 9  longer needed.  And if it were needed, the BLM
10  environmentally-preferred route should be the route of
11  choice.  If you approve the site application for the B2H
12  now, whatever route is chosen, will become the site of a
13  $1.2 billion stranded asset.
14            My second point.  I'm a retired professor.  I
15  taught research writing and critical thinking for
16  25 years.  And I have carefully read several relevant
17  sections of Idaho Power's application.  It's a
18  substandard piece of work.  It's replete with obvious
19  inaccuracies and unsupported conclusions.
20            And here is a clear example of a factual
21  inaccuracy:  Page 62 refers to, quote, "extensive work
22  in the siting study of the Morgan Lake Alternative,"
23  unquote.  I doubt it was extensive because it's
24  completely inaccurate.  Morgan Lake Park is described as
25  204 acres, containing one lake, which is developed with
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:49 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop B2H!!

August 17, 2019 

 

Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analys 

Oregon Department of Energy 

550 Capitol St. NE 
Salem, Oregon   9730l 
email:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov  
 

APPLICANT FAILED TO INCLUDE A SERIOUS ANALYSIS OF NON EFU ROUTES REQUIRED BY 
ORS 215.  
 

Exhibit K, 4.1.1.4 Non-EFU Alternatives. 

The applicant states that “The proposed EFU avoidance route provides substantially the most direct route 
between the Project endpoints while avoiding EFU lands where possible.  They also claim that the evaluation 
they did met the standard of being reasonable by virtue of being fair, proper, just, moderate and suitable under 
the circumstances. If their statements were actually accurate, the preferred route and alternate route proposed in 
the application for a site certificate would meet the requirements of ORS 215.275 AND OAR 345-022-0030. 

Unfortunately, the application does not support Idaho Power's stated results for the following reasons:  

 The applicant failed to do a robust evaluation of the alternative routes and provided practically no 
analysis of the “No Action” alternative. 

 The applicant failed to identify all land meeting the definition of “farm” land. 

 The proposed route does not meet a test of being a “reasonable” route as defined by Friends of Parrett 
Mountain v Northwest Natural Gas Co. 336 Or. 93, 108 (2003) due to the fact that it lacks “fairness”, is 
not “just, moderate, or suitable under the circumstances”.  The proposed route fails to utilize available 
public lands and instead places the burden of impacts of the transmission line on unwilling private 
landowners.  

Morrow and Malheur Counties are the only ones where the transmission line use of public land as opposed to 
private land is roughly equivalent to the percentages of each type in the county.   

  Baker County contains fifty one percent public land and 49% private land.  The Boardman to Hemingway 
transmission line would be built using 83% private land and only 17% public land.  

   Union County contains 50% public and 50% private land.  Idaho Power plans to build the transmission line on 
19% public and 81% private land in this county.   

  Umatilla County contains 75% private land, however, the B2H transmission line would be built on 100% 
private land. 
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 Due to the above, the applicant fails to comply with OAR 345-021-0010 and cannot be found to comply 
with OAR 345-022-0030 requiring a serious effort to identify a route which minimizes or avoids the impacts on 
EFU lands. 

 

Tamson Cosgrove Ross 

 

1904 Oak st, La Grande, OR, 97850 
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:51 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop B2H!!

12 August 2019 
 

Oregon Energy Facility Siting Council  
c/o Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst  
Oregon Department of Energy  
550 Capitol St. N.E  
Salem, OR 97301   
 

B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 
 

Dear Chair Beyeler and Members of the Council: 
 

 As I understand it, the applicant did not complete noise modeling on multiple noise sensitive properties within 
½ mile of the development as required by OAR 340-035-0015(38).  In fact, the closest noise modeling was 
performed at Hilgard, the junction of I-84 and 244, about 8 miles air miles away, with a train track near 
by.  Applicant could scarcely have chosen a site less representative of the absolute silence typical of the Morgan 
Lake setting. 
 

Page 145  (T-4-46) Baseline condition:  “… A goal of minimal development of Morgan 
 Lake Park should be maintained to preserve the maximum natural setting and to encourage  
 solitude, isolation, and limited visibility of users…”  Solitude, of course, suggests an absence 
 of distraction from external stimuli including noise.  Campers often comment on the 
 tranquility of the park where a 5 mph speed limit is enforced to limit noise, and no  shooting or motorized craft 
are allowed on the lake. Even when the campground is full, it’s possible to 
 picnic or hike beside the lake in absolute silence. 
 

Noise Sensitive Property is “property normally used for sleeping, or normally used as schools,  
churches, hospitals, or public libraries.  Obviously the noise corona of popping, humming  
transmission lines will interfere with the silence campers have every right to expect in a  
natural setting. 
 

This transmission line is planned to be sited within 500’ west of the park boundary, which would place it easily 
within less than 1/5 of a mile of overnight camp sites. 
 

The applicant’s ASC should be denied until all required and adequate noise modeling has been performed. 
 
 

__Tam_______ Tamson Cosgrove Ross- 1904 Oak st, La Grande, OR, 97850 

19fdf 

sfdf 
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:45 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Shut down B2H!!!

Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 

550 Capitol St. NE 

Salem, Oregon   9730l 
email:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 
 

REGARDING;  CONCERNS DUE TO THE INCREASED RISK AND LACK OF RESPONSE 
CAPABILITIES IN THE EVENT OF A FIRE ALONG THE TRANSMISSION LINE 
 

The increased potential for wildfire has been established as a given along any transmission line.  Not only is 
there an undetermined and potentially significant amount of time that will elapse prior to the identification of 
the fire, but then there may be a response time of up to 40 minutes after a fire is located in some areas according 
to fire fighting resources.  There will be ample opportunity for the fire to grow significantly. Given the potential 
lack of speed in getting to the location, the difficulty traversing the terrain, and the lack of specialized 
equipment available to fight forest fires, local resources are not adequate to protect the public from wildfires 
occurring due to the construction and ongoing operation and maintenance of this transmission line.   
 

Responding to fires that do occur will limit local resources available to provide service to their local areas of 
responsibility and the developer is planning to rely upon those local resources to deal with fires along the 
transmission corridor.  Concern over the increased risk of fire as a result of this transmission line including 
multiple comments voiced by the citizens of the counties as well as special advisory groups prompted both 
Union and Baker counties to request funding for an analysis and recommendation to identify and mitigate the 
increased risk created by the construction and operation of the transmission line.  Funding for that activity is not 
being supported by the developer.   
 

This development will have a significant impact on the local service providers to provide protection and 
respond to fires.  There would be construction occurring during the hot, dry summer, that they will be 
establishing Right of Ways with abundant low lying, heavy brush and grass which burns fast and hot.  There are 
long distances along the entire length of the transmission line with no designated fire response unit, the 
employees building and maintaining the transmission line are not going to be qualified to fight fires they 
create,  there is a lack of specialized equipment needed to fight transmission line caused fires, response times 
will be excessive, there is a lack of paid personnel available to deal with these remote fires, some fire stations 
have old equipment, and they will be creating hundreds of miles of new and improved roads to allow and 
increase access for human caused fires.  
 

According to the Forest Service, between 88% and 90% of wildfires are human caused.  There will be a 
significant increase in access for both people and vehicles along the entire right of way for the life of the 
transmission line.  For example, Union County identified the following needs if the developer is going to rely 
upon local fire protection resources: 
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--Each volunteer firefighter needs to be provided with a phone and GPS system utilizing current technology 
able to provide service in remote areas along the transmission line 
 --There is a need for two heavy duty all terrain water trucks and any additional equipment needs identified by 
the Fire Chief. 
--An additional full time position with the County fire department during any construction occurring in Union 
County. 
--A permanent ½ time position to provide monitoring, training and firefighting during the life of the 
development. 
--The county needs to  participate in the development of a fire plan prior to it being accepted 
--There is a need to provide resources to assure a response time of 14 minutes or less 90% of the time as 
required by NFPA. 
 

A matter that adds significantly to the risk is the fact that the developer is stating they will rely upon Rural Fire 
Protection Services to responds and fight fires along the transmission line.  These fire departments are only 
authorized to fight structural fires. 
 

I hope you take these comments seriously, as the risk of catastrophic fires in the areas being impacted by the 
Boardman to Hemingway Transmission line are high.  No acceptance of Condition Number 6 should be given 
until the developer has shown that they are dealing with the increased fire potential they are creating through 
this development. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
Tamson Cosgrove Ross 

  
1904 Oak st, La Grande, OR, 97850  
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:41 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] SAY NO TO B2H!!!!

Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 

550 Capitol St. NE 

Salem, Oregon   9730l 
email:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov  
 

B2H EFSC LACK OF DOCUMENTATION FOR GREAT GRAY OWL AND FLAMMULATED OWL 
 

The surveys provided for these two species are too old to be a reliable indicator of the presence or impacts to 
these bird species.  They were done in 2011 and 2012, seven years ago. On Page P1-9, Table Pl-l the applicant 
proposes doing updated surveys only on areas not previously surveyed and submitting them to only 
ODOE.   This type of secretive procedure where the public is completely removed from any opportunity to 
comment or review the decisions being made by ODOE is the basis for a great deal of public dissatisfaction 
with the process currently being supported by ODOE and EFSC. 
 

There is no current information in the application to base any decision regarding what the impacts will be to 
these birds as a result of the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line.   
A site certificate cannot be issued determining compliance with OAR 345-022-0060 without knowing what the 
use of the area is by wildlife.  In addition, since habitat category must include the use of the habitat by species, 
the habitat categories cannot be determined until the developer provides the necessary current 
information.  Given that the area of the Ladd Marsh Wildlife area is not only protected, but also contains both 
federal and state mitigation areas, it is not possible to determine whether or not the development will have 
unacceptable impacts to these mitigation sites absent information regarding the use of the adjacent habitat by 
wildlife utilizing the mitigation sites and whether or not the habitat will be compromised making it unsuitable 
for use of the species due to impacts of the development.  Considering the lack of information near Ladd Marsh 
Wildlife area, one must question why.  
 

Ladd Marsh is an important Migratory Bird Flyway according to the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(ODFW 2008.)  The Audubon Society lists it as an Important Bird Area. The number of bird species using this 
area has expanded in the last several years, however, in 2008 over 230 species of birds had been recorded on 
LMWA and over 120 species nest in the area and yet the developer appears to be ignoring the importance of not 
only the wildlife area, but also the habitat surrounding the wildlife area which is critical to the survival of birds 
moving in and out of the mitigation sites.   
 
 

Signature,  
 

Tamson Cosgrove Ross 
 

1904 oak st, La Grande, OR, 97850 
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:35 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop the POWER!! ( B2H)

August 5, 2019 
 

Energy Facilities Siting Council 
c/o Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol St. NE 
Salem, Oregon   9730l 
 

Via EMAIL:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov  
 

Subject:  Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Project 
9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order. 
 

Dear Chair Beyeler and Members of the Council: 
 

APPLICANT FAILED TO INCLUDE ALL REQUIRED SOURCES OF NOISE IN THEIR MODELING OF 
NOISE IMPACTS OF DEVELOPMENT 
 

Idaho Power did not include any of the items listed in OAR 340-035-0035(l)(b)(B)(ii), which are only exempt 
from the noise measurement when the development occurs on a previously used site.  When establishing 
ambient noise level for a new development on a site not previously used, it states: “Sources exempt from the 
requirements of section (l) of this rule, which are identified in subsections (5)(b) - (f), (j), and (k) of this rule, 
shall not be excluded from this ambient measurement.”  
  
The applicant's noise modeling only includes the noise generated from the transmission line itself.  Noise 
modeling must be corrected to include (b)Warning Devices, (c) sounds created by road vehicles, (d) Sounds 
from the operation of any equipment or facility of a surface carrier engaged in interstate commerce by railroad 
to the extent that such equipment or facility is regulated by pre-emptive federal regulations as set forth in Part 
20l of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, promulgated pursuant to Section 17 of the Noise Control Act 
of 1972, 86 Stat. 1248, Public Law 92-576 ; (e) bells, chimes, or carillons; (f) aircraft subject to pre-emptive 
federal regulations and (k) sounds created by the operation of road vehicle auxiliary equipment. 
 

The application is incomplete.  Without having the information regarding these additional noise sources, the 
department and the siting council lack the information regarding how many noise sensitive properties are 
impacted and by how much. 
 

A proposed order cannot be issued until the developer submits all the information regarding the noise impacts 
of this development.  This information must be available to decide if the standard is met or if it can be met with 
additional site conditions. 
 

Sincerely, 
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Tamson Cosgrove  
 

1904 Oak st, La Grande, OR, 97850 
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:28 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop B2H

August 22, 2019 
 

Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol St. NE 
Salem, Oregon   9730l 
email:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov  
 

THE APPLICANT SIGNIFICANTLY UNDERSTATES THE FINANCIAL IMPACTS TO THE STATE AND 
LOCAL ECONOMY AS A RESULT OF THE LOSS OF FOREST LANDS “PERMANENTLY” 
 

Exhibit K, Attachment K-2, Page 23, Section 7.0 
Idaho Power values Oregon’s forest lands at an absurdly low amount according to individuals owning forest 
land in both counties. 
 

The applicant claims that removal of forestland by clearing of trees permanently will have little economic 
impact to Umatilla and Union County.  They value the loss of 245.6 acres of forestland in Umatilla County at 
$488.60 per acre. They value the removal of 530.1 acres lost to the transmission line in Union County at 
$182.98 per acre.  The applicant provides no justification or documentation to support the figures they claim 
apply or the basis for the difference in value per acre between Umatilla and Union Counties for forest economic 
value.   
 

The applicant failed to address OAR 660-006-0025(5)(a) which does not apply only to forest zoned land 
currently in production.  It addresses FOREST ZONED LAND. The developer is removing the income and 
opportunity for the landowners and counties to obtain the benefits available through timber production.  For 
example, a large amount of land was burned and is recovering but will become productive timber land.  
The applicant also limited their assessment of impacts to accepted forest practices to the current use of the 
land.  The requirement under OAR660-006-0025(5)(a) is to asses whether or not the development will cause a 
significant change or significantly increase the costs of accepted forest practices on forest lands.  This developer 
is stating that they are going to cause a permanent change to the land in their proposed right of way. Accepted 
forest practices are based upon the impacts in the future when the land is being utilized for growing trees or 
other uses consistent with the forest zoned lands.  Forest uses are defined in Union County Land Use Plan as 
The (l)production of trees and the processing of forest products (2) open space, buffers from noise, and visual 
separation of conflicting uses; (3) watershed protection and wildlife and fisheries habitat; (4) soil protection 
from wind and water, (5) maintenance of clean air and water (6) outdoor recreational activities and related 
support services and wilderness values compatible with these uses, and (7) grazing land for livestock 
 

The developer assumes incorrectly that the forest zoned lands not currently in production of trees will ever be 
used for that purpose. 
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The assessment of the impacts to accepted forest practices is seriously understated  due to the understatement of 
forest lands, the lack of including the impacts to forest practices and the economic impacts of removing the land 
from forest uses.    

1.  The applicant ignored the definition of “forest lands” in determining the amount being impacted by the 
development.  Forest Lands include, “lands composed of existing and potential forest lands which are 
suitable for commercial forest uses; (2) other forested lands needed for watershed protection, wildlife 
and fisheries habitat and recreation; (3)lands where extreme conditions of climate, soil and topography 
require the maintenance of vegetative cover irrespective of use; (4)other forested lands in urban and 
agricultural areas which provide urban buffers, wind breaks, wildlife, and fisheries habitat, livestock 
habitat, scenic corridors and recreation use; (5)means any woodland, brushland, timberland, grazing land 
or clearing that, during any time of the year, contains enough forest growth, slashing or vegetation to 
constitute, in the judgment of the state forester, a fire hazard, regardless of how the land is zoned or 
taxed.  As a result of only counting forest lands currently in production, the forest impacts are 
significantly understated. 

2. There is no explanation regarding how they came to the numbers they are using for forest sector jobs or 
explain the difference between the two counties. 

 

Costs to the landowner of forest zoned land currently in production of timber: 
1. There is a significant change when the landowner can no longer use his land for growing timber, but 

continues to have the expense of paying taxes on land that is not productive.  The loss comes directly 
from the landowners profit from the harvest. 

2. Landowners will receive less income with the same expenses. 
3. For landowners who receive income from hunters, the land will become less desirable due to the 

visual impact of the line and the fact that elk will avoid the area for multiple reasons including 
human and vehicle traffic, corona visual impacts, etc. 

4. Landowners use their land as collateral for borrowing funding to run their operations.  The reduction 
in value will make it more difficult for owners to obtain necessary funding in order to stay in 
business. 

5. Accessing timber on either side of the transmission line requires moving vehicles and equipment 
around the transmission line due to an inability to move log trucks and large equipment under the 
line. 

6. Limits the direction for falling timber and can result in more dangerous tree falling with increased 
damage to the remaining timber as well as the one being harvested.  

7. A transmission line results in the loss of timber along the line due to blow downs. 
8. There is an increase in the potential for fire both from the line, but even more significantly, from 

human traffic along the transmission line. 
9. Increased liability and insurance needed due to increased risk of injury to trespassers. 
10. There is a loss of wildlife habitat without being mitigated due to a failure to require the developer to 

provide mitigation for the destruction of forest habitat along the right of way.  Requiring mitigation 
for only the bases of the structures means only a minute amount of the loss will be compensated for.  
Only allowing the removal of nest sites when birds are not present does not address the fact that 
many birds such as bald and golden eagles use the same nesting sites year after year and forest 
landowners usually include wildlife habitat as a reason for maintaining the forest land.   

11. Idaho Power states that the value of the forest land removed permanently from production would be 
further reduced due to the ability of the forest owners to use the transmission line corridor for 
growing crops or grazing.  This statement is unequivocally false. The lineal nature of a transmission 
line precludes any productive use of land taken for the transmission line.  The right of way is too 
narrow to make it available for production of crops, and the costs associated with purchasing 
equipment for agricultural operations would be prohibitive.  It would be unusual for a forest operator 
to already own equipment for a crop operation.  In order to use the right of way as grazing land, it 
would have to be fenced.  According to “Estimated Livestock Fencing Costs for the Small-Farm 
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Owner” by Derek L. Barber, the average cost of materials for ¼ mile (1,320 ft.) of field fence is 
$1,108.53 plus the cost of building it.  The Iowa State University Extension identified 2011 costs for 
constructing ¼ mile of fencing to be $1,947.75 installed.  Enclosing a square acre requires 820 feet 
of fence. 

 

 Costs to forest zoned land currently being used for farm practices: 
1. Increased invasive weeds. 
2. Increased costs to apply herbicides, pesticides and fertilizer due to restricting the use of aircraft for 

application. 
3. Increased safety hazard due to transmission line interference with emergency calling. 
4. Increased cost of activities normally occurring through radio controlled equipment due to need to 

hire a person to perform the function. 
5. Interference with irrigation equipment. 
6. Loss of land use around the transmission structures due to turning radius of equipment and 

restrictions regarding height of equipment that can go under the transmission lines. 
7. Soil compaction from equipment causes reduced crop yield for years according to landowners with 

existing transmission lines crossing their land. 
8. Road damage due to ongoing use by developer and contractors performing maintenance on the 

transmission line. 
 

Costs to the local economy: 
1.  The developer failed to include the harvest income that is received by the landowner and then spent 

primarily in the local area. 
2. There is no consideration for the increased value of money which is circulated in the local 

community. 
3. There is no accounting for the state and local taxes paid as well as harvest taxes which are paid and 

support the state and local area. 
4. Replacing trees with a transmission line will negatively impact tourism dollars as it will reduce the 

numbers of wildlife viewers and hunters due to a reduction in elk, deer, birds, and other wildlife that 
draw them to the area.  The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife and Travel Oregon reported 
that 2008 recreation expenditures in Oregon totaled $2.5 billion as reported by Dean Runyan 
Associates.  As the following comment notes, energy projects are cutting into that revenue. 

5. Attached article “Are energy projects causing loss of tourism dollars on public lands?” cites the data 
from the Bureau of Land Management which recorded a 12% drop in the number of visitors to the 
Imperial Sand Dunes Recreation Area over the year after a high voltage power line was 
constructed.  Data is available in the BLM’s Centro Field Officed under Highlights of the Desert 
District Advisory Council Meeting dated February 9, 2013. 

6. The increased costs to harvest timber after a transmission line has been built is recognized by the 
courts who mandate that payment be made to landowners for this loss if their property is condemned 
to build the transmission line.  The compensation must include at a minimum the value of the 
existing timber, the value of the timber that could be produced on the land in the future, and the 
increased costs of harvesting the timber adjoining the transmission line. 

7. The developer plans to use local resources to fight fires caused by the transmission line or access 
created by the transmission line to human caused fires.  There is no required mitigation for the 
increased risk of fire.  The applicant’s statements that they “may” restrict hours of operation, they 
“may” require water trailers, “may” require fire watches, “may” restrict road use during thaws means 
there is no mitigation being required to reduce the increased fire risk or the road damages that will 
occur. 

 

Some facts related to the value of forest land: 
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According to US Forest Service Tech. Rept. PNW-GTR-578 Rev. 2004 entitled “Forests of Eastern Oregon: an 
Overview”, Eastern Oregon Forests produce an average of 20 cubic feet per acre of timber each year.  That 
would mean that an acre of land would produce approximately 240 board feet of lumber per year per acre 
during the life of the transmission line. According to Scott Hartell, Planning Director, Union County, forest land 
in Union County is classified as either 20 cubic feet per acre per year, or 50 cubic feet per acre per year, so the 
amounts could be significantly higher.  The “Forest Facts Oregon’s Forests: Some Facts and Figures” published 
in 2009 by the Oregon Department of Forestry states that economists estimate that for every billion board feet 
that is harvested in Oregon 11 forest sector jobs are created or retained. With the reduced harvest of timber on 
public land, the importance of private forest lands has increased significantly in sustaining the industry.    
 

Removing trees from land currently being used to grow them certainly will create a substantial change in 
accepted forest practices.  It also will substantially increase the costs of growing and harvesting trees on the 
surrounding lands. The transmission line will make it impossible to use aerial equipment to harvest trees on 
steep hillsides adjacent to the line, it will increase time and costs of harvest due to the need to avoid equipment 
contact with the transmission lines, avoid trees falling on the transmission lines, require the use of routes of 
access and egress from the forested lands that avoid having log trucks and equipment moving below the 
transmission lines, will decrease the harvest along the transmission line due to loss of trees along the forested 
land along the corridor due to wind and weather conditions impacting weakened root infrastructure once the 
transmission corridor is cleared. 
 

In other words, this transmission line will remove forested land resulting in nearly a total loss of the economic 
value of the land removed from production of trees, and will impact the landowners and county economy not 
only by the loss of the production of trees and taxes, fees, employment and other benefits coming from that 
activity, but there will be related losses to the productivity of adjacent land, increased costs of harvesting along 
the transmission line, increased risk of wildfire,  potential increase in the number of trespassers, interference 
with wildlife activities including displacement of wildlife using the forest lands to what may be less desirable 
habitat, opening the area up to increased predation on the multiple non-raptor species utilizing the forested 
areas, it will decrease the value of land if it is sold, cause a long-term reduction in assessed value of the land, 
etc.  
 

 The Conclusions stated by the applicant in section 8.0 are absolutely false.  
 

In addition, the applicant has failed to provide documentation to support their comments.   The only reference 
the applicant sites that relates at all to this issue is the publication from the Oregon Forest Resources Institute. 
 

In summary: 
The applicant has failed to document that they will comply with Land Use Goal 4 OAR 660-006-000 through 
OAR 660-006-0010;  There is no documentation provided that would indicate they are in compliance with OAR 
345-022-0030; and they have not documented, nor are they able to meet the requirement contained in OAR 345-
022-0030(4) to allow an exception. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
Tamson Cosgrove Ross 
 
1904 oak st, La Grande, OR  
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:21 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop B2H

August 12, 2019 
 

Energy Facilities Siting Council 
c/o  Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 

550 Capitol Street N.E. 
Salem, OR.  97301 
 

Via E-MAIL:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 
 

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Project 
9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019 
 

To: Chairmen Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Draft Project Order for the Boardman to Hemingway 
Transmission Project.  I am very supportive of the Oregon California Trails Association (OCTA) and the work 
that they have done to protect the Oregon Trail, especially here in Oregon.  OCTA is mentioned numerous times 
in Exhibit S and the Historic Properties Management Plan and Programmatic Agreement.  OCTA does 
NOT believe that Exhibit S Historic Properties Management Plan is complete in 7.2.3 Field Crew, and offers 
this additional condition. 
 

ADDITIONAL CONDITION #1    OCTA recommends that the Council add an Oregon Trail expert to the 
Cultural Resource Team. This Oregon Trail individual will have qualifications similar to Field crew members. 
For example, they will have an undergraduate degree in anthropology, archaeology, or in a field such as 
geology, engineering or history. It will not be necessary to have attended a field school. This individual will be 
recommended by the National OCTA President and agreed to by the Field Director.  
 

The field surveys, even with SHPO and NPS data, have missed and/or mislabeled some sections of the emigrant 
trail.  OCTA wants the public to know where the Trails are and I do too! OCTA over the years has marked the 
trail location with wooden signs, small triangles attached to trees, and more recently, carbonite posts and steel 
rails.  Most private property owners are proud of the trail on their property, and after obtaining permission allow 
the public to walk and hike on the trail.  
 

Idaho Power and their consultants have not acknowledged trail crossings shown on submitted Maps and do not 
acknowledge visual intrusion of the line for 10 miles per standards, and only upon ODOE’s RAI’s, put into 
documents some trail protections.  This has been consistent from the BLM process to current day. 
 

Considering the points above, Idaho Power does not comply with the state standards for cultural resources OAR 
354-022-0090, or 345-022-0080, Scenic resources. EFSC Must Deny the Site Certificate! 
 
Tamson Cosgrove Ross 
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1904 oak st La Grande OR, 97850 
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:31 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop B2H

August 22, 2019 
  
Energy Facilities Siting Council 
c/o Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol St. NE 
Salem, OR 97301 
 
  
B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 
  
  
Subject:  Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft 
Proposal Order May 23, 2019. 
  
  
Chair Beyeler and Members of the Council: 
  
  
I am very concerned about the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Project as it is proposed.  My concerns are for the safety of 
myself and all of the citizens of La Grande if this line is permitted.  My primary concerns are slope instability and wildfire hazard. 
   
The proposed route sited to the west of La Grande is placed on a ridge noted to have instability and high risk for slides. The geologic 
study provided by Idaho Power references several studies (below). 
  
 Table H-2. USGS Quaternary Faults within 5 Miles of Project by County on page H-12 clearly shows that the project is placed right 
on an active fault in the West Grande Ronde Valley Fault Zone. In addition, in exhibit H, Geological Hazards and Soil 
Stability,  Table B3: Soils Descriptions, Union County, much of the erosion hazard is rated “severe.” Below is part of the report: 
  
5.2 La Grande Area Slope Instability  
  
As part of our study, we reviewed DOGAMI’s open file report: Engineering Geology of the La Grande Area, Union County, Oregon, 
by Schlicker and Deacon (1971). The study identified several landslides in the areas west and south of La Grande. The majority of the 
landslide features mapped by Schlicker and Deacon (1971) were similarly mapped as landslides or alluvial fans in Ferns and others 
(2010). The current SLIDO database uses the feature locations mapped in Ferns and others (2010). While the two map sets generally 
agree, there are differences in the mapped limits of some landslide and alluvial fan areas, and there is one landslide area in Schlicker 
and Deacon (1971), near towers 106/3 and 106/4, which is not included in SLIDO or Ferns and others (2010). The Landslide 
Inventory in Appendix E includes mapped landslide and alluvial fan limits from both SLIDO and Schlicker and Deacon (1971). 
  
This slope instability is not inconsequential to a project like this.  Recall in 2014, Oso, Washington, was the site of a catastrophic 
mudslide as the result of logging disturbance of the soil upslope from the town combined with significant rainfall. This resulted in 43 
fatalities. We must learn from previous mistakes in not heeding the geologists’ warnings.  The area down slope from the proposed 
B2H line lies the Grande Ronde Hospital and Clinics, which employs hundreds of people and is the critical access hospital for this 
region. La Grande High School and Central Elementary School are also positioned down slope from the proposed towers.  At least 
100 homes are positioned down slope of the proposed towers.  According to “Engineering Geology of the La Grande Area, Union 
County, Oregon” maps published by Schlicker, and Deacon (1971), the ENTIRE area of the hillside is deemed a “landslide area” in 
the La Grande SE quadrangle. This is not a safe place for a transmission line.  
  
The next significant hazard to our community is wildfire. Oregon is ranked 8th Most Wildfire Prone state in the United States 
according to Verisk Wildfire Risk analysis.  La Grande is ranked in the top 50 communities in Oregon with the greatest cumulative 
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housing-unit exposure to wildfire as referenced in “Exposure of human communities to wildfire in the Pacific Northwest,” by Joe H. 
Scott, Julie Gilbertson-Day and Richard D. Stratton (available at http://pyrologix.com/ftp/Public/Reports/RiskToCommunities_OR-
WA_BriefingPaper.pdf).  Finally the proposed route is in the vicinity of Morgan lake, the highest risk area (#1) in Union County in 
terms of wildland-urban interface, according to the County’s Community Wildfire Protection Plan, August 10, 2005. 
  
Cal Fire cites Pacific Gas and Electric equipment and power lines as the cause of numerous wildfires in the state in the last 2 years. 
This includes the Camp Fire in Butte County (2018), Tubbs Fire in Napa/Sonoma Counties (2017), Witch Fire in San Diego (2007), 
Valley Fire in Lake/Napa/Sonoma Counties (2015), Nuns Fire in Sonoma County (2017), which were all attributed to transmission.   
  
The Boardman To Hemingway Transmission Line Project proposal places lines about 2000 feet or less than half a mile from the La 
Grande city limits, including medium density housing within the city as well as Grande Ronde Hospital.  If a line from this proposed 
route were to spark a fire, La Grande residents would have little time to react.  According to National Geographic, wildfires can move 
as fast as 6.7 mph in forests and 14 mph in grasslands.  A fast-moving fire starting at the B2H lines could move to residential areas of 
La Grande and HOSPITAL in 10 minutes.  This is frightening and an unacceptable risk for our citizens.  
  
The current proposal for a Boardman to Hemingway transmission line does not adequately address the issue of landslides, basically by 
stating it will be mitigated somehow when the time comes to build. The proposal offers no analysis of wildfire risk, which is an 
unacceptable omission.  All of the routes proposed are unsafe and create an unacceptable risk to the citizens of La Grande.  
 
The Council should DENY the request for a site certificate.  
  
Sincerely, 
 
Tamson Cosgrove Ross 
 
1904 Oak st,   La Grande, OR.  97850 
  
 



1

ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:24 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop B2H!

 August 10, 2019 
 

Oregon Energy Facility Siting Council  
c/o Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst  
Oregon Department of Energy  
550 Capitol St. N.E  
Salem, OR 97301  
   
Email:   B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 

 

Dear Chair Beyeler and Members of the Council: 
 

Morgan Lake Park, analyzed as part of the Morgan Lake Alternative - (Attachment T-3, Table T-
2, p. T-3-2; Table T-3-1, p. T-13) and Summary of Impacts, pp. T-27-28, 43, (T-4-51-56), 
inaccurately describes features of the park itself and severely underestimates the permanent 
impact of development on this unique city park.  
See OAR 345-021-0010 (1) (T) (A) (B) (D) & OAR 345-022-0100  

 

Morgan Lake Park is an important opportunity primarily because of its unique designation 
status as a city park, rareness, and special qualities per OAR 345-021-0010(1)(t)(A) Attachment 
T-3, Table T-3-1 (p. T-13)  

 

Page 62  (T-57) refers to “extensive work in the siting study of the Morgan Lake 
Alternative.”  That is doubtful because it is completely inaccurate: 

 

 Page 145 (T-4-46)   Morgan Lake Park is described as 204 acres, containing one lake, which is 
developed with primitive campsites and fishing docks. 

 

Morgan Lake Park actually contains two lakes.  Morgan Lake covers 70 acres; the other, Twin 
Lake, [also known as Little Morgan Lake] is in plain sight, within 300’ of Morgan Lake; it 
covers 27 acres.   
Twin Lake is undeveloped, a wild life and bird sanctuary, home to nesting bald eagles.  In their 
application, Idaho Power omits any references to Twin Lake. 

 

Page 156, (T-4-6)  purports to be a map of Morgan Lake Park.  According to the map legend, the 
purple cross hatch area is Morgan Lake Park.  That’s wrong. The purple cross hatch is Morgan 
Lake. The actual boundaries of the 204 acre park are not indicated.  Obviously, it’s difficult to 
believe “extensive work on this siting study” ever occurred.  

 

2) b.  A specific example of unsupported conclusion:  
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Page 145  (T-4-46) Baseline condition:  “… A goal of minimal development of Morgan Lake 
Park should be maintained to preserve the maximum natural setting and to encourage solitude, 
isolation, and limited visibility of users…”   

 

Page 146 (T-4-47)   “The landscape character is natural appearing.  Scenic integrity is high as the 
human developments are harmonious with the landscape.” 
  
Page 49   (T-44) “Vegetation will block views of the towers from most locations in the park.”   
In reality, one tower would dominate the entrance to the park, all 130’ in plain view.     Within 
the Park, the trees bordering the lake are no more than 80’ high. 130’ transmission towers will 
rise more than 50’ above those trees, dominating the current landscape.   

 

Idaho Power does not provide a graphic representation of Morgan Lake Park, with the accurate 
height of existing trees, and elevation of towers above the trees.  It simply concludes that the 
inescapable sight of 500 kV transmission lines and towers around a natural lake setting will have 
“no significant impact” on Morgan Lake Park.      

 

This is the park whose baseline “should be maintained to preserve the maximum natural setting 
and to encourage solitude, isolation, and limited visibility of users” [because 50 years ago, no 
one ever imagined anything larger than a human being, might ever intrude]…”  

 

 I urge the Commission to deny this application for a site certificate until each comment 
submitted and sent to the Commission by August 22 has been thoroughly analyzed, and Idaho 
Power has provided credible evidence to support each of its conclusions of “no significant 
impact.” 

 
 

Tamson Ross  
 

1904 oak st, La Grande, OR, 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Tamson Ross <rosstc@eou.edu>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2019 4:21 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] Stop B2H

August 12, 2019 
 

Energy Facilities Siting Council 
c/o  Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 

550 Capitol Street N.E. 
Salem, OR.  97301 
 

Via E-MAIL:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 
 

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Project 
9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019 
 

To: Chairmen Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Draft Project Order for the Boardman to Hemingway 
Transmission Project.  I am very supportive of the Oregon California Trails Association (OCTA) and the work 
that they have done to protect the Oregon Trail, especially here in Oregon.  OCTA is mentioned numerous times 
in Exhibit S and the Historic Properties Management Plan and Programmatic Agreement.  OCTA does 
NOT believe that Exhibit S Historic Properties Management Plan is complete in 7.2.3 Field Crew, and offers 
this additional condition. 
 

ADDITIONAL CONDITION #1    OCTA recommends that the Council add an Oregon Trail expert to the 
Cultural Resource Team. This Oregon Trail individual will have qualifications similar to Field crew members. 
For example, they will have an undergraduate degree in anthropology, archaeology, or in a field such as 
geology, engineering or history. It will not be necessary to have attended a field school. This individual will be 
recommended by the National OCTA President and agreed to by the Field Director.  
 

The field surveys, even with SHPO and NPS data, have missed and/or mislabeled some sections of the emigrant 
trail.  OCTA wants the public to know where the Trails are and I do too! OCTA over the years has marked the 
trail location with wooden signs, small triangles attached to trees, and more recently, carbonite posts and steel 
rails.  Most private property owners are proud of the trail on their property, and after obtaining permission allow 
the public to walk and hike on the trail.  
 

Idaho Power and their consultants have not acknowledged trail crossings shown on submitted Maps and do not 
acknowledge visual intrusion of the line for 10 miles per standards, and only upon ODOE’s RAI’s, put into 
documents some trail protections.  This has been consistent from the BLM process to current day. 
 

Considering the points above, Idaho Power does not comply with the state standards for cultural resources OAR 
354-022-0090, or 345-022-0080, Scenic resources. EFSC Must Deny the Site Certificate! 
 
Tamson Cosgrove Ross 
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1904 oak st La Grande OR, 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Ron Rowan <rowan@thegeo.net>

Sent: Saturday, July 20, 2019 12:01 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: [Fortimail Spam Detected] B2H Comments on Siting of Power Line in Baker Country

Attachments: B2H Powerline letter 7-20-19.docx

Mr. Tardaewether: 
 
Please find attached our letter opposing the B2H transmission line through Baker County. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Ron and Ann Rowan 
 
 
 



DATE:  July 20, 2019 

TO:  Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 

                             Oregon Dept of Energy 

                             550 Capitol St N.E. 

                             Salem, OR  97301 

 

FROM:  Ron and Ann Rowan 

  42676 Nye Rd. 

  Baker City, OR  97814 

  541-523-0630 Home Phone 

  rowan@thegeo.net 

SUBJECT: Proposed B2H Transmission Line through Baker County, OR 

 

 

We live in Segment 3 of the proposed B2H transmission line route.  Our house is located within ½ mile of 

the Flagstaff Alternative route and west of the Oregon Trail Interpretive Center in the Baker Valley. 

Our principle concern is locating the transmission line west of the Oregon Trail Interpretive Center 

(OTIC) using the Flagstaff Alternative route.  This route will have a major visual impact to those looking 

west from the OTIC into the Baker Valley.  The trail system below the OTIC gives the experience of 

“walking the Oregon Trail”.  With the presence of looming towers, the historical experience will be 

greatly compromised.  With the transmission line going along the edge of Baker Valley, the line will 

interfere with agricultural practices and detract from the value of the affected property.  We are 

strongly opposed to placing the transmission line west of the OTIC.  The proposed action of building the 

transmission along the Flagstaff Alternative Route will have serious consequences.  The presence of 

large transmission towers will introduce permanent impacts on visual resources, National Historic Trails 

and the value of private agricultural land.   

We attended the EFSC public hearing in Baker City on June 19th and agree with the unanimous testimony 

opposing the transmission line through Baker County. 

 

 

mailto:rowan@thegeo.net




Input on Draft Proposed Order for the Boardman to 
Hemingway Transmission Line

Hearing
June 20, 2019

Page 26

 1  name, if you would spell it for the record as well, so
 2  the court reporter can get it down correctly.
 3            The first person in this we are going to call
 4  up is Sandy Ryman, and then we are going to follow
 5  Ms. Ryman with David, it looks like Moyal.  When
 6  Ms. Ryman finishes and the next person comes up, I will
 7  then identify the person that follows so you'll know who
 8  the next person is going to be.
 9            Good evening.
10            MS. SANDY RYMAN: Good evening.  My name is
11  Sandy Ryman, R-y-m-a-n, and my address is 604 M Avenue
12  here in La Grande, Oregon.
13            I am a lifelong resident of eastern Oregon,
14  and I have an undergraduate degree in community health
15  and an MBA.  So you can tell this is not my area of
16  expertise.  But what I currently do in my work is I look
17  at needs and needs assessments; so I decided to focus on
18  Exhibit N, the needs portion of the application for a
19  site certificate.
20            And in doing that, I'm still wading through
21  all the details, but I wanted to take a look at the
22  needs portion in particular.  And it discusses the fact
23  that in September of 2009, Idaho Power's board of
24  directors approved guidelines to establish a goal to
25  reduce CO2 emission intensity of the company's utility
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 1  operations.
 2            One of the primary sources of electrical
 3  energy for Idaho Power is currently hydroelectrical
 4  generation, and they state in the application that
 5  because of the changes in stream flows and production
 6  levels of existing renewable resources, they have been
 7  working on assuring diversity in their energy resources
 8  and they list those.  And they're also working on
 9  assuring diversity because changes in extreme flows can
10  impact the CO2 emissions process for producing energy.
11            They listed eight different types of
12  supply-side resources.  And my point No. 1 is that I
13  question whether those aren't -- aren't more of those
14  power resources available in southern Idaho?  Because I
15  wonder if the cost of this transmission line is
16  considered in any of those CO2 emission calculations
17  overall.  It seems questionable as compared to more
18  localized power sources within southern Idaho.
19            I also did some research in looking at the
20  April 2015, report from the US Department of Energy.
21  They do an energy review transmission, storage, and
22  distribution infrastructure on it, and they came up with
23  some facts that I found quite interesting.
24            So my point No. 2 is the fact that they point
25  out that there is low load growth, that the growth rate

Page 28

 1  of total US energy electrical consumption has been on
 2  the decline and has even been negative in the last few
 3  years.  In fact, the growth rate of the US electricity
 4  load is the lowest levels since 1950.
 5            So moving on from that, and point 3 that I
 6  want to make, is they also discuss the fact that severe
 7  weather and climate changes are currently causing
 8  significant damage to grid infrastructure, and
 9  particularly to transmission lines.  And they go on to
10  talk about the fact that there are certain regions of
11  the country that are specifically impacted by weather
12  events.  And in the West our weather events are caused
13  by lightning and wildfires.
14            And the report goes on, it also talks about
15  five factors that need to be considered; lightning,
16  wildfires, extreme cold, extreme winds, and vegetation
17  growth.  And really, all of those are things which can
18  have an impact on this transmission line and could
19  create a long-term maintenance impact for Idaho Power.
20            I'm going to talk also about the fact that the
21  modeling effort which is sited in this Department of
22  Energy report states that the modeling effort really
23  focuses only on new transmission along existing or
24  proposed corridors, and it doesn't consider local and
25  regional reliability impacts of these kind of scenarios.
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 1            And so it seems like whatever kind of modeling
 2  opportunity Idaho Power had, that if they're using the
 3  standard models, even the Federal Department of Energy
 4  pointed out, those standard models don't really help
 5  with understanding the reliability of the scenario which
 6  they are presenting.
 7            My point No. 4 is the electrical transmission
 8  can take 4 or more years to be built out.  And I feel
 9  like, in addition to that, costs are going to be rising
10  and transmission costs are going to go up due to
11  maintenance, due to the weather situations.  So that is
12  my point No. 4.
13            Point No. 5 is that up until now I've only
14  talked about the transmission line and the factors that
15  impact its veracity, but there is also a lot of new
16  technologies which are coming out.  And I went back to a
17  report which I remembered reading a couple of years ago,
18  it was by Gregory Reed, who is a professor and director
19  of the Center for Energy and the Grid Institute at the
20  University of Pittsburgh School of Engineering, and he
21  did have an article in "The Hill" publication in
22  December of 2017.
23            He talked about:  Our existing grid was
24  originally designed to move electricity in one
25  direction, from large, centralized resources to
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 1  factories, commercial facilities, businesses and homes.
 2  But the way that we use energy today is based more on
 3  power electronics and direct current, which is the
 4  format Thomas Edison preferred.  Many of the new
 5  resources in energy, such as solar and battery energy
 6  storage, are inherently DC, which is resulting in a
 7  mismatch between AC, which is the transmission line
 8  we're talking about, and the DC-based resources and
 9  loads.
10            And he talks about how this electricity
11  resources include not only cleaner natural gas plants,
12  but distributed solar and wind farms located mainly in
13  rural areas.  This new paradigm was enabling options for
14  smaller regional microgrids as a method of building
15  greater resiliency, reliability, and security in our
16  power infrastructure.  And these are defined by smaller
17  geographical boundaries.  Microgrids essentially contain
18  enough energy resources to meet the demands.
19            And nowhere in the application does Idaho
20  Power talk about having looked at microgrids as an
21  option.
22            So I asked myself:  Why is Idaho Power looking
23  at this long transmission line?  Well, the US Department
24  of Energy report that I cited previously says that:
25  Currently power groups, like the American Electric
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 1  Power, is not building new power plants; they are
 2  retiring power plants, but they are expanding their
 3  transmission network because it provides reliable
 4  financial returns at a time when an industry's main
 5  source of income, power generation, is flat.
 6            And so I was very concerned that the whole
 7  siting methodology may not have looked at this, and I
 8  was wanting to make sure that you folks heard that.
 9            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Thank you very much.

10            Following Mr. Moyal, we will have Roger Barnes
11  on deck.
12            UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Mr. Barnes is not here.
13            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Well, then we are
14  going to skip Mr. Barnes and we will hear from JoAnne
15  Marlette after --
16            MR. MOYAL: David Moyal.
17            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Yes, your turn, and
18  then Ms. Marlette.
19            MR. DAVID MOYAL: Thanks for allowing me to
20  speak to members of the Council --
21            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: A couple things.  If
22  you would use the microphone, if you would state your
23  name and your address, and if you would read a little
24  bit slower so the court reporter can take it down.
25            MR. MOYAL: I will.
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 1            My name is David Moyal, and my address is 1804
 2  Second Street here in La Grande.  I appreciate the
 3  opportunity to speak to the members of the Council.
 4            I object to the proposed routing of the B2H
 5  transmission line through Union County.  I'm a resident
 6  of La Grande, and I'm very concerned because I live not
 7  much more than a mile from the proposed route.  In its
 8  application for site certificate, Idaho Power states
 9  that the project is, and I quote, "not likely to result
10  in significant adverse impacts to scenic resources and
11  values identified as significant or important in local
12  land use plans, tribal land management plans" --
13            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Mr. Moyal, if you
14  would move the mic a little closer to you.
15            MR. MOYAL: Closer still?  Is this okay?
16            HEARING OFFICER WEBSTER: Yes.
17            MR. MOYAL: -- "and federal land management
18  plans for any lands located within the analysis area
19  described for the project."
20            But this conclusion is far from the case.  The
21  arguments for it can only be made by the narrowest
22  possible interpretation of specific clauses in the Union
23  County land use plan.  The plan's general and
24  overarching purpose, and I quote Union County's general
25  plan, is:  "The natural beauty of Union County is worthy
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 1  of preservation and should be preserved consistent with
 2  the stated purposes of this plan."
 3            It goes on to say on page 33 that the
 4  development will maintain or enhance the attractiveness
 5  of the area and not degrade resources.  The application
 6  ignores the general purpose of the plan, basically
 7  saying, and I paraphrase it, if an area isn't
 8  specifically mentioned in the plan, in County's plan,
 9  then it lies outside the purview of the application and
10  doesn't need evaluation.
11            The logic behind this dismissal of scenic
12  resources impact is flawed.  The County, in defining
13  specific areas of concern, couldn't possibly in the
14  1970s have anticipated every possible project that might
15  deleteriously affect County viewshed, hence the general
16  mission statement of the plan, which I quoted earlier,
17  needs to be addressed in the application before
18  conclusions regarding scenic values can be reached.
19            I'll go off topic a little bit.  I would like
20  to point out the injustice in the exclusion of the City
21  of La Grande from permitting and siting process.  More
22  than any other municipality we are impacted by this
23  project, yet because it lies immediately outside our
24  city limits we are excluded beyond the City Council
25  proclamation opposing the project from the
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Patty Sandoz <psandoz@eoni.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 21, 2019 7:35 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: B2H Comment:  Fire Hazard

Attachments: B2H Fire Hazards.docx

August 21, 2019 

  

Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 

Oregon Department of Energy 

550 Capitol St. NE 

Salem, Oregon   9730l 

  

From:  Patty Sandoz 

            905 14th Street 

            La Grande, OR 97850 

            (541) 963-7595 

  

email:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov  

  

Regarding:  THERE WILL BE AN INCREASED RISK OF WILD FIRES AND THERE IS A LACK OF LOCAL RESOURCES TO RESPOND 
IN A TIMELY AND EFFECTIVE MANNER. 

  

The Boardman to Hemingway transmission line will increase the potential and severity of wildfires due to opening up 
additional access for people, lightning strikes, remoteness of much of the line, the fact that high voltage transmission 
lines increase the height and heat of fires along the transmission lines, and limitations on local human and equipment 
resources to fight wildfires in remote locations. 

  



2

Both Union County and Baker County have submitted comments regarding the fact that they do not have the manpower 
or specialized equipment necessary to fight fires in the new remote areas which will have an increased risk of 
catastrophic fires.  Part of the area which will be crossed by the transmission line has no designated fire protection other 
than the Oregon Forest service. 

  

Given the timeframes for contacting and assembling volunteers, and the long travel times to respond to multiple areas 
along the transmission line, fires will have an opportunity to grow significantly prior to any fire response being able to 
access the area.  Reports from volunteers called on to fight a fire which occurred during the construction of the Elkhorn 
Wind development stated they had difficulty accessing the area, the terrain was steep and there were multiple 
rattlesnakes in the area which made the job of fighting the fire very difficult. 

  

Both Union and Baker Counties have submitted written comments to the Oregon Department of Energy stating they 
would need additional manpower and equipment if they are to be in a position of being able to effectively protect the 
citizens and resources from potential wildfires resulting from the development of the transmission line.  

  

This is a serious issue due to the fact that the developer has indicated their intent to rely upon local resources in the 
event a fire occurs along the transmission line.   

  

Sincerely, 

Patty Sandoz 

  

Address: 

905 14th Street 

La Grande, OR 97850 



August 21, 2019 
 
Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol St. NE 
Salem, Oregon   9730l 
 
From:  Patty Sandoz 
 905 14th Street 
 La Grande, OR 97850 
 (541) 963-7595 
 
email:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov  
 
Regarding:  THERE WILL BE AN INCREASED RISK OF WILD FIRES AND THERE IS A 
LACK OF LOCAL RESOURCES TO RESPOND IN A TIMELY AND EFFECTIVE 
MANNER. 
 
The Boardman to Hemingway transmission line will increase the potential and severity of 
wildfires due to opening up additional access for people, lightning strikes, remoteness of much of 
the line, the fact that high voltage transmission lines increase the height and heat of fires along 
the transmission lines, and limitations on local human and equipment resources to fight wildfires 
in remote locations. 
 
Both Union County and Baker County have submitted comments regarding the fact that they do 
not have the manpower or specialized equipment necessary to fight fires in the new remote areas 
which will have an increased risk of catastrophic fires.  Part of the area which will be crossed by 
the transmission line has no designated fire protection other than the Oregon Forest service. 
 
Given the timeframes for contacting and assembling volunteers, and the long travel times to 
respond to multiple areas along the transmission line, fires will have an opportunity to grow 
significantly prior to any fire response being able to access the area.  Reports from volunteers 
called on to fight a fire which occurred during the construction of the Elkhorn Wind 
development stated they had difficulty accessing the area, the terrain was steep and there were 
multiple rattlesnakes in the area which made the job of fighting the fire very difficult. 
 
Both Union and Baker Counties have submitted written comments to the Oregon Department of 
Energy stating they would need additional manpower and equipment if they are to be in a 
position of being able to effectively protect the citizens and resources from potential wildfires 
resulting from the development of the transmission line.  
 
This is a serious issue due to the fact that the developer has indicated their intent to rely upon 
local resources in the event a fire occurs along the transmission line.   
 
Sincerely, 
Patty Sandoz 
 



Address: 
905 14th Street 
La Grande, OR 97850 



August 21, 2019 
 
Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol Street N.E. 
Salem, OR.  97301 
 
From:  Patty Sandoz 
 905 14th Street 
 La Grande, OR 97850 
 (541) 963-7595 
 
To: Chairmen Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment and object.  In eastern Oregon there are no 500-kV transmission 
lines. B2H is very large, sometimes three time the size of current lines in the area.  
 
Idaho Power claims that the transmission line will remain in service for perpetuity. There are no references or 
hard data to support this optimistic estimate. In fact, 500-kV long distance transmission lines were first built in 
the 1960s. This same argument is being used for the “Sams Valley Reinforcement Projects” by PacifiCorp. 
Over the last 50 years, wind power, solar power, local distributed energy, including new battery storage will 
certainly affect long distance transmission lines. Cancellation of 500-kV projects such as Cascade Crossing and 
Colusa-Sutter in California, are specific illustrations of changes being made by forward thinking executives.  
 
On page W-3, IPC is required to “remove foundations for each support structure to a depth of one (1) foot 
below grade, depending on ground slope.”  There will be over 4400 cement foundations, most at four feet 

diameter, but some up to eight feet in diameter. 
Regrowth of native grasses, shrubs and trees will 
require more than one foot of soil.  The requirement 
of one foot has been used on other energy facilities, 
but B2H is much larger than any other facilities 
constructed to date in eastern Oregon.   IPC does not 
say how they will remove the reinforced concrete, 
but mechanical equipment will certainly leave 
cement chunks in the ground to be covered with 
some top soil. Weather erosion will soon show the 
remaining rebars and foundation. 
                                                                                                     

This formula of required bonding will leave the 
public exposed to risk of returning the lands to 
preconstruction condition. Most damage will be 
done in the early stages of construction, such as 

ground disturbance for roads and right-of-way and foundation preparation.  In (d.) bond or letter of credit 
amendments should be based upon qualified appraisal. 
 
A bond or letter of credit purpose, is to protect the public from the RISK of not having the site restored to a 
useful non-hazardous condition. EFSC is recommending that the Council approve the assumption that the risk 
to the public is ZERO (0) for 50 years, then remain under-insured for the next 50 years. If EFSC and IPC feel 
that the risk is zero, then the cost of the bond should be low. The risk should be moved to the bank, not forced 
upon the public. The fact that it may have an operating life of 100 years does not remove the risk that it is there 
and would need removal and ROW recondition.  
 
Sincerely, 



Patty Sandoz 
 
Address: 
905 14th Street 
La Grande, OR 97850 
 



August 21, 2019 
 
Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol Street N.E. 
Salem, OR.  97301 
 
From:  Patty Sandoz 
 905 14th Street 
 La Grande, OR 97850 
 (541) 963-7595 
 
To: Chairmen Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment and object.  The electric grid has been in the same 
basic form for 100 years.  But the methods to address current and future needs is forward focus 
ed with introductions of alternate forms of renewable energy including solar panels and wind 
turbines.  The pace of change in implementing these alternate forms is accelerating.  At the same 
time, human consumption need is decreasing as people accelerate their own levels of 
conservation.  There simply is no need for the Boardman to Hemingway power line. 
 
We also must consider safety of all in these turbulent times.  A focused generation of energy 
makes for a prime target for anyone with evil intentions.   
 
High voltage, long distance power lines will be increasingly underutilized.  These mega lines are 
both unstable and dangerous--they are fire hazards and they will destroy ecosystems along any 
proposed route. 
 
The Boardman to Hemingway line is dangerous on many levels.  It is not needed. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patty Sandoz 
 
Address: 
905 14th Street 
La Grande, OR 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: CINDY SCHAURES <lctbk@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, June 29, 2019 12:05 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE; rstraub@blm.gov <rstraub@blm.gov>; TARDAEWETHER 

Kellen * ODOE; JMaffuccio@idahopower.com <JMaffuccio@idahopower.com>; 

comment@boardmantohemingway.com

Subject: Stop B2H

My name is Lucinda Schaures and I own property on the south side of La Grande just below where the proposed route 
for the B2H powerline is located.   I do have many objections for B2H and would like to voice my opinions in this 
email.   For expediency’s sake, I will focus on just a couple of my concerns at this time. 
 

1. There is a powerline that cuts across my acreage.  It has caused me problems in many different ways.   The land 
under the powerlines is virtually useless.   I am getting ready to sell the property and have discovered that the 
value of my land is greatly decreased by the powerlines.  The people who have property under or near the 
proposed powerlines will see their property decrease in value monentarily as well as aesthetically.    The views 
of our beautiful valley will have a ugly scar on them.  On a regular basis, someone comes to my property and 
enters without my permission spraying and cutting down the vegetation that grows directly beneath the 
powerlines.  Is that going to happen on all the acreage that is affected by B2H?  How will the land owners feel 
about that on their own property? 

 
2.  Last year, I had to tear down part of an old barn on my property.  The soil underneath the barn is now covered 

in noxious weeds even though I planted grass, sprayed, and have pulled the weeds numerous times.  The soil 
that will be disturbed during construction of the proposed power line will most likely be covered with noxious 
weeds that will spread upsetting the balance of our native vegetation.  That is a huge concern and can add to 
the very high reality of fire that can be caused by the proposed powerlines. 

 
 
 
As I previously mentioned, there are many other reasons that I and many other people I know are opposed to B2H.   I do 
feel it is antiquated technology, a fire danger, dangerous to our environment, and the list could go on.    There was a 
good letter that was published in The Observer that sums up many but not all of my concerns.   The link to the letter is 
here:  https://www.lagrandeobserver.com/opinion/6989637-151/my-voice-nothing-to-gain-everything-to-lose 
 
Please listen to the many concerned citizens of my area and stop the B2H powerline. 
 
Lucinda Schaures 
P. O. Box 3096 
La Grande, OR  97850 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Published March 7, 2019 at 10:40AM

MY VOICE: Nothing to gain, everything to lose: B2H transmission line is
obsolete and devastating

The B2H transmission line is a 20th century solution in search of a modern problem that

doesn’t exist. It’s wasteful, obsolete and potentially devastating.

As of late, the City of La Grande’s official position on the B2H Transmission Line project

has been “No Position” or at best “Move B2H.” During my campaign for city council this

past fall, I studied this issue and I can absolutely understand why the city has taken that

stance. “We don’t have a dog in that fight” is a phrase we often hear at council meetings

and work sessions, and the city’s attitude about this issue is no different — but this time,

it’s due to a lack of understanding and a failure to fully appreciate the devastating

consequences of this obsolete and completely unnecessary project. Consequences that

absolutely give the city a number of reasons to join the effort to stop the B2H project.

Here are some truths: Not a single tower will be built on city property, and not a single

dollar of increased property tax revenue will benefit the city.

(Speaking of taxes, we’ve also found that the proposed, approximately $600,000 tax

benefit to Union County is merely a guess by Idaho Power and cannot be corroborated by

anyone at the County Assessor’s office or Oregon Department of Revenue — but that’s a

story for a later time.)

Ashley O’Toole is a local real estate agent. He sits on several boards and committees in La Grande and
Union County. In 2018 he was a candidate for La Grande City Council, and he recently joined the STOP
B2H coalition’s outreach team.
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It’s also true the city no longer has a “seat at the table” when it comes to working with

Idaho Power, the county, state, BLM and other agencies that have a stake in this project.

However, that doesn’t mean the city government and residents can’t take action to help

stop this project while there’s still time.

Idaho Power is planning to utilize Morgan Lake Road, as well as the

Modelaire/Hawthorne Loop during construction. I understandt Morgan Lake Road is a

county road, so hopefully they’re negotiating with Idaho Power, but who will pay to repair

Gekeler Lane or Walnut Street? Modelaire and Hawthorne? I promise you the private

corporation will not simply volunteer those funds.

The citizens of 

La Grande will be stuck footing a bill that could reach up to several hundreds of

thousands of dollars.

The city government should also request that Idaho Power gives us the funds to more

effectively respond to a fire, be it additional equipment or salary. These are not pipe

dreams — local municipalities around the country have experienced successful

negotiations in similar situations.

If you enjoy hunting, you’ll probably be mad when some of our most cherished local

hunting grounds are destroyed. If you enjoy afternoons at Morgan Lake, you’ll be upset

when Morgan Lake Road is completely jammed every day for more than a year with

cranes, D8 Dozers, timber trucks and other equipment during construction; and you

probably won’t enjoy the view of those 180-foot towers when they’re finished (nearly

twice the height of the Sac Annex Building).

If you’re a history buff like me, you’ll be angry to find out that miles of Oregon Trail ruts

will likely be destroyed. If this transmission line causes a fire (like the one responsible for

starting the Camp Fire outside of Paradise, California, in 2018), you’ll probably be upset

when your house burns down.



7/8/2019 MY VOICE: Nothing to gain, everything to lose: B2H transmission line is obsolete and devastating;

https://www.lagrandeobserver.com/opinion/6989637-151/my-voice-nothing-to-gain-everything-to-lose 3/3

La Grande has nothing to gain from this project and everything to lose. It will ruin our

surrounding ecosystems, our hunting and recreational grounds, our historical sites, our

property values, our view of the surrounding mountains and our ability to effectively

protect ourselves from devastating fires. All of this, to help a private corporation’s

customers in Sun Valley, Idaho, 

receive hydro-power originally intended for us in Oregon and Washington. (“Sun” Valley,

where solar power would be a much more modern, effective and cheaper energy solution

for those customers.)

Since 2009, at least 11 proposals for new, high-voltage transmission lines around the

country have been replaced by more cost-effective solutions.

Now it’s our turn. There is still time to stop B2H, but it will require all of us getting mad

and taking action. If you’d like to find out more information, or how you can join the

effort, please email stopB2H@gmail.com . Our website, www.stopb2h.org,

(http://www.stopb2h.org) is coming soon.

http://www.stopb2h.org/
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:53 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.38.19.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter signed by me and 54 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and we 
request that EFSC deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by the US Postal Service. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:28 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposal Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.14.06.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter sign by me and 46 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and 
requesting that EFSC  Deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by US Postal Service. 
 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
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ESTERSON Sarah * ODOE

From: Shirlee Severs <shirleesevers@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2019 3:14 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: STOPB2H, Please

Attachments: Letter for B2H PDF.pdf

Attached is my letter as well as here: 
 
Date August 20, 2019  
 
Energy Facilities Siting Council 
c/o Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol St N.E. 
Salem, OR.  97301 
 
Via EMAIL:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 
 
Subject:  Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 
5/23/2019. 
 
Dear Chair Beyeler and Members of the Council: 

I have lived in Baker City for just 25 months. I fell in love with Eastern Oregon 3 years ago when traveling through from Nevada to Wyoming. I was 
enamored by the beauty; the Elkhorn Mountains to the west and the Eagle Caps to the east provided a contrast to the high desert and green valley of 
Baker City and surrounding areas. It is a part of Oregon I want to be part of. 

 
Reading through the extremely lengthy draft proposal, 5 IV.F.5. Potential Visual Impacts from Facility Structures, I have counted 166 statements 
using the words, visual impact. This is my primary concern. “extreme visual impact.”  There are 28 protected areas that were carried forward for 
additional assessment. Twenty eight, (28) areas at risk of being severely impacted VISUALLY by these transmission lines. Owyhee River, Ladd 
Marsh Wildlife, Oregon Trail Interpretive Center, Oregon Trail - Straw Ranch, Oregon Trail - Birch Creek —the list goes on. 
 
In addition, There are 12 protected areas (listed in Table PA-3) that would have 5 “medium to high intensity visual impacts”  
 
The draft proposal describes the impact and ITC proposed resolution. For most of them, the applicant proposes 16 to use a modified tower structure. 
Modified tower structure?! Any and all tower structures will have significant impact to the beauty of Eastern Oregon. For this very reason the entire 
Boardman to Hemingway transmission line is a horrible idea and should be abolished. You all should be ashamed of yourselves for even considering 
this antiquated idea would come to fruition without a fight from the citizens of Eastern Oregon! 
 
I urge you to consider carefully the Boardman to Hemingway transmission lines and get on board with 21st Century technology if you still feel it 
necessary to provide power to the state of Idaho! EFSC must deny the site certificate! 
 
Thanks for taking the time to reconsider the impact this monstrosity will have on the people of Eastern Oregon,  
 
Shirlee Severs 
2415 Court Avenue 
Baker City, OR 97814 
775-622-5848 



Date August 20, 2019  

Energy Facilities Siting Council 
c/o Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst 
Oregon Department of Energy 
550 Capitol St N.E. 
Salem, OR.  97301 

Via EMAIL:  B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov 

Subject:  Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Project 
9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019. 

Dear Chair Beyeler and Members of the Council: 

I have lived in Baker City for just 25 months. I fell in love with Eastern Oregon 3 years ago when traveling 
through from Nevada to Wyoming. I was enamored by the beauty; the Elkhorn Mountains to the west and the 
Eagle Caps to the east provided a contrast to the high desert and green valley of Baker City and surrounding 
areas. It is a part of Oregon I want to be part of. 

Reading through the extremely lengthy draft proposal, 5 IV.F.5. Potential Visual Impacts from Facility 
Structures, I have counted 166 statements using the words, visual impact. This is my primary concern. “extreme 
visual impact.”  There are 28 protected areas that were carried forward for additional assessment. Twenty eight, 
(28) areas at risk of being severely impacted VISUALLY by these transmission lines. Owyhee River, Ladd 
Marsh Wildlife, Oregon Trail Interpretive Center, Oregon Trail - Straw Ranch, Oregon Trail - Birch Creek —the 
list goes on. 

In addition, There are 12 protected areas (listed in Table PA-3) that would have 5 “medium to high intensity 
visual impacts”  

The draft proposal describes the impact and ITC proposed resolution. For most of them, the applicant proposes 
16 to use a modified tower structure. Modified tower structure?! Any and all tower structures will have 
significant impact to the beauty of Eastern Oregon. For this very reason the entire Boardman to Hemingway 
transmission line is a horrible idea and should be abolished. You all should be ashamed of yourselves for even 
considering this antiquated idea would come to fruition without a fight from the citizens of Eastern Oregon! 

I urge you to consider carefully the Boardman to Hemingway transmission lines and get on board with 21st 
Century technology if you still feel it necessary to provide power to the state of Idaho! EFSC must deny the site 
certificate! 

Thanks for taking the time to reconsider the impact this monstrosity will have on the people of Eastern Oregon,  

Shirlee Severs 
2415 Court Avenue 
Baker City, OR 97814 
775-622-5848 

mailto:B2H.DPOComments@Oregon.gov
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:53 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.38.19.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter signed by me and 54 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and we 
request that EFSC deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by the US Postal Service. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
 
 

 

































































1

TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:28 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposal Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.14.06.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter sign by me and 46 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and 
requesting that EFSC  Deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by US Postal Service. 
 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:53 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.38.19.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter signed by me and 54 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and we 
request that EFSC deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by the US Postal Service. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:28 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposal Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.14.06.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter sign by me and 46 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and 
requesting that EFSC  Deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by US Postal Service. 
 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
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TARDAEWETHER Kellen * ODOE

From: Dale Mammen <dmammen@eoni.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 5:53 PM

To: B2H DPOComments * ODOE

Subject: Idaho Power Application for a Site Certificate for the Boardman to Hemingway 

Transmission Project 9/28/2018; Draft Proposed Order 5/23/2019

Attachments: Scan 2019-8-15 17.38.19.pdf

To: Chairman Beyeler and Members of the Council 
 
Find attached a letter signed by me and 54 other residents of La Grande expressing our concerns regarding the B2H Project and we 
request that EFSC deny the Site Certificate. 
 
I have also sent a bound copy of this material by the US Postal Service. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia L. Mammen 
405 Balsa 
La Grande, Oregon 97850 
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