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Energize Eastside

Subject: Energize Eastside

From: Danielle Ramos <danielle@cdramos.com>

Date: 5/11/2015 6:18 AM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

I live on the power line trail and I have loved the community and neighborhood for over 15 years. [ am
devastated to know that I may be living next to a horrific and unnecessary set of new power lines that will
sizzle and crackle and destroy my peace of mind. I believe these proposed lines are not only ugly but
dangerous and it does not matter if PSE employees tell me thousands of times that there is "no conclusive
evidence that they are harmful" I don't believe them anymore than I would believe a representative from the
tobacco industry telling me tobacco is not dangerous. The fact is that if this happens it will significantly and
dramatically impact my emotional well-being and I believe the physical health of all impacted neighbors.
There are many other reasons I am against this project and believe CENSE has thoughtfully and consistently
represented those points.

I ask, why ruin peoples lives and do such damage to so many communities when it is unnecessary. Look at
the alternatives and make better choices for the people instead of only considering corporate profits. How
much bonus money in the pockets of a few can justify the damage done to so many.

Look at alternatives, find a way to meet the actual and factual needs of the communities instead of blindly
and greedily following the current path. Be mindful and responsible with your power and influence. I ask
this as someone who could be your neighbor or your relative or your child.

Sincerely,

Danielle Ramos
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PSE

Subject: PSE

From: Betty Lou <blk206@earthlink.net>

Date: 5/12/2015 6:02 PM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

Dear David,

I am waiting for the 6 o'clock meeting to start here at City Hall on May 12.

My concern 1is the devaluation of residential land and possibly commercial land through
the 18 mile stretch of The city of Bellevue.

Land values will be appraised at a lower rate thereby increasing the rate for all the
people whose land has not been devalued ,yet Bellevue still needs the tax revenue to
meet their obligations.

I had requested that the city look into the undergrounding of utilities in certain
California cities. I have never heard back from that request.

This city council needs to stand up and support the residents that live along this 18
mile path.

The path in bridal Trails is particularly oppressive because of the homeowners.

Pse could use a power line that runs in the middle of the park where there is an open
ring .

PSE could underground the powerline through residential neighborhoods like other Power
companies have done in California. The cost is double. Not triple not out of sight
financially.

Look into changing the tariff law from the 1800s.

. Sincerely,

Betty Lou kapela

BL Kapela 425-246-7282
Sent from my iPhone

1of1 6/10/2015 9:15 AM



Energize Eastside
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Subject: Energize Eastside

From: "Bob Moore" <bmooreii@comcast.net>
Date: 5/13/2015 11:45 AM

To: <scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org>

CC: "Moore, Margaret" <mmooreii@comcast.net>

Thank you for holding the citizen meeting last night regarding PSE’s Energize Eastside Project. | have lived in Bellevue
for 40 years, and find this project concerning for several Important reasons:

| would ask you to dig deeper into the motives of PSE to expand capacity on the Eastside. There are many
who feel this project is a financial play on the part of a public utility owned by foreign investors who have until
2017 to “flip” this investment, and between now and then want to increase the value of their investment by
expanding capacity to be able to sell power to Canadian and perhaps California interests. PSE is guaranteed a
10-15% return on their investment by state regulations, paid for by its customers and then the investors will
reap a large capital gain, riding on the backs of their customers.

Serious, credible concerns have been raised about the accuracy of the demand forecast, and the assertions by
PSE should be investigated.

Finally, even if we need power at some future time, there are many other alternatives to consider that could
be less expensive, more environmentally and aesthetically pleasing and safer for the lives of all humans and
wildlife living in the affected communities. New technologies are being developed very rapidly and a more
reasoned course of action is called for.

A financial power play by foreign interests should not be allowed to damage the legitimate interests of those
who live on the Eastside now and in the future. What a bad legacy to leave behind.

How can we as citizens of the Eastside organize to develop a coherent, holistic, long term plan that benefits all
social and commercial interests for the immediate future and not waste millions on an alternative that will
prove to have been a boondoggle for the benefit of a few with no vested interested in our communities?

Thank you for listening,

W. Robert Moore

4707 135 Place SE
Bellevue, WA 98006-3034
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Public Scoping input

Subject: Public Scoping input

From: "Margaret Moore" <mmooreii@comcast.net>
Date: 5/13/2015 9:45 AM

To: <scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org>

CC: <bmooreii@comcast.net>

| attended the public meeting last night at Bellevue City Hall. Thank you very much for allowing public input into the
process.

| would like to add a comment via email for consideration.

| was dismayed to learn from talking with Mark Johnson prior to the meeting that the current process doesn’t allow
professional examination of the original PSE premise that the potential energy deficit is as dire as they state. CENSE
has done considerable work with reliable data that tells a different story. At a minimum, the need is much further in
the future than PSE indicates.

The public believes that foreign ownership and the structure of its financial requirements is driving the timing of this
project without regard to impact on those who must live with the outcome— the local communities. Your final
Scoping/EIS report must make clear the PSE ownership arrangements, identify the circumstances under which the
project must be sold, note the implications improving the power grid will have on the sale price, and discuss who is
going to pay for the improvements that may or may not be needed.

If the final report does not justify the current PSE enhancement request based on irrefutable evidence, does not
directly address the CENSE alternate data, and can’t offer a reasonable alternative to the current plan, it will lose
credibility and undermine the integrity of the final report. So much is currently being done in the field of energy
generation that is far more acceptable and less destructive and potentially dangerous than 230 KV power lines on 135
foot poles over large fuel pipelines. Even if the need is accurately projected, it is likely much further in the future and
can be met then in newer, better, more environmentally-friendly ways that will improve the legacy we leave future
generations.

We’re counting on your impartial, thorough examination of all aspects of this proposal.

Thank you,

Margaret R. Moore
4707 135" pLSE
Bellevue, WA 98006
425-747-1388
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Re: Energize Eastside
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Subject: Re: Energize Eastside

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 5/14/2015 4:52 PM

To: Danielle Ramos <danielle@cdramos.com>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue

to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Tue, May 12, 2015 at 5:27 PM, Danielle Ramos <danielle@cdramos.com> wrote:
My name is Danielle Ramos and | live at 8216 128th Ave SE, Newcastle, WA. 98056. | am opposed to this project on
many levels; emotionally due to the blight that could be in my backyard, financially due to the dramatic decrease in
home values and physically due to health risks. | have been part of the concerned community members and wish
to submit the concerns and findings of CENSE to support my objection as this project just should not move forward.

1. PSE has revised their predicted rate of demand growth from 1.7% to 2.4%.

That’s a 41% increase in the rate of growth since their last forecast just 3 years ago! PSE

doesn’t explain the rationale behind the sudden and dramatic jump in PSE’s prediction.

2. PSE expects Eastside demand to grow at twice Seattle’s rate. After repeated requests, PSE has
failed to provide any basis for such a prediction. It also contradicts the growth rate estimated by the King
County.
3. Despite the huge jump in the growth rate, the “problem” date has now moved forward 3 years from
2017 to 2020. This should be enough of a reason to stop this process and thoroughly vet alternatives.
4. PSE hired a consultant named E3 to do an analysis of usage. E3 found an opportunity for PSE to
save 56 MW of energy which would also save its customers $40M. PSE has ignored this opportunity
because it is not profitable.
5. Diverging growth trends. USE shows a population and employment graph for the Eastside on page
20. Population is predicted to grow at less than 1% per year, while employment is predicted to grow at
1.7% per year. It’s not clear how these trends combine to produce demand growth of 2.4% per year unless
residents start using more electricity per person in the coming years. The report doesn’t make this claim.
6. Big projects in Bellevue. On page 30, USE lists 39 major projects that will be built in downtown
Bellevue and the Bel-Red corridor in coming years, implying they will require more electricity. No projects
are listed for other Eastside cities. Will neighborhoods be required to sacrifice their quality of life to
support these aggressive growth plans?
7. No demand map. USE failed to create a more accurate map of peak electricity usage on the Eastside.
This was a major request so we could get a better idea of where opportunities for savings or improved
policies might help. We are extremely disappointed that this was not included in the report.
8. Rare outages. The probability of the kind of outage Energize Eastside is designed to prevent is once in
every 3 or 30 years. We will have to live with the new poles and wires every minute of every day for the
next 40 years (at least).
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Re: Energize Eastside

9. No local generation. USE continued PSE’s practice of turning off all generation west of the Cascades
during their power flow simulations (page 51). We have it on good authority that there is no reason for
simulating this condition except to increase stress on the system. PSE’s own contractors pointed out that
this was an artificial scenario that was without merit.

10. No oversight. USE states on page 56 that there is no governmental regulation of ColumbiaGrid, the
consortium of utility companies that approved Energize Eastside. This is not correct. The Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission is responsible for overseeing the activities of ColumbiaGrid.

11. Project delay. USE admits that this project could be delayed by 6 months, so the need isn’t as urgent
as we’ve been told. But they don’t recommend delay.

12. Canadian service. If Canadian service was dropped to zero (and it would be significantly reduced by
reconductoring Seattle City Light’s line), only one transformer is overloaded. This overload could be
solved through other means, such as E3’s savings, or by installing an additional transformer at Talbot Hill.
These options would cost much less than Energize Eastside and would have much less detrimental impacts
to neighborhoods and the environment.

13. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not gather historical annual peak load for all Eastside
substations. It is the peak load on these substations that is the key to transmission line system studies.

14. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not consider the alternative of using the Seattle City Line
existing 230 KV lines on the east side. Columbia Grid studied that option in 2010. Columbia Grid states
on its web site that “Columbia Grid provides single-utility based transmission planning for the combined
network of its participating utilities.” Single-utility based transmission planning refers to the concept of the
transmission grid being planned as if one utility owned all the transmission lines. That is what FERC
insists owners of transmission lines do and is one reason that FERC orchestrated the formation of
Columbia Grid.

15. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not look at installing a third transformer at Talbot Hill. Since
a major outage contingency is the outage of one of the two 230/115 KV banks at Talbot Hill, a logical fix
to that problem is installing a third transformer at Talbot Hill so that if one transformer is forced out of
service, there is another transformer already in place to carry part of the load and thus eliminate the
overload on the remaining transformer.

16. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not look at demand side actions that can shift load from peak
hours to non-peak hours. The kinds of demand side actions that do this are programs that allow the utility
to interrupt home owner water heating demand for short periods of time. These programs are widely used
in the industry.

17. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not provide detailed output reports from their transmission
studies and did not provide the standard “one-line” diagrams that show the input/output of these
Kkinds of transmission studies. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/One-line diagram. Without those, it is not
clear exactly what assumptions were included in the transmission studies and what detailed results are and
there is no way to provide even a cursory check of the results they provide in their report.
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Re: Eastside Blight

Subject: Re: Eastside Blight

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 5/14/2015 4:46 PM

To: Linda Young <lyry@comcast.net>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue

to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Tue, May 12, 2015 at 1:14 PM, Linda Young <lyry@comcast.net> wrote:
| am a homeowner in Olympus, Newcastle, WA.
The fact that Puget Sound Energy is even considering building high voltage structures on the same
land as Olympic Pipe Line has gas lines is BEYOND comprehension.
The two Olympic Pipe Line gas lines are not sitting very far under ground. One was built in 1960
and the other in 1970.
In 1999 Olympic Pipe Line had a major explosion in the Bellingham area. Three young boys lost
their lives and if you have ever visited a burn unit you would know their deaths were beyond
horrendous.
Olympic Pipe Line settled for two of the young boys for 76 million. As parents we know those
families would have handed back every cent to have their children in their arms.
How can you have the possibility of an explosion on your conscience - | am sure you love your
children too.
There is NO need for Puget Sound Energy to blight the entire Eastside - other alternatives exist and
also we the customers get to pay for this!
Winton Churchill in all his wisdom said “Those who fail to learn from history are doomed to repeat
it”.

Linda Young
12813 SE 80th Way
Newcastle, WA 98056

425 207 8084
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Re: Objection to PSE proposed Project
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Subject: Re: Objection to PSE proposed Project

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 5/14/2015 4:50 PM

To: Patricia Lee <plee1901@gmail.com>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue

to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Tue, May 12, 2015 at 4:48 PM, Patricia Lee <pleel901@gmail.com> wrote:

1. PSE has revised their predicted rate of demand growth from 1.7% to 2.4%.

That’s a 41% increase in the rate of growth since their last forecast just 3 years ago! PSE doesn’t
explain the rationale behind the sudden and dramatic jump in PSE’s prediction.

2. PSEexpects Eastside demand to grow at twice Seattle’s rate. After repeated requests,
PSE has failed to provide any basis for such a prediction. It also contradicts the growth rate
estimated by the King County.

3. Despite the huge jump in the growth rate, the “problem” date has now moved
forward 3 years from 2017 to 2020. This should be enough of areason to stop this
process and thoroughly vet alternatives.

4. PSE hired a consultant named E3 to do an analysis of usage. E3 found an
opportunity for PSEto save 56 MW of energy which would also save its customers
$40M. PSE has ignored this opportunity because it is not profitable.

5. Diverging growth trends. USE shows a population and employment graph for the Eastside on
page 20. Population is predicted to grow at less than 1% per year, while employment is predicted to
grow at 1.7% per year. It’s not clear how these trends combine to produce demand growth of 2.4%
per year unless residents start using more electricity per person in the coming years. The report
doesn’t make this claim.

6. Big projects in Bellevue. On page 30, USE lists 39 major projects that will be built in downtown
Bellevue and the Bel-Red corridor in coming years, implying they will require more electricity. No
projects are listed for other Eastside cities. Will neighborhoods be required to sacrifice their quality
of life to support these aggressive growth plans?

7. No demand map. USE failed to create a more accurate map of peak electricity
usage on the Eastside. This was a major request so we could get a better idea of
where opportunities for savings or improved policies might help. We are
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Re: Objection to PSE proposed Project

extremely disappointed that this was not included in the report.

8. Rare outages. The probability of the kind of outage Energize Eastside is designed
to prevent is once in every 3 or 30 years. We will have to live with the new poles
and wires every minute of every day for the next 40 years (at least).

9. No local generation. USE continued PSE's practice of turning off all generation west
of the Cascades during their power flow simulations (page 51). We have it on
good authority that there is no reason for simulating this condition except to
increase stress on the system. PSE's own contractors pointed out that this was
an artificial scenario that was without merit.

10. No oversight. USE states on page 56 that there is no governmental regulation of
ColumbiaGrid, the consortium of utility companies that approved Energize
Eastside. This is not correct. The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission is
responsible for overseeing the activities of ColumbiaGrid.

11. Project delay. USE admits that this project could be delayed by 6 months, so the
need isn’t as urgent as we’ve been told. But they don’t recommend delay.

12. Canadian service. If Canadian service was dropped to zero (and it would be
significantly reduced by reconductoring Seattle City Light’s line), only one
transformer is overloaded. This overload could be solved through other means,
such as E3’s savings, or by installing an additional transformer at Talbot Hill. These
options would cost much less than Energize Eastside and would have much less
detrimental impacts to neighborhoods and the environment.

13. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not gather historical annual peak load for all
Eastside substations. It is the peak load on these substations that is the key to
transmission line system studies.

14. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not consider the alternative of using the Seattle
City Line existing 230 KV lines on the east side. Columbia Grid studied that option in 2010.
Columbia Grid states on its web site that “Columbia Grid provides single-utility based
transmission planning for the combined network of its participating utilities.” Single-
utility based transmission planning refers to the concept of the transmission grid being
planned as if one utility owned all the transmission lines. That is what FERC insists
owners of transmission lines do and is one reason that FERC orchestrated the formation
of Columbia Grid.

15. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not look at installing a third transformer at Talbot
Hill. Since a major outage contingency is the outage of one of the two 230/115 KV banks at
Talbot Hill, a logical fix to that problem is installing a third

How can I help fight Energize Eastside? Public responses for EL... https://docs.google.com/document
/d/19i4fAInTDiAg29CQzh...

transformer at Talbot Hill so that if one transformer is forced out of service, there is
another transformer already in place to carry part of the load and thus eliminate the
overload on the remaining transformer.

16. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not look at demand side actions that can shift load
from peak hours to non-peak hours. The kinds of demand side actions that do this are
programs that allow the utility to interrupt home owner water heating demand for short
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Re: Objection to PSE proposed Project

periods of time. These programs are widely used in the industry.

17. CENSE is disappointed that USE did not provide detailed output reports from their
transmission studies and did not provide the standard “one-line” diagrams that show
the input/output of these kinds of transmission studies. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/One-
line_diagram. Without those, it is not clear exactly what assumptions were included in the
transmission studies and what detailed results are and there is no way to provide even a
cursory check of the results they provide in their report.

Patricia Lee
10650 NE 9th PI
Bellevue,WA 98004

3 of 3 6/10/2015 9:14 AM



Comments for Scoping file, Energize Eastside EIS
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Subject: Comments for Scoping file, Energize Eastside EIS
From: KEsayian@aol.com

Date: 5/21/2015 9:30 PM

To: Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org

The zoning laws and guidelines for the cities along the proposed 18 mile
route for Energize Eastside need to be taken into consideration. The
Generalized Zoning Map for the City of Bellevue illustrates that the PSE
proposed route for industrial sized power grid poles and transmission lines will
tower over areas primarily zoned as residential; a higher percentage of this
route is residential versus commercial. At the May 18, 2015 Bellevue City
Council meeting, the CAC for "Livability Effort" with respect to land use
code and height restrictions was presented and discussed for building in
downtown Bellevue and residential areas. One comment stood out: the
importance of the view toward Mt. Rainier from Bellevue. I ask you to consider
what that view would be if the distance between were cluttered with 130 foot
high industrial sized power grid poles.

It is commendable that the City of Bellevue is planning its downtown growth
and concentration of growth toward the center of the City. All residents
appreciate your considerations and for adding parks and green spaces to
compliment the "City within a Park".

But this consideration will be contradicted if the residential neighborhoods
are asked to sacrifice their quality of life to subsidize development needs in
downtown Bellevue and along the Bel-Red corridor as proposed by PSE with
the Energize Eastside project. The visual blight of industrial height power poles
contradicts the vision of "A City within a Park".

In the Utilities Element of the Comprehensive Plan for
Bellevue:

~ on page 95 under Goals, it is stated: "To encourage new technology that
improves utility services and reliability while balancing health and safety,
economic, aesthetics, and environmental

factors".

~ on page 111, under Policy UT-72: it states "Work with Puget Sound Energy to
implement the electrical service system serving Bellevue in such a manner that
new and expanded transmission and substation facilities are compatible and
consistent with the land use pattern established in the Comprehensive Plan.
Discussion: Where feasible, electrical facilities should be sited within the area

requiring additional service. Electrical facilities primarily serving commercial
and mixed use areas should be located in commercial and mixed use areas, and

not in areas that are primarily residential.”

~ on page 103, Non City-Managed utilities, Authority, it is stipulated: "The City
of Bellevue has the authority to regulate land use and, under GMA, the

requirement to consider the location of existing and proposed utilities and

6/10/2015 9:14 AM



Comments for Scoping file, Energize Eastside EIS
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potential utility corridors in land use planning."

There are multiple, less impactful, means of solving an energy shortfall on
the coldest day of the year. If, as part of the Columbia River Treaty, power is
needed to flow to Canada - this does NOT have to happen on PSE lines. The
utility consortium Columbia Grid previously endorsed a project, less expensive
to upgrade lines on Seattle City Light's 230 kv line that runs through the
Eastside. There is also the BPA corridor that could accommodate additional
230 kv lines. In addition, there are non-wire options; central battery storage,
diesel backup generators to name only two.

We encourage our City planners and decision makers to keep the stated
vision of "City within a Park" in mind and support the residential
neighborhoods in their commitment to keep parks, not power poles, in their
neighborhood.

Karen Esayian
4601 135th Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98006

K
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Subject: Comments to be added to Scoping file; Energize Eastside
From: KEsayian@aol.com

Date: 5/21/2015 9:49 PM

To: Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org

Over 80 years ago a narrow easement running through some of
the residential properties in the neighborhood of Somerset was
granted to the company now know as Puget Sound Energy. The
houses on these streets, along this easement, were mostly built in the
mid 1970's. The home we have lived in for 40 years was built in 1976
- on 135th Avenue SE. All residents all along these streets have
developed and landscaped their properties and in our block of
homes have dug a rain creek to accommodate heavy rainfall on the
hillside. This has made even this very narrow easement into a
habitat for not only family, but for wildlife of all kinds. We have
always felt that the City of Bellevue valued residential neighborhoods
like ours; the appreciation in property values in Somerset definitely
reflect the pride of owning a home here.

The project as proposed by PSE does not belong on an easement
granted some 80 years ago. Transmission line poles 130 feet in
height and between 3 to 6 feet in diameter at the base are not
compatible with a 100 foot easement running through homeowners
back and front yards. The Energize Eastside project as proposed by
PSE does NOT belong in an easement shared with a pressurized 50
year old jet fuel pipeline. A power grid of the size proposed by PSE
belongs on a right of way - away from any residential area; consider
the BPA corridor east of Lake Sammamish which already
accommodates a 230 kv transmission line.

In the year of 2015 the City of Bellevue should be planning a 21st
century infrastructure, not reusing the plans of the past century. If
pride is taken that Bellevue attracts high-tech companies that
produce cutting edge product - it follows that any proposed power
grid should include cutting edge technology such as large scale
battery storage systems, a gas fired peaking plant or diesel backup
generators for the coldest days. I cannot spell out a plan - but you
can contact experts who can.

The Energize Eastside proposed project is totally out of scale with
Bellevue's Comprehensive Plan which seeks to preserve
neighborhood character. Policy UT-72 on page 111 of the current
Comprehensive Plan states: "Discussion: where feasible, electrical
facilities should be sited within the area requiring additional service.
Electrical facilities primarily serving commercial and mixed use
areas should be located in commercial and mixed use areas, and not
in areas that are primarily residential."
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Karen Esayian
4601 135th Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98006
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Subject: Scoping Period file, Energize Eastside (PSE)
From: KEsayian@aol.com

Date: 5/21/2015 3:15 PM

To: Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org

City of Bellevue, Development Services Department

Attn: David Pyle
Comments to be entered into Scoping Period file, Energize Eastside (PSE)

Consistently ignored in presentations by PSE regarding the Energize Eastside
proposed project: impact on people/residents, quality of life of residents, view
property and the effect of industrial sized power transmission line poles on
residential lots. Nor have these factors been added to the: Preliminary List of
Elements of the Environment: ...to be discussed in the EIS, from Development
Services Department, Environmental Coordinator. But, perhaps the intent is
that people can be discussed under the "Plants and Animals" section? Or is it
suggested that view property and industrial power grid poles could be discussed
under "Aesthetics"? The residents along the 18 mile stretch identified by the
Energize Eastside proposed project are at the heart of this project. IF the
suggested need is to serve the residents - the impact of any solution should be
considered first and foremost.

The only mention of safety refers to the electric and magnetic fields, in the
Preliminary List of Elements of the Environment. But do not forget that there
are also two aging pressurized fuel pipelines along this proposed Energize
Eastside route. It has been noted that they are buried only 3-6 feet
underground. Please think again of the foolhardiness of excavating and shoving
a 130 foot high power pole into the soil around the pipelines.

One more thing - there is nothing mentioned, nor allowance made, to study
the impact of what an earthquake would do to the stability of these power grid
poles. There is this thing called an earthquake fault line running under and
alongside I-90, which happens to be in close proximity to residential
neighborhoods along the PSE proposed project route.

In addition to these concerns, there are elementary schools and high schools
along this 18 mile stretch of the proposed Energize Eastside project. These
children are the future residents and support for the communities involved.
Their health and safety should be a primary concern - this year and for the
future legacy we leave.

There are alternatives to PSE suggested resolution.

As early as January of 2012 the reliability of the regional electric grid was
studied and discussed between BPA, PSE, Seattle City Light and Snohomish
Public Utility District. In a news memo from that date it is acknowledged that
BPA delivers energy through the Puget Sound area to Canada to fulfill the
"Canadian Entitlement" agreed to in the 1964 Columbia River Treaty. Itis
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understood that BPA proposed a solution for this potential problem, but allowed
PSE to take over the project and will be paying them a sum of monies for
resolving the Canadian Entitlement power commitment. IF this is a regional
problem or if this is in context of an agreement between Washington State or
the U.S. government and Canada - then it should not be resolved on the roofs of
the residents from Bridle Trails down through Renton. At the very least, BPA
could use their current right of way east of Lake Sammamish and develop Lake
Tradition for transmission of energy to Canada.

In addition to this, one recommendation made in the review of the
Columbia River Treaty (from U.S. Entity Regional Recommendation for the
Future of the Columbia River Treaty after 2024, dated December 2013) is that
the U.S. government "proceed with a renegotiation of the Treaty with Canada in
order to modernize the Treaty by incorporation the objectives in this regional
recommendation." (page 7) On page 14 of this memo, under Recommendation
Details, it is stated: "The United States should pursue rebalancing the power
benefits between the two countries to reflect the actual value of coordinated
operations. This rebalancing is necessary because the present Treaty power
benefits are not equitably shared and Canada is deriving substantially greater
value from coordinated power operations than the United States."

If this proposed Energize Eastside project is not specific to the resident home
owners, the resident home owners should not bear the burden alone, neither
physically nor financially.

Karen Esayian
4601 135th Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98006
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Subject: Scoping comments

From: "Jean Garber" <jgarberll@comcast.net>
Date: 5/23/2015 10:20 PM

To: <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org>

Dear PSE and the City of Bellevue,
Following are my comments on the scope of the Phase 1 EIS for Energize Eastside:

Under each element of the environment, analyze both construction and operation impacts. This allows
recognition of the fact that some of the alternatives would have greater construction impacts than others, and
provides an opportunity to discuss how those impacts would be mitigated. (I understand that analyses in the
Phase 1 environmental review will be programmatic, because no project-specific information is available at
this point.)

Add Earth to the list of elements of the environment, so that construction impacts related to that element can
be analyzed -- for example, the potential for erosion from clearing or excavation -- and mitigation measures
discussed.

Under Air, discuss potential construction impacts (such as dust and odor) in addition to greenhouse gas
emissions, as well as measures to mitigate dust and odor impacts.

Add Environmental Health to the list of elements of the environment. This would recognize the fact that,
depending on which route is selected, the new transmission line may need to be constructed adjacent to an
existing fuel pipeline, posing the risk of explosion or hazardous emission. | believe that even at this Phase 1
stage, it would be useful to discuss in general terms what measures would be implemented to mitigate that
risk.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Jean Garber

8346 129" Place SE
Newcastle, WA 98056-1764
425-277-9327 home
425-757-0110 cell
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Subject: PSE Energize Eastside

From: Annette Jung <annettejung@me.com>
Date: 5/29/2015 6:22 PM

To: Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org

I live directly on the current pipeline and power line easement in Bridle Trails and am
extremely concerned about the proposal to install high voltage transmission lines in my
back yard. I am extremely concerned about how this would impact the value of my
property. I have lived here long enough to have enjoyed a significant increase in my
property value. I depend on that as I approach retirement and consider downsizing.
Moreover I am worried about the impact to my health in the years that I will continue
to live here. I believe the potential health hazard of high voltage lines near
residential property is a very important aspect that should be considered. This
proposal would impact how I enjoy my property. This is not necessary and not a
desirable solution.

Please don’t spoil a neighborhood that is such a treasure in Bellevue and the Eastside.

Thank you.

Annette Jung

13604 NE 28th St.
Bellevue, WA 98005
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I would like to protest the current proposal

Subject: | would like to protest the current proposal

From: Erica Goodman <ericagoodwoman@yahoo.com>

Date: 5/29/2015 6:34 PM

To: "scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org" <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

| live near the current proposed powerline route. At 130 feet tall, this will be an affliction on our
beautiful, residential neighborhood. | vehemently oppose this proposal.

Erica Goodman

2640 134th Ave NE
Bellewue, WA
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I am against the current proposal

Subject: | am against the current proposal

From: Joshua Goodman <joshua.goodman@gmail.com>
Date: 5/29/2015 6:29 PM

To: scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org

| live near the current proposed powerline route. At 130 feet tall, this will be an enormous blight on
our residential neighborhood. | vehemently oppose this proposal.

Joshua Goodman

2640 134th Ave NE
Bellevue, WA
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Subject: Questions

From: "JULIUS D" <jbudos@msn.com>
Date: 5/29/2015 3:06 PM

To: <scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org>

There is a large popular movement arguing against the proposed PSE 230 kilovolt
transmission-based project. The opposition has presented well-reasoned and substantiated
arguments that contradict the information, not substantiated, that PSE has presented for

its proposed project. And importantly the opposition convincingly shows the proposed
project is not needed at this time. Yet it is not clear if the opposition's information will have
any effect of the selection process.

I have read the paper entitled "Notice of Determination of Significance - Notice of
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Periods - Notice of Public Scoping Meetings/Open
Houses". It says that the "Environmental Coordinator of the City of Bellevue, serving as lead
agency, has determined that this proposal could have a significant adverse impact upon the
environment." So, the project is bad for the environment, citizens don't want it, it will be
costly, and it is not clear that ii is needed. It seems that only PSE thinks itis a good idea.

The paper defines four alternatives, yet there is no discussion as to what the process is to
select the best alternative. If we believe that power consumption by Northwest cities and
other cities across the country have slowed the growth of power need, then it follows to try
either alternative 2 or even alternative 4. Either of these alternatives would be more
acceptable to communities and at a minimum would buy time to confirm that increased power
capability really is needed - or not.

Who will ultimately approve or disapprove of the PSE proposal? Is it the City Councils of
each city along with state and federal agencies? Does all of this dissent by affected citizens
have any effect on the process? I would hate to see Coal Creek Park be ruined by an
unnecessary project.

Thank you

Julius Budos

12818 SE 56th St.

Bellevue
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Subject: Energize Eastside project

From: Tom Dudler <tom_dudler@yahoo.com>

Date: 5/31/2015 10:48 PM

To: "scoping@energizeeastsideElS.org" <scoping@energizeeastsideElS.org>
CC: Pandora Christie <pchristi@u.washington.edu>

Following careful review of the project proposal , here are my comments regarding the “Energize
Eastside “ Project

The projet sponsor asserts that, based on their electricity consumption growth projections, existing
transmission capacity will not meet future demand. | reject the sponsor's proposed solution of a new
high voltage transmission lines for the following reasons:

1. PSE attempts to solve a 215t century problem with 20" century mindset. The advent to the information age has
enabled us to greatly increase GDP per capita without a corresponding increase in energy consumption relative to
GDP. The same applies to population growth. While the eastside population will likely grow dramatically over the
coming decades, energy consumption should increase only modestly, provided the appropriate public policies are
adopted. Demand is a function of price, and if demand exceeds existing infrastructure capacity, tiered pricing should
be introduced to shift consumption from high demand to low demand times. We already do this with our toll road. The
same can be done for electicity.

2. PSE proposed to solve a 21% century problem with 20t century technology. While the eastside population will
likely grow dramatically over the coming decades, energy consumption should grow only modestly, if the
appropriate public policies are adopted. However, should demand exceed supply carrying capacity in spite of
best effort, there are novel and creative solutions to this problem.

a. Energy storage:

Tesla and others companies are building devices for energy storage solutions at a fraction of
the cost of a new transmission line capacity. Energy storage further helps alleviate
supply/demand imbalances. Local energy storage can be implemented at much lower cost than
the new transmission lines

a. Local energy production

Solutions based on locally produced renewables should be considered. The cost of
photovoltaics (solar panels) has decreased dramatically over the last decade. These devices
can make meaningful contributions to electricity production in climates less favorable than
ours (see Germany) . It stands to reasons that the very same solutions can be applied in Puget
Sound — at a fraction of the cost of the proposed PSE project

In short, even if PSE’s optimistic needs projections are correct, there ecologically and economically
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better are better solutions for eastside residents than what PSE has proposed.

Thank you

Thomas Dudler
13410 NE 36th Street

Bellevue WA 98005
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FW: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside

Subject: FW: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside

From: Reema Shakra <RShakra@esassoc.com>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:36 PM

To: "scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org" <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

————— Original Message-----

From: DPyle@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:DPyle@bellevuewa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 9:48 AM

To: brianacalado@yahoo.com

Cc: records@energizeeastsideeis.org; Mark Johnson; Reema Shakra;
info@energizeeastsideeis.org

Subject: RE: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside

Brian,

I have forwarded your question to the EIS email box and it will be included with the
project record. We will be studying the technical requirements of different types of
construction based on facility design, including setbacks and height, at different
levels with the phases of the EIS. Phase II will likely be much more detailed in its
analysis of these requirements.

David Pyle

Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager
Senior Land Use Planner

City of Bellevue

dpyle@bellevuewa.gov

(425)452-2973 (0Office)

(425)452-5225 (Fax)
www.bellevuewa.gov
www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org

----- Original Message-----

From: Brian Calado [mailto:brianacalado@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 6:12 AM

To: Pyle, David

Subject: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside

I live on the 115kv power-lines 1in bridle trails and object to the energize Eastside
proposal.

What are the exact setback requirements for 230kv lines compared to 115kv lines?

What is the proposed line design and configuration? Tower and line height and width and
layout?

Since this the EIS - I expect detailed design specs and drawings.
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FW: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside

Thanks,
Brian

Sent from my iPhone
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FW: Is Bellevue like a third world country or like Paris? Your choice.
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Subject: FW: Is Bellevue like a third world country or like Paris? Your choice.
From: Reema Shakra <RShakra@esassoc.com>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:39 PM

To: "scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org" <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

From: SJNunnelee@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:SINunnelee@bellevuewa.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 3:35 PM

To: info@energizeeastsideeis.org

Subject: FW: Is Bellevue like a third world country or like Paris? Your choice.

From: Nunnelee, Sandra J.

Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 15:34

To: 'Brian Calado'

Cc: 'linfo@energizeeastsideeis.org'

Subject: RE: Is Bellevue like a third world country or like Paris? Your choice.

Mr. Calado —

Thank you for your comment letter regarding Puget Sound Energy’s proposed Energize
Eastside project. The City of Bellevue is currently analyzing the proposed project through the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process as required by the Washington State
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA - Washington Administrative Code section 197-11) and the
City of Bellevue Environmental Procedures Code (Bellevue City Code 22.02). As the majority of
the project is proposed within Bellevue, the City has taken the lead role in this analysis and the
project is being managed by the City’s Development Services Department Land Use Division
under the direction of the Environmental (SEPA)Coordinator.

The EIS process is anticipated to take approximately 2 years and has only just begun with
commencement of the Phase I scoping period. More information on the Energize Eastside EIS
process is available at www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org under the ‘Overview’ tab. As your
comment is valuable, it has been forwarded to the EIS team for inclusion in the project record.
To participate directly in the EIS process please visit the project website at
www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org . Within this website you may sign up as an interested party and
to receive updates on the EIS process. The website also allows for direct comment entry.

Thank you for your interest in this project. For more information please feel free to email
info@wEnergizeEastsideEIS.org .
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FW: Is Bellevue like a third world country or like Paris? Your choice.

From: Brian Calado [mailto:brianacalado@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 08:33

To: Council

Subject: Is Bellevue like a third world country or like Paris? Your choice.

Hello,

I know this is a long email and you can stop here if you just want to categorize this as a vote against the current Energize
Eastside project. Read more if you would like to understand just a part of my thinking and also learn how other countries are
addressing power demand issues.

I've recently been traveling to Bali and | was amazed that | could see similarities between Bali and Bellevue. It wasn't the
beaches. It wasn't the great restaurants. It wasn't the natural beauty of the rice fields compared to Bellevue parks and
woodlands. It was the amazing in your face infrastructure ugliness with power lines everywhere in and around almost
everything beautiful. It filled me with more dread over the Energize Eastside project.

Third world countries is an obsolete term, but | would highly recommend Bellevue city council carefully consider the
approach proposed in the Energize Eastside project. Power lines do not beautify the city when they strung across the city at
over 100 feet high. Obviously - | am not anti development. | live in Bellevue because it is a beautiful place to live. In one
moment | can be working in my home office connected to the world by fiber optic Internet and the next | can be riding my
17.1 HH Appaloosa X Percheron horse in the Bridle Trails park. Amazing. | understand a technology based economy requires
power infrastructure. We need to be economical and smart on how we take these next steps. The current proposal for
Energize Eastside is neither.

The choice becomes how we want to progress as a city. We can be like Bali and grow like crazy and build all kinds of power
webs and invest in coal power plants or we can be like other countries and cities who invest in the future and protect the
grandeur and beauty of their city. It is your decision and responsibility.

Below is a link to how Bali plans to address their power demand problems. This kind of looks bleak to me since they are just
building coal plants and don't even seem to consider the power lines that seem to be more like spider webs all over their
cities and countryside. This kind of sounds like a power company | know that has a huge coal plant in Montana and wants to
spread power lines all over the city. Pretty third world!

http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2014/08/14/java-bali-face-power-crisis-soon.html

Below is an example of a project that was completed in the Paris suburbs - I've translated the article below for your benefit if
you don't speak French.

| think this is a decent example of where the right decision was made to underground power lines. You can read the article
and determine the cost to underground 9KM was around 14 million USD when you subtract out the substation from the
project cost. If you work this out to the EE distance of 18 miles, this is just $45 million USD. | understand the costs are
probably different, but the voltages are not and I'm presuming the development density is higher in Paris than here. What do
they know that we don't? What do they value that we don't?

It seems clear to me Bellevue should be more like Paris than a third world country. Perhaps you disagree?

http://www.rte-france.com/fr/projet/creation-du-poste-boule-225-00020-000-volts-et-creation-de-deux-liaisons-
souterraines-225-000

---- COMPUTER TRANSLATION of above URL ---------
At Nanterre, in the Hauts-de-Seine, RTE and ERDF have developed a project to create a new substation to meet increased
demand for electricity and to secure the power supply to the western Paris region.

In work
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FW: Is Bellevue like a third world country or like Paris? Your choice.

Hauts-de-Seine

Ensuring the quality and safety of power supply

The dynamic development of the Paris west is accompanied by an increase in electricity consumption. In the years ahead,
the development of "Seine-Arche" in Nanterre, the revival plan of the Defence business district, major infrastructure such
ARENA 92, and ZAC new deployment and housing north of the department Hauts-de-Seine will increase the need for
electricity in this sector. The new position of Ball, RTE will supply a third underground line to 225 000 volts between stations
Nanterre and Puteaus, is the solution developed by ERDF and RTE to meet this increase in electricity demand and secure
supply Electrical this area.

A substation in line with the neighborhood redevelopment project

The area around the Place de la Boule undergone an extensive redevelopment plan. To meet this challenge, a competition
has helped to provide the architectural project integrating the best in the urban environment of the neighborhood. Several
key points will allow an optimized environmental integration of the substation:

e an architecture integrating into the revival plan of the neighborhood,

* terraced levels to avoid the "block" appearance,

e a distance from homes to the highest structures,

¢ a widely present vegetation, especially on roofs.

A controlled site

The site has been entrusted to qualified companies and known to RTE and ERDF, which have to respect the measures
included in their contracts to minimize impacts, such as:

* keeping clean around the site,

e compliance with the regulations on noise of construction equipment,

e weekly truce

* a separation system to prevent vibration,

e regular monitoring of the site by RTE and ERDF.

The key points

Creating a third underground connection to 225 000 volts 9 km between the substations of Nanterre and Puteaux to
strengthen the power of western Paris region

Creating a new job source 225 000/20 000 volts for optimal security of the defense zone and thus face new consumption
needs

47 M€

The overall cost of the joint RTE and ERDF is estimated at € 47 million, including € 28 million for the construction of the
substation Nanterre ball.

----- End of Translation ---

Thanks for your attention and consideration of my voice and vote in future elections.

Regards,

Brian Calado
Bellevue Resident and Active Voter
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Brian Calado
Cell: 206-419-6819
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Re: Energize Eastside

Subject: Re: Energize Eastside

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:35 PM

To: John Merrill <john@merrillimages.com>

CC: "Bellevue City Council (council@bellevuewa.gov)" <council@bellevuewa.gov>, "Mayor Claudia
Ballducci (CBalducci@bellevuewa.gov)" <CBalducci@bellevuewa.gov>, "Councilmember Conrad Lee
(CLee@bellevuewa.gov)" <CLee@bellevuewa.gov>, "Jennifer Robertson
(j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov)" <j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov>, "Councilmember John Chelminiak
(JChelminiak@bellevuewa.gov)" <JChelminiak@bellevuewa.gov>, "Councilmember John Stokes
(JStokes@bellevuewa.gov)" <JStokes@bellevuewa.gov>, "Deputy Mayor Kevin Wallace
(KRWallace@bellevuewa.gov)" <KRWallace@bellevuewa.gov>, Lynne Robinson
<LRobinson@bellevuewa.gov>, "don.m.marsh@gmail.com" <don.m.marsh@gmail.com>, "Steve
O'Donnell" <sdofour@aol.com>, "David Danner (ddanner@utc.wa.gov)" <ddanner@utc.wa.gov>,
"Simon ffitch (simon@atg.wa.gov)" <simon@atg.wa.gov>, "Brad Miyake (bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov)"
<bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov>, David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS
<scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue
to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElIS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Wed, May 27, 2015 at 1:03 AM, John Merrill <john@merrillimages.com> wrote:

Dear Bellevue City Council Members,

| sent the below letter to the editor of the Bellevue Reporter, but do not expect him/her to actually
print it given the amount of advertising that Puget Sound Energy does in the Reporter. Over the last
few weeks I've learned much from a former Vice President of Puget Sound Power & Light about a
number of viable and reliable alternatives to Energize Eastside, all of which are both less expensive
and less damaging. To name just three:

1. A high capacity transmission line stands largely unused just west of PSE’s preferred route for
Energize Eastside. Seattle City Light’s letter to Mr. Matz states its “preference” to not share
the relatively small portion of its capacity that PSE needs, not its refusal. The City should
protect its best interests by researching this obvious solution much more deeply.
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Re: Energize Eastside

2. PSE could simply “fire up” its existing 1400 megawatt peaking generation system which it built
just to serve just this purpose.

3. Utility Systems Efficiencies’ report showed that if PSE stopped energizing Canada during our
rare, coldest hours, when our demand is highest, we would only have to upgrade one
transformer.

None of these alternatives, however, are in the scope of the City of Bellevue’s Environmental
Impact Statement process. Please insure that they are included.

Thank you for your consideration.

Dear Editor,

Puget Sound Energy ran an ad in your May 22 issue asking if its 18-mile, 13-story-high Energize
Eastside transmission project is needed on the Eastside. The answer is NO because there are much
better ways to power our growth. If PSE stopped energizing Canada, for instance, we would have
plenty of power with only minor upgrades. And there is already a big, largely-unused transmission
line just west of PSE’s route that could power our growth for decades. Or PSE could just fire up the
"peaking" generators it built just for this purpose.

So why does PSE ignore obviously less expensive solutions and exaggerate our needs?

An April 20 Wall Street Journal article entitled “Utilities’ Profit Recipe: Spend More” explains PSE’s
motivations. The article is subtitled: “To expand regulator-imposed earnings caps, electricity
producers splurge on new equipment, boosting customers’ bills”. Bottom line, the ONLY way utilities
like PSE make a profit is by building big, expensive new infrastructure and charging us for it.
Surprisingly, they don’t make money selling electricity.
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Re: Energize Eastside

If its bid to build Energize Eastside is unsuccessful, PSE may lose money for its foreign owners and
executives won’t make bonuses. This explains why PSE has gone to great lengths to try to sell us
Energize Eastside. And sadly the City of Bellevue has, so far, let the PSE fox guard the City henhouse
and hired a biased industry consultant which rubber stamped PSE’s self-serving conclusions.

But at what cost to our “City in a Park”? PSE’s megatowers will be literally twice the height of our
mature tree canopy and visible for miles. And although PSE says it will spend up to $200 million on
Energize Eastside, we, PSE’s captive customers, will pay over $800 million for it over the life of this
classic boondoggle.

Please take a moment to write to the Bellevue City Council (council@bellevuewa.gov) to urge them
to protect both our beautiful city and our bank accounts. And come November, vote for City Council
candidates who put your best interests above PSE’s profits.

John Merrill

25 year Bellevue resident

4800 134 place SE

Bellevue, WA 98006
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Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

Subject: Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:42 PM

To: John Merrill <john@merrillimages.com>

CC: "Bellevue City Council (council@bellevuewa.gov)" <council@bellevuewa.gov>, "Councilmember
Conrad Lee (CLee@bellevuewa.gov)" <CLee@bellevuewa.gov>, Councilmember Jennifer Robertson
<jsrobertson@comcast.net>, "Councilmember John Chelminiak (JChelminiak@bellevuewa.gov)"
<JChelminiak@bellevuewa.gov>, "Councilmember John Stokes (JStokes@bellevuewa.gov)"
<JStokes@bellevuewa.gov>, "Deputy Mayor Kevin Wallace (KRWallace@bellevuewa.gov)"
<KRWallace@bellevuewa.gov>, "Mayor Claudia Ballducci (CBalducci@bellevuewa.gov)"
<CBalducci@bellevuewa.gov>, Lynne Robinson <LRobinson@bellevuewa.gov>, "David Danner
(ddanner@utc.wa.gov)" <ddanner@utc.wa.gov>, "Don Marsh (don.m.marsh@gmail.com)"
<don.m.marsh@gmail.com>, "Steve O'Donnell" <sdofour@aol.com>, "Deborah Reynolds
(dreynold@utc.wa.gov)" <dreynold@utc.wa.gov>, "Simon ffitch (simon@atg.wa.gov)"
<simon@atg.wa.gov>, "Brad Miyake (bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov)" <bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov>, David
Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We have included it in the record. If you have any additional comments on
the scope of the EIS, please email them to Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org. If you have questions
about the project or the EIS process, continue to send those to this email address:
Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Mon, Jun 1, 2015 at 2:08 PM, John Merrill <jiohn@merrillimages.com> wrote:

Dear Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Bellevue Council Members,

Below are 5 additional, viable, reliable and more prudent alternative ways to power our growth in
Bellevue. Each is much less damaging to the environment and our bank accounts than Energize
Eastside. Some of these 5 alternatives partially overlap the second and third alternatives already
placed in the scope of the EIS by City staff, but are different in material ways. Please ask City staff to
include them in the scope of the Energize Eastside EIS.

Powering Eastside Growth:
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Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

Alternatives For Study In The Energize Eastside
Environmental Impact Statement

Alternative 5: Use Existing 230kV Transmission Lines (With New Connections To
Bellevue)

a. Use one or both of the two existing, parallel and under-utilized 230kV
transmission lines already in operation of the Eastside, one of which stands just
% mile west and one 7 miles to the east of PSE’s route for Energize Eastside.
Both have the capacity to become another major source of power to Bellewue
during rare peak demand events. Leave PSE’s existing, but likely upgraded,
Eastside 115kV transmission “backbone” in place. Leave PSE’s existing, but
likely upgraded, Eastside 115kV transmission in place.

Alternative 6: Local Generation

b. Fully utilize the existing (or an upgraded), PSE-owned “Westside Peaking
System” which has approximately 1,400 MW of capacity, during the Eastside’s
rare peak demand hours. PSE’s Westside Peaking System consists of
multiple, large, natural gas-fired generators which are designed to operate only
during rare peak demand events and are located in Skagit and Whatcom
Counties. PSE built, and its customers pay for, the Westside Peaking System
specifically for this purpose. To date, PSE has not fully utilized these generators
in its analysis of the Eastside’s need; and/or

c. Install one or more new “Peaking Generator Stations” on the Eastside itself,
as near as possible to the biggest loads; and/or

d. Create a “dispatchable” Backup Generator Network on the Eastside similar
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Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

to the 100 MW system in operation in Portland, Oregon. Many Eastside
buildings, like hospitals and data centers, already have backup generators
which can be networked together and remotely controlled by PSE to run during
rare peak demand events. If existing generators do not collectively have enough
capacity, add new networked generation capacity. Building owners are incented
to participate because the utility takes over responsibility for the generators,
including paying for upgrades, operation, maintenance, testing and fuel. For a
description of Portland General Electric’s existing system, see
https://www.portlandgeneral.com/business/medium _large/products services
/dispatchable standby generation.aspx

e. Leave PSE’s existing, but likely upgraded, Eastside 115kV transmission in
place.

Alternative 7: Upgrade Existing System

a. Upgrade PSE'’s existing Eastside 115kV “backbone” system to increase its
capacity and reliability (utilizing existing or new wooden poles) to bring
additional power to Bellewe during rare peak demand events; and/or

b. Relieve (hypothetical) stress on PSE’s existing 115kV system by eliminating
power flows to Canada (or California) during (simulated,) rare peak demand
events (but not during non-peak demand time periods). PSE has no legal
obligation to deliver power to Canada or California during rare Eastside peak
demand hours. Utility Systems Efficiencies’ report showed that when Canadian
flows are curtailed briefly on cold weekday evenings when we need the power
(and Canada does not), only one transformer on PSE’s existing system is
overloaded. This transformer could relatively easily and quickly be replaced or
duplicated for more capacity.

Alternative 8: 215t Century Solutions
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Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

a. Install at PSE’s expense, proven energy conservation and efficiency systems
to reduce the amount of demand during rare peak demand events, including the
56 MW of cost effective peak demand reduction identified by industry expert E3
in its 2012 Reliability Study for the City of Bellewie. A significant additional
amount of peak demand reduction can be paid for by PSE to incent customers
to participate at a cost which is an order of magnitude less expensive than
Energize Eastside and with a positive environmental impact ; and/or

b. Build “dispatchable” battery storage projects on the Eastside of the type
installed by AES Energy Corporation and its competitors. There are about 100
utility-scale battery storage systems currently operating in the U.S. and they
are falling rapidly in price. And/or install at PSE’s expense,
distributed/residential battery systems similar to the Tesla Powerwall; and/or

c. Implement modern “Demand Response” program or programs to minimize
peak loads during rare peak demand hours using one of many cloud-based
control solutions currently available from companies like Opower;

d. Leave PSE’s existing, but likely upgraded, Eastside 115kV transmission
“packbone” in place.

Alternative 9: Combination

Combine two or more of the abowe alternatives to minimize environmental impact,
optimize reliability and reduce economic costs to the Eastside communities, King
County taxpayers and all PSE ratepayers. Multiple solutions, particularly
non-centralized solutions, are inherently more reliable and less wlnerable than a
centralized solution like Energize Eastside.
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Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

In addition, please ask City staff to include the below impact criteria in the EIS to compare all
alternatives. Unfortunately, the negatives environmental and other impacts of Energize Eastside
would be broad and significant, and they all merit thorough study.

(1) Natural environment

(a) Earth
(i) Geology
(i) Soils

(iii) Topography
(v) Erosion/enlargement of land area (accretion) (steep slopes will be impacted)
(vi) Seismic forces could cause an environmental and human disaster

(b) Air

(i) Air quality (Energize Eastside would perpetuate the use of PSE’s Colstrip coal-fired
power plant which is one of the biggest polluters in the U.S.)

(iii) Climate (Energize Eastside would perpetuate the use of PSE’s Colstrip coal-fired
power plant which is one of the biggest sources of carbon pollution in the U.S.)

(iv) Construction impacts
(c) Water
(i) Surface water movement/quantity/quality
(ii) Runoff/absorption
(iii) Floods
(iv) Groundwater movement/quantity/quality
(v) Public water supplies
(d) Plants and animals
(i) Habitat for and numbers or diversity of species of plants, fish, or other wildlife

(ii) Unique species
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Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

(iii) Fish or wildlife migration routes
(e) Energy and natural resources
(i) Amount required/rate of use/efficiency
(i) Source/availability
(iii) Nonrenewable resources
(iv) Conservation and renewable resources

(v) Scenic resources

(2) Built environment

(a) Environmental health
(i) Noise (buzzing during operation and construction noise)

(ii) Risk of explosion (there are highly explosive and flammable fuel lines on the
proposed route)

(iii) Releases or potential releases to the environment affecting public health, such as
toxic or hazardous materials during construction and EMF during operation

(b) Land and shoreline use
(i) Relationship to existing land use plans and to estimated population

(ii) Housing (hundreds of homes and dozens of neighborhoods will be severally
degraded)

(iv) Aesthetics (the towers would degrade aesthetics for miles on either side of the
lines)

(v) Recreation (recreational opportunities | proximity to the lines would be reduced
by health concerns)

(c) Transportation (during construction)

(i) Transportation systems
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Re: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

(i) Vehicular traffic
(v) Movement/circulation of people or goods
(vi) Traffic hazards

(d) Safety

| know that you share your constituents concerns for our City and will not let the need of a private
corporation to make profits for its owners outweigh the best interests of our community. Thank you
very much.

John Merrill

4800 134 place SE

Bellevue, WA 98006
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FW: CSEE comments re EIS scoping for Energize Eastside
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Subject: FW: CSEE comments re EIS scoping for Energize Eastside

From: Reema Shakra <RShakra@esassoc.com>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:37 PM

To: "scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org" <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

————— Original Message-----

From: DPyle@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:DPyle@bellevuewa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 7:58 AM

To: info@energizeeastsideeis.org

Subject: FW: CSEE comments re EIS scoping for Energize Eastside

Please add to the record.

----- Original Message-----

From: Larry Johnson [mailto:larry.ede@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 12:46 AM

To: Pyle, David

Cc: Helland, Carol; timm@ci.newcastle.wa.us; MJohnson@esassoc.com;

rshakra@esassoc.com;

records@energizeeastsideeis.org
Subject: CSEE comments re EIS scoping for Energize Eastside

Mr. Pyle,

Though I had the chance to speak last night at the Newcastle EIS scoping meeting, I
failed to deliver to you the printout of prepared remarks I decided not to read lest I
not reach the end of the arbitrarily set five minutes I was allowed to speak on behalf

of CSEE.

Accordingly, please find attached those prepared remarks which I request be made part
of the EIS Scoping record. Please let me know if this email suffices or whether I need

to also lodge this document at the Bellevue EIS website as well.

Larry Johnson
Citizens for Sane Eastside Energy (CSEE)

On May 28, 2015, at 7:59 AM, dpyle@bellevuewa.gov wrote:

Larry,

Thank you for your reply and candor. We will continue to reach out to others and I
will include your email in future correspondence to ensure that should you change

your mind you will have received notice of the opportunity.
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FW: CSEE comments re EIS scoping for Energize Eastside

Sounds like we'll see you tonight. Until then, have a good day.

David Pyle

Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager
Senior Land Use Planner

City of Bellevue

dpyle@bellevuewa.gov

(425)452-2973 (Office)

(425)452-5225 (Fax)
www.bellevuewa.gov
www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org

----- Original Message-----

From: Larry Johnson [mailto:larry.ede@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 1:54 AM

To: Pyle, David

Cc: records@energizeeastsideeis.org; Steve 0'Donnell; Bruce/Cathy Williams; Don
Marsh; <pr@cense.org>; <lobby@cense.org>; Todd Andersen; Philipp Schmidt-Pathmann;
Sean PSE/McNamara; David PSE/Edmonds; Glenna White; Sue Sander; Sue Stronk;
<brianacalado@yahoo.com>; Brandon Macz; Lori/Brian Elworth; Christina Corrales-Toy;
Carin Chatterton; Ron Chatterton; A. R.; Cindy/Ken Lee; Keith Hargis; Lynne/Jeff
Prevette; boarddistribution; Linda Young; Helen Zoerb; Mayor Steve Buri; Rich
Crispo; Tim McHarg

Subject: Re: Request to meet with your community organization as an Energize
Eastside stakeholder

Mr. Pyle,

Thank you for your invitation, but I believe CENSE and CSEE will be amply
represented by others in the comments they will offer in this process. I also
believe comments I plan to make at the Newcastle Elementary School this evening plus
documentary supplements I will submit in due time for the record via your website
before June 15 shall suffice as far as my own input at this point is concerned.

I should add, lest there be any misunderstanding in the future, that I think the
entire "Energize Eastside" EIS process as pursued to date by PSE, its consultants
and the City of Bellevue has been fatally flawed legally and will eventually not
hold up in court. I don't expect you to agree, but I do want to disabuse you of any
notion that through my participation in this charade I thereby endorse it.

Sincerely,

Larry Johnson, 3J.D.
President, Citizens for Sane Eastside Energy (CSEE) www.sane-eastside-energy.org

On May 27, 2015, at 11:34 AM, dpyle@bellevuewa.gov wrote:

Larry,

Meant to include you on this last email. My apology.
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FW: CSEE comments re EIS scoping for Energize Eastside

See email below.

David Pyle

Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager
Senior Land Use Planner

City of Bellevue

dpyle@bellevuewa.gov

(425)452-2973 (Office)

(425)452-5225 (Fax)
www.bellevuewa.gov
www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org
<image002.jpg>

From: Pyle, David

Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 11:15 AM

To: 'sdofour@aol.com'; 'albert.gary@gmail.com'; 'WHalvrsnl@frontier.com';
'747rwmorris@msn.com'; 'john@merrillimages.com'; 'Hansennp@aol.com'’

Cc: 'rshakra@esassoc.com'; Mark Johnson (MJohnson@esassoc.com);
records@energizeeastsideeis.org

Subject: Request to meet with your community organization as an

Energize Eastside stakeholder

Good morning,

I am writing to solicit feedback/comment regarding the Puget Sound Energy (PSE)
"Energize Eastside' project from your organized community group.

As you are aware, Energize Eastside is PSE's proposal to build a new electric
substation and approximately 18 miles of high capacity electric transmission lines
from Renton to Redmond. The project is intended to address an electrical
transmission capacity deficiency that could begin in 2017. The City of Bellevue
has taken a lead role in evaluating PSE's proposed new electrical transmission
line and we have commenced an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process
following Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) requirements that will
run for about two years. More information on the project and the EIS process is
available at www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org

The EIS project team (myself and the project consultants) are hoping to set up
(daytime) stakeholder meetings with specific stakeholders during the first two
weeks in June, as the comment period for the scoping process closes on June 15. We
will be attempting to schedule several targeted meetings and will try our best to
organize meetings by organization interest.

Would you or another representative of your organization be available for a
meeting within this timeframe to discuss the Energize Eastside project and the EIS
process? If yes, please let me know the name and contact info for the person who
may be attending and we will attempt to schedule meetings. Similarly, and
regardless of ability to attend a stakeholder meeting, we encourage you to visit
the project website and submit comment on the project -
www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org .
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FW: CSEE comments re EIS scoping for Energize Eastside
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Thank you,

David Pyle

Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager
Senior Land Use Planner

City of Bellevue

dpyle@bellevuewa.gov

(425)452-2973 (Office)

(425)452-5225 (Fax)
www.bellevuewa.gov

www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org
<image@0l.jpg>
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To: David Pyle, Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager, Senior Land Use Planner, City of Bellevue
From: Larry Johnson, President of Citizens for Sane Eastside Energy (CSEE; www.sane-eastside-
energy.org); 8505 129th Ave, SE, Newcastle, WA 98056

What can possibly justify this nightmare scenario:

$200 million will be spent to tear up and blight 18 miles of densely populated Eastside residential
neighborhoods with huge, dangerous 13-story steel towers that PSE will drop on top of two aging gas
pipelines pumping jet fuel under 1000-pounds-per-inch pressure. Those towers will go right on the Seattle
Fault where a future earthquake risk is the greatest, and as PSE builds this thing they’ll cut down 8,000
trees.

Gee, what could go wrong with that?

PSE has put a lot of money and effort into misleading the public about the problem Energize Eastside is
supposed to solve. In its ads and PR materials PSE keeps saying we have a future capacity problem —
they say with all the expected future growth in population and economy on the Eastside, we need to
“upgrade” our current system to meet the steady, normal increases in demand for electricity. That is simply
not true, yet Mr. Pyle seems to endorse PSE’s pitch when he wrote me in an email: "The project is intended
to address an electrical transmission capacity deficiency that could begin in 2017.”

The problem is not transmission capacity but reliability. Only in its technical discussions with experts and
policy makers will PSE focus on that single relevant fact. There are federal laws that require utilities to
show they can handle “perfect storm” extreme peak load moments that are rare and of relatively short
duration. Reliability is like making sure a cruise ship has enough life boats and crews that know how to use
them in an emergency. The idea is to avoid blackouts here on cold mornings or evenings when everybody
is using electricity all at the same time. But to sell the project, PSE paints the problem as much bigger than
it is. Despite population and economic growth in King County, Seattle, Portland — indeed, in all of the U.S.
and Europe, for the last 8 years electricity use has been flat because our appliances are getting more
efficient and conservation measures are working.

So now we are supposed to be helping Bellevue as lead EIS agency to figure out what should or should
not go into the scope of a proper EIS.

But look at how far off the mark Bellevue already is so soon after leaving the starting gate:

1. In the first meeting in Bellevue on May 12, we who attended got a printout of options Bellevue has
already agreed to consider within the EIS scope. One of these is an Alternative #3 which is full of wires
going all over the place and maybe one, maybe two more substations being built, and none of it makes
any sense. Yet there it is, and Don Marsh rightly calls it a poison pill so that by comparison Energize
Eastside can look so much more reasonable. What is really needed to solve the problem PSE says EE
is designed to fix is just one more power generation plant close to where the major load is. There are
things called peaker plants that can be built within just three months to meet extreme peak load
conditions that California has already built in many places, like at Larkspur Energy Facility. One such
plant could work the few hours needed to meet peak loads with minimal environmental impacts. It could
have on site a oil storage tank to fuel it. Such a plant with 50 MW capacity at $50 million could be
placed between the Lakeside substation and the King County Solid Waste transfer station near
Factoria, an industrial area with no residential penetration, and that would solve the problem EE is
designed to meet: local Eastside reliability. And this 50 MW peaker unit could additionally contribute
toward solving PSE’s need to acquire another 1500 MW of new generation by the year 2018 just to


http://www.sane-eastside-energy.org

show that is entire system is “Resource Adequate.”.

2. Judging from that same handout, Bellevue also appears to believe it can choose which kinds of
environmental impacts it will consider in its EIS and which ones it won't. In that list, “public safety” was
conspicuously missing. But that glaring mistake aside, there is a fundamental error at work here.
Washington law, as set out in WAC 197-11-444, defines what elements define “environment” that an

EIS is supposed to study. These are not optional. These elements are numerous and include the
highlighted items included in WAC 197-11-444, as listed here:

WAC197-11-444, “Elements of the environment.”

1) Natural environment

a) Earth

i) Geology

ii) Soils

iii) Topography

iv) Unique physical features
) Erosion/enlargement of land area (accretion)
) Air

i) Air quality

ii) Odor

iii) Climate

c) Water

i) Surface water movement/quantity/quality

ii) Runoff/absorption

iii) Floods

iv) Groundwater movement/quantity/quality

v) Public water supplies

d) Plants and animals

i) Habitat for and numbers or diversity of species of plants, fish, or other wildlife

ii) Unique species

i) Fish or wildlife migration routes

e) Energy and natural resources

i) Amount required/rate of use/efficiency

ii) Source/availability

iii) Nonrenewable resources

iv) Conservation and renewable resources

v) Scenic resources

2) Built environment

a) Environmental health

i) Noise

i) Risk of explosion

iy Releases or potential releases to the environment affecting public health,

such as toxic or hazardous materials
) Land and shoreline use
) Relationship to existing land use plans and to estimated population
ii) Housing
iii) Light and glare
iv) Aesthetics
v) Recreation
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(vi) Historic and cultural preservation
(vii) Agricultural crops

(c) Transportation

(i) Transportation systems

(i) Vehicular traffic

(iii) Waterborne, rail, and air traffic
(iv) Parking

(v) Movement/circulation of people or goods
(vi) Traffic hazards

(d) Public services and utilities
(

(ii

(ii

(

(

(

(

(

(i

i) Police

iii) Schools

iv) Parks or other recreational facilities

v) Maintenance

vi) Communications

vii) Water/storm water

viii) Sewer/solid waste

ix) Other governmental services or utilities

i) Fire
i
ii



Re: Stop the Nonsense

Subject: Re: Stop the Nonsense

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:26 PM

To: Maureen Slagle <mslkiwi@gmail.com>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue

to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Wed, May 20, 2015 at 1:19 PM, Maureen Slagle <mslkiwi@gmail.com> wrote:
My husband and | have lived in Bellevue for 50 years and | cannot believe those in the City Council
are contemplating this request from PSE. Bellevue is a beautiful city with all the attributes of a
healthy environment, good education and a quality lifestyle. Don't spoil it with these ugly towers
and loss of beautiful trees.

Maureen Slagle
11100 NE 24th Street
Bellevue, WA 98004
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Re: Power lines on 132nd Ave NE or Ne 60th

Subject: Re: Power lines on 132nd Ave NE or Ne 60th

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:34 PM

To: Patrick Leewens <pat@leewens.com>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue

to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Mon, May 25, 2015 at 9:44 PM, Patrick Leewens <pat@leewens.com> wrote:
Dear Persons,

We most definitely do not want power lines next to the Bridle Trails State Park or near my home on
127th Ave NE by the Tennis Club. We already have them on 124th and that is too close also. Do
not burden us with more power lines.

Thank you,
Patrick Leewens

LEEWENS CORPORATION (425) 827-7667 ext 105 P.O. Box 2549 630 Seventh Ave  Kirkland, WA 98083
pat@leewens.com
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen

Subject: Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:33 PM

To: Russell Borgmann <rborgmann@hotmail.com>

CC: "dpyle@bellevuewa.gov" <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, "mbrennan@bellevuewa.gov"
<mbrennan@bellevuewa.gov>, "chelland@bellevuewa.gov" <chelland@bellevuewa.gov>,
"nmatz@bellevuewa.gov" <nmatz@bellevuewa.gov>, "cbalducci@bellevuewa.gov"
<cbalducci@bellevuewa.gov>, "krwallace@bellevuewa.gov" <krwallace@bellevuewa.gov>,
"clee@bellevuewa.gov" <clee@bellevuewa.gov>, "lrobinson@bellevuewa.gov"
<Irobinson@bellevuewa.gov>, "j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov" <j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov>,
"jstokes@bellevuewa.gov" <jstokes@bellevuewa.gov>, "jchelminiak@bellevuewa.gov"
<jchelminiak@bellevuewa.gov>, "bmiyake @bellevuewa.gov" <bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov>,
"Iriordan@bellevuewa.gov" <Iriordan@bellevuewa.gov>, "pandersson@bellevuewa.gov"
<pandersson@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS in addition to the
email you sent on May 18th (see attached) and include both in the record. If you have any additional
comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org. If you
have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue to send those to this email address:
Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Sat, May 23, 2015 at 6:11 PM, Russell Borgmann <rborgmann@hotmail.com> wrote:
Dear City Staff, City Council, and EIS Participants,
The information below are my further EIS comments about “Energize Eastside”:
The photo below shows the size of the base of the 12-story tall (130ft) mono-poles:
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen
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What's involved in building a 230kV high-voltage transmission line? Photos are worth a thousand words.
The photos below provide insight into the size and amount of equipment needed to install these 12-story
mono-poles. This heavy equipment will be rolling over the top of TWO high pressure gas pipelines.

Notice in the photos below, there are no houses within miles. Energize Eastside will be installed through
dense residential neighborhoods with homes in close proximity on both sides of the corridor:

RV -
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen

6 of 9

The link below provides more details describing the effort required to install a 230kV high-voltage
transmission line:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WSV3L481mow

What Does the Proposed Corridor for Energize Eastside Look
Like?

Here’s a look at the existing narrow corridor, through Newcastle, Somerset, College Hill, and Bridle Trails -
residential neighborhoods with houses in close proximity on both sides of a corridor that already contains
a 115kV line as well as TWO gas pipelines (Olympic Gas Pipeline and a Boeing high pressure jet fuel

pipeline running from Cherry Point to Seatac Airport). Note that houses are within a short distance on
both sides.
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen

The link below provides an excellent summary of the Olympic Gas Pipeline accident in Bellingham in

1999. That accident was triggered by a faulty pipeline valve that exerted pressure on a portion of the

pipeline that was clipped by a backhoe during earlier excavation near the pipeline.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AJRwePrctGw
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Re: Energize Eastside: An Environmental Disaster Waiting to Happen

And finally, the link below is an example of a gas pipeline explosion that occurred during the installation of
a high-voltage transmission power line in rural Texas in 2010:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RSCz-35M9hA

More Energize Eastside EIS Comments.msg 96.5 kB
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Re: EIS Comments
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Subject: Re: EIS Comments

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:37 PM

To: Steve Wagner <shalewagner@gmail.com>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue

to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Fri, May 29, 2015 at 7:47 AM, Steve Wagner <shalewagner@gmail.com> wrote:
My name is Stephen Wagner. My wife Suzie and I live at :

13440 NE 45TH ST
BELLEVUE, WA 98005-1108

Our property lies alongside the existing gas pipeline and 115-volt power line in the Bridle Trails
neighborhood of Bellevue.

EIS Process
Both Suzie and I have worked as environmental consultants and written and reviewed EISs in the past.

The purpose of an EIS is to impartially consider all viable alternatives, weighing the pros and cons of
impact and cost. In reality, EISs are very unlikely to be unbiased, and this one is no exception. PSE
engineers and analysts are paid full time to work on this; the EIS consultants are paid full time to work
on this, but don't have the necessary expertise to analyze the alternatives; and of course the public is not
even paid to consider these alternatives. The result is a flawed process. We discuss alternatives below, but
in brief, we suspect that some of the current alternatives are included primarily because they are not
viable. By the same token, viable alternatives have already been rejected by PSE without serious
consideration and are not, so far, included in the EIS. The materials provided thus far are insufficient for
us to analyze the proposed EIS, starting with the forecasting (which is now three years old), including
the lack of safety considerations, and ending with no discussion of costing and funding alternatives.

Energy and natural resources

There is no question that many controversies exist regarding energy, especially as regards load
forecasting and viability of alternative energy approaches. Funding of conservation measures surely
benefits both reduced energy growth and conservation of natural resources, yet this is not quantified in
any of PSE's documentation. There is little or no evidence that the threat of global warming, the safety
considerations and risks to the environment of a capital project like this, and the impact to existing
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customers vs. future customers have even been considered in the materials generated so far.
Public services and utilities

PSE is an out-of-area for-profit entity. This is perfect example of local government inappropriately
outsourcing a public service. Like many electric power utilities, PSE benefits from enhancing their
transmission lines due to loopholes in the regulatory structure, according to this recent Wall Street
Journal article : Utilities® Profit Recipe: Spend More (April 20, 2015, Rebecca Smith

at rebecca.smith@wsi.com, http://www.wsi.com/articles/utilities-profit-recipe-spend-more-1429567463). As the

article discusses, progressive parts of the country are beginning to close this loophole. Washington State should follow suit.

PSE should not be trusted and must be required to provide a service to Eastside residents rather than to
line its own pockets.

We believe in conservation and make every effort to reduce our energy footprint. We have lived at this
address for twenty years. In that time, we have :

done PSE energy audits

added additional insulation

replaced our incandescent bulbs with fluorescents, then replaced our fluorescents with LEDs
installed energy-efficient windows

replaced our house and water heating units with more efficient units

added a generator and transfer switch to deal with the power outages we must endure almost

every winter and more frequently at other times of the year

Do our power rates go down ? No. Wearing our engineering and environmental consulting hats, we are
well aware of the price elasticity of power demand, since we've reduced partly to avoid paying PSE more
as our rates increase. The public utilities commission should look at solutions involving price, as we
discuss below. New customers should be required to adopt the most forward-thinking and innovative
techniques in their buildings and energy-consuming equipment.

Discussion of alternatives

Alternative 1- New Transformer and Transmission Line (new electric substation and approximately 18
miles of 230 volt transmission lines from Renton to Redmond).

As conscientious Bellevue citizens, we consider Alternative 1 to be grossly unfair, ill advised, and
extremely outmoded. We would, if anything, expect to see a project that reduced the impact of, or
eliminated, our existing power lines. Reduction or elimination is certainly possible, given modern
technology. This alternative is too expensive, unsafe, and does not serve existing residents of the
Eastside in any way. It will only serve to increase our rates, but not benefit us. We already suffer outages
due to storms that are worse than the outages PSE projects. Any capital project that is pursed should
focus on that current condition rather than on boosting power availability to projected customers,
Canada, and California.

Alternative 2 — Demand Side Reduction/Non-Wire Technologies.
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PSE claims this will not work — this alternative is an example of providing an alternative that is not
viable. From PSE Needs Assessment (December 2013) http://www.energizecastside.com/Media
Default/Library/EastsideNeedsAssessmenReportTransmissionSystem-final v2.pdf :

"CONSERVATION HELPS...BUT DOES NOT SOLVE THE PROBLEM PSE has adopted
the most stringent conservations method available and investigated all options to serve this
expected increase in electrical energy. We have factored in improvements in energy efficiency.
These options, however, are not sufficient in and of themselves to satisfy the anticipated need."

My wife and I disagree. There is no question that a combination of these various technologies, along
with differential time-of-day and consumer-category rate structures could easily overcome the projected
deficit. This could be done with proven technology at much less cost than Alternative 1.

Alternative 3 — New Transformer — Existing Substation (additional new 115kV transmission lines would
be required). This alternative is apparently another not-viable approach that is not well thought out. I
have heard many concerns about the impact of this approach in our neighborhood because of the large
number of additional 115-volt lines that would be required, especially around Bridle Trails Park. Once
we understand what is proposed, we are sure we will oppose this approach on environmental, cost, and
lack of benefit grounds.

Alternative 4 — Null alternative. In many ways, this is the best alternative, since it combats global
warming, is safe, and keeps the Eastside on a course of living within its means. The existing
infrastructure may not be perfect, but it is sufficient to satisfy the projected demand from PSE. This
alternative should be carefully assessed, in particular by revising the projected power usage numbers.

Other alternatives must be considered in the EIS. No alternative should be thrown out only because of
cost. Since PSE automatically gets a 10% plus profit on any project it develops, why worry about cost ?
Since costs to ratepayers can only be amortized through the rate structure, even a much higher cost
project won't really be felt by rate payers, especially if a capital recovery surcharge is extracted from new
consumers as opposed to existing consumers. A higher cost project is warranted if it is safer and less
disruptive to residents. Each of these additional alternatives should be analyzed in the EIS :

buried lines
in-lake 230-volt lines
utilization of the Seattle Light 230-volt route

el o\ e

expanded differential time-of-day and consumer-type rate structuring, especially for new PSE
customers.

5. capital recovery for new PSE customers

Thank you for considering our comments. We look forward to reviewing the next set of materials
generated as part of this process.

Stephen & Suzie Wagner
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Re: Would like to oppose to Energize Eastside

Subject: Re: Would like to oppose to Energize Eastside

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/1/2015 5:40 PM

To: Zara Alminova <zymphet@gmail.com>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We will consider it as a comment on the scope of the EIS and include it in
the record. If you have any additional comments on the scope of the EIS, please email them to
Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org. If you have questions about the project or the EIS process, continue

to send those to this email address: Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Fri, May 29, 2015 at 9:43 PM, Zara Alminova <zymphet@gmail.com> wrote:
Please keep our trees. There is no need to build the power lines through our properties, and put
our neighborhood to unnecessary risk.

Sincerely,
Zara Alminova.
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FW: Bellevue Chamber of Commerce comments - Phase 1 Energize E...

Subject: FW: Bellevue Chamber of Commerce comments - Phase 1 Energize Eastside EIS
From: <DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

Date: 6/2/2015 11:08 AM

To: <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

From: Lincoln Vander Veen [mailto:lvanderveen@bellevuechamber.org]

Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 11:06 AM

To: Pyle, David

Cc: Council; Miyake, Brad

Subject: Bellevue Chamber of Commerce comments - Phase 1 Energize Eastside EIS

Mr Pyle,

Please see attached the Bellevue Chamber’s official comments on Phase 1 of the Energize Eastside EIS. A physical copy
is in the mail to you as well.

Thank you,

Lincoln Vander Veen | Public Affairs Manager

Bellevue Chamber of Commerce | 330 112 AVE NE, Suite 100 | Bellevue, WA 98004
P:425.213.1208 | F: 425.462.4660 | E: lvanderveen@bellevuechamber.org
Click here to view the latest issue of the Voice of Business newsletter!

ellevue =

488 F CoMMMEE

7015 EASTSIDE EconoMic STRATEGY: GUIDE

Now Available to Download! Click Here to Get Started.

__ ' 7 Download Now!

Phase 1 Energize Eastside EIS.PDF 21.3 kB
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FW: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside

Subject: FW: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside
From: <DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

Date: 6/3/2015 11:45 AM

To: <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

————— Original Message-----

From: Brian Calado [mailto:brianacalado@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 6:12 AM

To: Pyle, David

Subject: Setback requirements and design for energize eastside

I live on the 115kv power-lines 1in bridle trails and object to the energize Eastside
proposal.

What are the exact setback requirements for 230kv lines compared to 115kv lines?

What is the proposed line design and configuration? Tower and line height and width and
layout?

Since this the EIS - I expect detailed design specs and drawings.
Thanks,
Brian

Sent from my iPhone
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Energize Eastside

Subject: Energize Eastside

From: Jack Hirsch <jackhh1l@hotmail.com>

Date: 6/3/2015 2:58 PM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

This project should be put on hold as the addition of alternative energy sources and
more efficient use can delay its installation.

Sent from my iPhone
Jack Hirsch
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Subject: EIS

From: Mike Hubbard <mhubbard@capstone-partners.com>

Date: 6/5/2015 4:02 PM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

See attached. Thank you.

Mike Hubbard
Capstone Partners
601 Union #4200
Seattle, WA 98101
206-953-6089 (c)
206-652-3364 (o)

PSE 6 2015.pdf

105 kB
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Partners

June 12, 2015

David Pyle

Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager

City of Bellevue Office of Planning & Community Development
PO Box 90012

Bellevue, WA 98009

RE: Scoping Comments for Energize Eastside Phase 1 Draft EIS
Dear Mr. Pyle,

On behalf of Capstone Partners, | am writing to share brief scoping comments for the
Energize Eastside Phase 1 Draft EIS.

Capstone Partners plans, finances, implements and manages commercial real estate
investments for investors and organizations in the Pacific Northwest from offices in
Seattle and Portland.

We are currently constructing a project on the Eastside called Esterra Park. This project
will include 3 million square feet with 1.2 million feet of commercial space, over 1400
residential units, a 275 room hotel, all surrounding a new 2.7 acre park. Capstone
purchased the land from Group Health Cooperative and demolished a vacant 550,000
square foot hospital to make way for the project. Roads and utilities were completed in
2014. The first 500 units of residential apartments are under construction — occupancy
expected in early 2016. A 275 room dual branded Starwood Hotel will break ground in
June of 2015. Capstone has permits to construct a 235,000 square foot office building;
an additional 400,000 square feet of office can start six months later. Capstone
estimates 7,000 - 8,000 people will live and work at Esterra Park. The project is the
first phase of Redmond’s 170 acre Overlake Village master plan which will house
30,000 - 40,000 people when completed; approximately half the size of South Lake
Union.

We share this information because we are representative of the enormous growth the
Eastside has seen over the past 50 years and will see in the next 20 years both in
population and in jobs. As such, it is imperative that the EIS, while considering all
options, move forward only those that are proven to be able to meet our Eastside
region’s electrical needs (recently re-affirmed in the City of Bellevue’s Independent
Technical Analysis) for the next 10-20 years. For our company to be able to attract
tenants to our development, we must be able to ensure that our electrical infrastructure
is proven, reliable and built in a timely manner. This is an urgent issue for our Eastside
communities and businesses. As such we request that solutions taken forward be
technically feasible in the timeframe indicated by the needs analysis.
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Partners

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Phase 1 EIS and we congratulate the
five jurisdictions on working together to help solve this urgent community need.

Sincerely,

CAPSTONE PARTNERS

Mike Hubbard
Partner
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Subject: Energize Eastside EIS Scoping Comments

From: Stacy Graven <sgraven@meydenbauer.com>

Date: 6/5/2015 3:03 PM

To: "scoping@energizeeastsideElS.org" <scoping@energizeeastsideElS.org>

Attached please find a letter regarding the Energize Eastside EIS Scoping Comments from Meydenbauer Center. If you

need any further input please contact me at your convenience.

Stacy Graven

Stacy Graven | Executive Director

Meydenbauer Center | Visit Bellevue W ashington
P: 425.450.3780 | F: 425.637.0166
sgraven@meydenbauer.com

meydenbauer.com | Find us on Facebook

visitbellewiewashington.com

Energize Eastside EIS Scoping Comments.docx

193 kB
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June 5, 2015

Mr. David Pyle

Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager

City of Bellevue Office of Planning & Community Development
450 110" Ave NE

Bellevue, WA 98004

RE: Energize Eastside EIS Scoping Comments
Dear Mr. Pyle:

On behalf of the Meydenbauer Center, thank you for the opportunity to submit scoping comments for
the Energize Eastside Phase | EIS.

As | am sure you are aware, Meydenbauer Center serves as the convention center for Bellevue and the
Eastside region. Meydenbauer Center opened in 1993 as the Greater Seattle area’s second largest
convention facility and was built to grow and sustain Bellevue’s economic vitality. The Center includes
54,000 square-feet of event space including 36,000 square foot Center Hall, and nine meeting rooms
totaling 12,000 square-feet. Also included is a 2,500 square-foot Executive Conference Suite as well as a
410 seat performing arts theatre. In 2014 Meydenbauer Center hosted 289 conventions and events
which brought in 131,594 attendees and provided $49.9 million in economic impact to the community.
This summer we will be investing $12.5 million to renovate the center including significant technological
upgrades.

Our customers — the hotel community on the Eastside, community organizations, corporations and arts
groups — rely on us to provide the highest in customer service and quality in the work we do and the
events we host. To do that it is essential we have full confidence in our ability to provide reliable power
for all of these events.

As you begin the work to study alternatives for meeting the need as defined by both PSE and the City in
its most recent Independent Technical Analysis, it is imperative to us that the solutions that are studied
meet the immediate need facing the Eastside. Projects like this take a long time to study, permit and
build and our business cannot afford any delay that could lead to future blackouts, mandatory shutting
off of power, or significant loss of power. We plan years in advance when booking conventions and
events and we need to be able to communicate to our customers with 100% certainty that they will
have everything they need if they choose our facility — including reliable power. With that in mind, the
no action alternative will not in our estimation serve the needs of our facility and our customers.

Additionally, we trust that Phase 1 of the EIS will result in an alternative that is proven to meet our
region’s needs. This project, unlike the light rail issue we have been involved with over the past 6 years,
is not optional. We cannot choose alternatives that are not guaranteed to meet the need we face now.
Reliable power is not optional.

11100 NE 6th Street | Bellevue, Washington 98004 | 425.637.1020 | meydenbauer.com Welcome.
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We urge the EIS team to complete both phases of the EIS with no delay so that we can be sure to get the
project built in a timely manner. The 2017/2018 timeframe is just around the corner and we need to be
able to provide our customers with assurances that our facility will be able to serve their needs.

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comments.

Sincerely,

Stacy Graven
Executive Director

11100 NE 6th Street | Bellevue, Washington 98004 | 425.637.1020 | meydenbauer.com Welcome.
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Subject: Stop

From: Maxine Bailey <maxemum@comcast.net>
Date: 6/6/2015 1:00 PM

To: Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org

As a long time resident | strongly object to this use of our land
This is not to the advantage of the Eastside
My vote is NO DO NOT ALLOW THIS!
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FW: Energize Eastside

Subject: FW: Energize Eastside

From: <DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

Date: 6/9/2015 1:52 PM

To: <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

From: Isaiah Bier [mailto:bierijd @comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 22:18

To: Council

Subject: Energize Eastside

Dear sirs/madams,

When will the council come to its senses and do what the citizens of the East-side
demand? Will you let PSE, the large corporation, steamroll over your just because they are
powerful enough and allow them to develop a project whose sole beneficiaryis PSE?

Itis well known that this projectis intended to boost their profits by collecting profits on
their investment and enable them to sell power to Canada via their own lines vs. leased
lines (more profits) and not benefit the residents of the East-side who will be footing the
bill. We elected you to represent us and not the interests of a large corporation, so, please,
act accordingly.

When analyzing the data presented and advertised by PSE itis clear thatitis false, they
are actually lying to achieve their ends and not benefit their customers.

We all expect you to listen to the public you represent.
Sincerely,

Debbie & Isaiah Bier

4705 1251 Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98006

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.

Avast logo
www.avast.com
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RE: Energize Eastside

Subject: RE: Energize Eastside

From: <SJNunnelee@bellevuewa.gov>
Date: 6/9/2015 2:30 PM

To: <heba_bakhach@hotmail.com>

CC: <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

The below email is being sent on behalf of the Energize Eastside team -

Thank you for your comment letter regarding Puget Sound Energy's proposed Energize
Eastside project. The City of Bellevue is currently analyzing the proposed project
through the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process as required by the Washington
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA - Washington Administrative Code section 197-11)
and the City of Bellevue Environmental Procedures Code (Bellevue City Code 22.02). As
the majority of the project is proposed within Bellevue, the City has taken the lead
role in this analysis and the project is being managed by the City's Development
Services Department Land Use Division under the direction of the Environmental
(SEPA)Coordinator.

The EIS process is anticipated to take approximately 2 years and has only just begun
with commencement of the Phase I scoping period. As part of the Phase I study, and
consistent with your comment below, alternatives to PSE's proposed 'wired' solution
will be analyzed. Your comment is relevant to Phase I of the EIS process and has been
submitted into the project record as an EIS scoping comment.

More information on the Energize Eastside EIS process is available at
www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org under the 'Overview' tab. To participate directly in the
EIS process please visit the project website at www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org . Within
this website you may sign up as an interested party and to receive updates on the EIS
process. The website also allows for direct comment entry.

Thank you for your interest in this project. For more information please feel free to
email info@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org

————— Original Message-----

From: Heba Bakhach [mailto:heba bakhach@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, June 06, 2015 09:07

To: Council

Subject: Energize Eastside

Dear Council Members,

Please consider other cheaper, more efficient alternatives to PSE's Energize Eastside
plans. According to the WSJ article, "Utilities' Profit

Recipe: Spend More", companies like PSE are boosting their profits at my expense and
yours by egging us on to pour our money into their huge mega towers. New York was gutsy
enough to say, " This is unacceptable”. Will you not also provide a shining positive
example of how city councils care about their constituents?
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Thank you for your time,
Heba, Shafik and Mercedes Bakhach

Sent with AquaMail for Android
http://www.aqua-mail.com
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Subject: E2 Energize Eastside EIS Phase | Scoping Comment from Jim Sweet
From: <DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

Date: 6/9/2015 1:49 PM

To: <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

CC: <records@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Please add attached to record.

From: Helland, Carol

Sent: Monday, June 08, 2015 8:39 PM
To: Pyle, David

Cc: Energizeeastside

Subject: Fwd: Meeting request

Thanks, Carol

Begin forwarded message:

From: "jim sweet" <julian52@comcast.net>

To: "Robertson, Jennifer S." <j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov>

Cc: "Helland, Carol" <CHelland@bellevuewa.gov>, "Matz, Nicholas"
<NMatz@bellevuewa.gov>, "Brennan, Mike" <MBrennan@bellevuewa.gov>, "Miyake, Brad"
<BMiyake@bellevuewa.gov>, "Nunnelee, Sandra J." <SJNunnelee@bellevuewa.gov>
Subject: RE: Meeting request

Hello Jennifer —
Thanks for your time in February when we discussed Energize Eastside and seismic risks.

Attached is a revised copy of my report. This has also been submitted via the Energize Eastside
EIS email address for public input.

Let me know if you have any questions about the content.
Sincerely, James Sweet, PE - Bellevue, WA

From: j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 4:59 PM

To: julian52@comcast.net

Cc: CHelland@bellevuewa.gov; NMatz@bellevuewa.gov; MBrennan@bellevuewa.gov;
BMivake@bellevuewa.gov; SINunnelee@bellevuewa.gov

Subject: Re: Meeting request

6/10/2015 9:12 AM
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Dear Mr. Sweet,

Thank you for the detailed information and taking the time to chat with me today. We are
scheduled to meet on Thursday, February 26th at 9:15 am.

By this email I am copying the key City staff so that your report can get into their hands and into
the record. Please sign up for alerts at the city's website so that you will be informed as the EIS
process proceeds.

I look forward to seeing you next month.
Sincerely,

Jennifer Robertson
Bellevue City Councilmember

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: jim sweet <julian52(@comcast.net<mailto:julian52@comcast.net>>
Date: January 20, 2015 at 11:24:46 AM PST

To: <clee@bellevuewa.gov<mailto:clee@bellevuewa.gov>>,
<j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov<mailto:j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov>>
Subject: Meeting request

Hello Jennifer and Conrad —

I want to thank both of you for your community service as Bellevue City Council members.

Like both of you, I am a long-time South Bellevue and Somerset resident. I’ve been following
the “Energize Eastside” project very closely, and attended most of the CAG meetings. As I
listened and pondered the project, it became clear to me that there were major safety issues that
weren’t being discussed in sufficient detail.

So, I started doing some research of my own. What I discovered greatly alarmed me.

Attached is a research paper that I’ve prepared. I’m asking that both of you read it. Feel free to
forward it to others in the City of Bellevue. However, I’'m asking that this not leave the City at
this point in time.

I’'m wondering if I could schedule a short (30 minute) meeting with both of you sometime in late
February or early March (I'm headed out of town until then). I have a Powerpoint presentation

that outlines these issues in more detail, and which contains information that is not in this paper.

If you could suggest a date after February 25th, and perhaps reserve a conference room, I would
be eternally grateful. I promise it won’t be a waste of your time.

I will be monitoring email in my absence, so feel free to respond to this email address. You can
also call me at 425/941-3258.
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Sincerely, James Sweet, PE

— Attachments:

Energize Eastside and seismic risks in South Bellevue.pdf

1.2 MB

ATTO0001.htm

168 bytes
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Hazardous Combination of Risks in South Bellevue: The Seattle Fault, The
Olympic Pipeline, and PSE’s “Energize Eastside” Power Transmission Line

Rev. 1, 6/2/2015
SUMMARY

The two powerline routes now being considered for PSE’s “Energize Eastside” power transmission line
(“Oak” and “Willow”) share a potentially serious flaw that could increase risk to the public in an
already-risky location. Both routes follow the Olympic Pipeline where it crosses the Seattle Fault near
1-90 in South Bellevue. The Seattle Fault is an active earthquake fault zone that lies relatively close to
the earth’s surface. Surface ruptures have occurred in past quakes along the Fault Zone, with the
south side of the fault displaced upwards as high as 22 feet relative to the north side. Visual evidence
of past surface ruptures has been found within 2 miles of Energize Eastside’s proposed route, with
indirect evidence even closer.

If surface faulting and ground displacement occur where the Olympic Pipeline crosses the Fault, there
is a reasonable likelihood that the pipeline will rupture at that point. With the pipeline moving up to
13 million gallons of gasoline/jet fuel per day at pressures above 1000 PSI, any sizeable break will
result in a large fuel spill and probably a major fire. Utility industry guidelines warn against large fires
beneath high voltage transmission lines, as the consequences often include line damage, line
breakage, and/or “flashover” of current from the pipeline to the ground. Since the Olympic Pipeline is
made of steel, a flashover from a 230,000 volt / 1 gigawatt powerline to a 300-mile-long metal
pipeline full of gasoline could have catastrophic consequences far beyond Bellevue’s city limits.

One mystery remains regarding the routing of the Olympic Pipeline: why does it take two different
routes through South Bellevue? The designers of the original pipeline (completed 1965) routed it
through Eastgate and Somerset (“Route Segment J’). A second pipeline was completed in 1973,
primarily using the same route as the original pipeline. However, for some reason this second line

bypassed the original 3-mile pipeline section that passes through Eastgate, Somerset, and the Seattle

Fault. Instead, this section of the new line was routed to the west, through Factoria and along Coal

Creek Parkway, re-joining the original pipeline route south of Somerset near Coal Creek. As the first

indications of the Seattle Fault were noticed in late 1965, the author wonders if the second phase of
the pipeline was re-routed to avoid possible fault issues discovered in the Eastgate/Somerset area.

The author recommends that the Energize Eastside EIS study group retain independent consultants
with experience in liquid fuel pipelines and seismic zone evaluation to study the following issues in
detail:
- Evaluate the likelihood of a surface rupture of the Seattle Fault where it crosses the Olympic
Pipeline(s) in Bellevue.
- Determine the vulnerability of the Olympic Pipeline(s) to a surface rupture where it crosses
the Fault. This should include a determination of whether the pipeline meets seismic design
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criteria for pipelines that cross surface earthquake faults where surface displacement is
known to occur.

- Engage the Olympic Pipeline Company to determine if they can shed light on why the 1973
pipeline was not co-located with the 1965 pipeline as it passes through the Seattle Fault Zone
in Bellevue.

- Determine if there are existing regulations that direct utilities to avoid building powerlines in
locations where significant risks exist from the presence of existing utilities and/or hazardous
geological features.

BACKGROUND: OLYMPIC PIPELINE
The Olympic Pipeline is operated by BP Pipelines, and is designed to transport up to 13 million gallons of

gasoline and jet fuel every day from Blaine and Anacortes, WA, towards Portland, OR* (with several
delivery points in between). The pipeline consists of two parallel pipes (16” and 20”) operating at
pressures of around 1000 PSI. The pipeline was completed in 1965 (16” line) and 1973 (20”line)?, and is
buried along most of its route. Where the Olympic Pipeline crosses the Seattle Earthquake Fault Zone in
south Bellevue, these two pipelines split to follow separate routes: one crossing Eastgate/Somerset
from north to south (“Route Segment J”), and the other diverging from the original pipeline north of I-
90, traveling down Factoria Boulevard and Coal Creek Parkway to re-join the main pipeline route near
Coal Creek (Route Segments G2, |, K2). The first phase of the Olympic Pipeline was designed in the

early 1960’s before the Seattle Fault was discovered. The author has been unable to determine if any

seismic design criteria were incorporated in the design of either of the two Olympic lines.

BACKGROUND: THE SEATTLE FAULT

The Seattle Fault is actually a network of several earthquake fault lines that run east to west, from Hood
Canal, WA to around Fall City, WA. The first modern indications that the Seattle Fault exists were
noticed in 1965, but it was not determined to be a major seismic danger until 1992°. In the
Bellevue/Issaquah area, the fault zone runs roughly along Interstate 90, then crosses Lake Sammamish.
The Seattle Fault is considered by many to be a particularly hazardous earthquake zone due to the fact
that it is a shallow, crustal fault, unlike many other local earthquake faults that are located 30+ miles
underground. A map of the Seattle Fault Zone can be found in Attachment A.

Geologists estimate the recurrence rate of the Seattle Fault at approximately 1000 years. The last
major quake along this fault occurred approximately 1100 years ago, and resulted in several major
landslides into Lake Washingtons. One of these landslides, which occurred at the south end of Mercer
Island, carried an entire hillside covered with large fir trees into the lake, which divers can still see
today”.

! http://www.olympicpipeline.com/

2 Bellingham pipeline hearing minutes 3/13/2000
3 Wikipedia article Seattle Fault

* Underwater forest video
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http://vimeo.com/35477614

Past earthquakes along the Seattle Fault have caused the earth to rupture at the surface in multiple
locations. One such rupture can be seen today near Bainbridge Island, where an uplift 22" high was
created in the last earthquake 1100 years ago. Another surface rupture can be found in West Seattle.
In South Bellevue, yet another rupture occurred, near Southeast 38th Street in Vasa Park — less than 2
miles away from the pipeline.® Other surface ruptures have likely occurred, but have been obscured
over centuries of erosion and vegetation growth.

The US Geological Survey has stated that future earthquakes on the Seattle Fault will occur: “It's a
matter of not if, but when.” The Fault has been active for an estimated 40 million years, and has an
estimated recurrence interval of approximately 1000 years.” Due to its location in a heavily urbanized
area with major traffic corridors, many geologists believe the Seattle Fault is a candidate for enhanced
real-time seismic monitoring to attempt to quantify the risk to the public.
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COMBINING RISKS: THE OLYMPIC PIPELINE, THE SEATTLE FAULT, AND POWER TRANSMISSION LINES

Pipelines located over surface earthquake faults have experienced major failures in other locations.
Several examples of pipeline ruptures during earthquakes can be found. “On Jan. 17, 1994, the
(magnitude 6.7) Northridge earthquake struck the San Fernando Valley in southern California. The
shaking began at 4:31 in the morning. Freeways and apartment buildings collapsed, killing 57 people and
injuring thousands. Buried out of sight, an old pipeline operated by the Atlantic Richfield Company tore
apart at the seams. Welds failed at nine different points along a 56km stretch, including at a pumping
station on the banks of the Santa Clara (River).?” One could easily envision this scenario unfolding in
Bellevue where the Olympic Pipeline crosses the Seattle Fault, particularly if the earth’s surface ruptures
during a quake.

According to City of Bellevue testimony in a 1998 hearing: “Our consulting engineer with extensive
expertise in pipelines tells us that the locations where Olympic pipeline crosses under SR 520 and 1-90
are, in fact, the two most vulnerable points of the pipeline within Bellevue. This is because they are the
lowest topographical points where gravity exerts the most pressure on the pipe.”®

According to the Washington State Military Department: “The (Olympic) pipeline crosses the Seattle
Fault in an area where the scenario earthquake will create several feet of displacement and where
liquefiable soils exist. ...If significant ground displacement occurs, pipeline rupture is expected.
Consequences could be devastating —a 1999 rupture of the pipeline in Bellingham released nearly a

quarter-million gallons of fuel that subsequently caught fire and killed three people.”*°

Many Washington residents remember the disaster that struck in Bellingham, WA, caused by a breach in
the Olympic Pipeline which resulted in deaths. On June 10, 1999, a valve failure caused the Olympic
Pipeline to rupture, allowing 229,000 gallons of gasoline from the pipeline to flow into Whatcom Creek.
The gasoline traveled down the creek for 1.5 miles, ignited, and created a 1.5-mile-long wall of fire 200’
high. Three boys playing near the creek were incinerated. The flames from the gasoline reached a
temperature of 2000 degrees, with the smoke from the conflagration reaching 30,000 feet."*

8 Frazer River spill article
® Bellingham pipeline hearing minutes 3/13/2000
9 scenario fora 6.7 magnitude quake on the Seattle Fault
11 . R . R R .
Historylink.org Bellingham Pipeline fire
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Olympic Pipeline fire, Bellingham, June 10, 1999
Photo by Bill Pifer

HYPOTHETICAL DISASTER SCENARIO (for illustration purposes only)

In South Bellevue, not only does the Olympic Pipeline pose risks, but the combination of the Seattle
Fault (a shallow earthquake fault), the 50-year-old Olympic Pipeline, and an older 115,000 volt PSE
transmission line have the potential to compound tragedy (even before considering PSE’s proposed
Energize Eastside new 1 GW transmission line). For example: At the northern base of Somerset hill, the
following can be found in close proximity: the Seattle Fault, the Olympic Pipeline, PSE’s existing 115,000
volt transmission line (which uses the same route as the pipeline), Sunset Creek (which runs east-west at
the base of Somerset Hill), Tyee Middle School, and Edgebrook Swim and Tennis Club. (See Exhibit B for
a map of this area.)

Consider the following scenario at this location:

e During a swim meet at Edgebrook, an earthquake along the Seattle Fault ruptures the Olympic
pipeline at the base of Somerset Hill, spilling 250,000 gallons of gasoline into Sunset Creek.

e The old PSE 115,000 volt transmission line breaks due to the earthquake, and falls to the ground
near the creek.

e The power line ignites the gasoline, causing a wall of flame to travel down the creek.

e Edgebrook Swim and Tennis Club (which is next to the creek) is engulfed in flames, trapping
those inside.

e Another break in the pipeline 100 yards north is ignited directly adjacent to Tyee Middle School,
trapping 400 children and their teachers inside.

e Athird rupture occurs where the pipeline crosses beneath 1-90 (about % mile north of Tyee
Middle School) and also ignites, engulfing the freeway in flames, blocking all traffic (including
emergency responders). All accesses from Seattle to points east of Bellevue via 1-90 are
blocked.

“ENERGIZE EASTSIDE” ADDS MORE RISKS

None of the above scenarios involve PSE’s proposed “Energize Eastside” transmission line. As currently
proposed, this line will be a 1 gigawatt (1,000,000 KW), 230,000 volt line running from Woodinville to
Renton, WA. (1 gigawatt is approximately the amount of power produced by a large nuclear power
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plant, and is roughly equivalent to Seattle City Light’s entire average demand.'” The average home uses
2to5KW.)

Both of the proposed routes for the new Energize Eastside project are routed above the Olympic
Pipeline where it crosses the Seattle Fault. The Olympic Pipeline actually consists of two pipelines.
These two pipelines follow two different routes through South Bellevue where they cross the Seattle
Fault. By coincidence, PSE has chosen these very two routes as their finalists for Energize Eastside,
exposing both of them to the risk of fire from a burning pipeline fractured during a seismic event.

There are at least four potential disaster scenarios that this new Energize Eastside PSE 1,000,000 KW
transmission line could add at this already dangerous location:

1.) Scenario #1: The new electrical transmission line breaks during an earthquake and falls to the
ground, causing damage and/or injury. (This is probably the least likely of these events.)

2.) Scenario #2: The Olympic Pipeline ruptures during an earthquake. The existing PSE 115,000 volt
transmission falls and ignites the spilled fuel. A 200’ wall of smoke and 2000 degree flames from
the burning pipeline rises to engulf the new Energize Eastside PSE 1,000,000 KW power lines,
causing the conductors to heat up, weaken, and break. The falling power line wires land on
trees and buildings below, causing damage and/or injury. (A variant of this scenario would
involve the powerline becoming damaged but not breaking, which could require deactivation
and replacement of the powerline.)

3.) Scenario #3: The 200’ wall of smoke and flames from the burning Olympic Pipeline rises to
engulf the new Energize Eastside power line and causes it to “flash-over”, delivering a massive
short circuit to the earth below. “Flashover” is a known phenomenon in the utility industry, and
has been known to occur where wildfires cause large amounts of smoke to billow up to
overhead high voltage transmission lines. In a flashover incident, the electric current flowing in
the power line finds a new path to ground through the smoke and flames, using it to conduct
electricity.® If anywhere near the 1 gigawatt capacity of the proposed PSE line was delivered to
the earth below via flashover, anything in its path could be destroyed. It may also be possible
that this surge of electricity would strike the metal pipeline and travel along it, igniting even
more gasoline and jet fuel along the pipeline route.

According to the Bonneville Power Authority, one of the nations’ largest operators of high-voltage
transmission lines: “Smoke and hot gases from a large fire can create a conductive path for electricity.
When a fire is burning under a power line, electricity could arc from the wire, through the smoke and to
the ground, endangering people and objects near the arc......large fires near or around power lines can

damages the lines and cause power outages.”**

2 seattle City Light Wikipedia article
13 BPA Document DOE/BP—3804
4 BPA Document DOE/BP-3804
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Scenario #4: The Olympic Pipeline is damaged during installation of the new Energize Eastside
power transmission line, resulting in a leak and fire. (Damage caused by third party construction
is by far the leading cause of pipeline leaks.™) The fire damages the powerline and causes a
flashover event, resulting in damage on the ground.

Perhaps these kind of potential events demonstrate why the Olympic Pipeline Company has

expressed their preference for Energize Eastside transmission line routes that do not follow the
pipeline route.

A 50-YEAR-OLD MYSTERY

One mystery remains regarding the routing of the Olympic Pipeline: why does it take two different
routes through South Bellevue? The designers of the original pipeline (completed in 1965) routed it
through Eastgate and Somerset (“Route Segment J”). A second pipeline was completed in 1973, which
for most of its length used the same route as the original pipeline. However, this second pipeline for

some reason bypassed the 3-mile section that passes through Eastgate, Somerset, and the Seattle Fault.

Instead, the new line was routed to the west, through Factoria and along Coal Creek Parkway, re-joining

the original pipeline route south of Somerset near Coal Creek. Since the first indications of the Seattle

Fault came to light in late 1965, the author wonders if the second phase of the pipeline was re-routed to
avoid faults in the Eastgate/Somerset area. The author recommends that the EIS study group engage
Olympic Pipeline to determine if their records show why this route choice was made for the second
pipeline (which still crosses the Seattle Fault). This information could influence the final selection of the
Energize Eastside powerline route.

RISKS TO THE UTILITY

PSE has a vested interest in the reliability of this proposed new powerline, which is being built to add
redundancy to the grid in an area where power demand is projected to increase. One event that could
threaten the grid in this region is a large regional earthquake that causes local PSE generation assets in
the area to trip offline. However, if studies determine that the new powerline is also threatened by this
same type of event, it is debatable whether it accomplishes the goal of increasing redundancy in the
aftermath of an earthquake.

POTENTIAL REGULATORY ISSUES

It is possible that Federal guidelines or industry regulations exist that would direct the designers of the
Energize Eastside transmission line to avoid hazardous locations such as this one. While the author was
unable to determine if such rules exist when this document was written, these should be fully explored
before a permit is issued.

!> Bellingham pipeline hearing minutes 3/13/2000
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RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

The author recommends that a moratorium on the Olympic Pipeline route be established until the EIS
study group is able to retain independent consultants with pipeline and seismic experience to study
the following issues in detail:

- Evaluate the likelihood of a surface rupture of the Seattle Fault where it crosses the Olympic
Pipeline(s) in Bellevue when the next quake occurs along the Fault.

- Ascertain the vulnerability of the Olympic Pipeline(s) to a surface rupture where it crosses the
Fault. This should include a determination of whether the pipeline meets seismic design
criteria for pipelines that cross surface earthquake faults where surface displacement is
known to occur.

- Engage the Olympic Pipeline Company to determine if they can shed light on why the 1973
pipeline was not co-located with the 1965 pipeline as it passes through the Seattle Fault Zone
in Bellevue

- Determine if there are existing regulations that direct utilities to avoid building powerlines in
locations where significant risks exist from the presence of existing utilities and/or hazardous
geological features.

CONCLUSION
South Bellevue already faces multiple catastrophic risk scenarios due to the presence of the Seattle

Fault, the Olympic Pipeline, PSE’s existing 115 KV power line, Interstate 90, and other thoroughfares,
schools, and creeks in the fault zone. Locating a new 1 gigawatt power line above an older gasoline

pipeline where it crosses a known surface earthquake fault seems like a poor decision when other

route options exist. Prudent disaster mitigation suggests that a different powerline route be used that

does not increase the risk to the public, as these routes do. A moratorium on this route should be
established until appropriate engineering evaluations are completed to quantify the risk to the public.

The author also encourages the reader to learn more about the Seattle Fault, with the goal of
developing a personal disaster survival plan. The State of Washington document titled “Scenario for a
Magnitude 6.7 earthquake on the Seattle Fault” provides an excellent overview of the scope of such an

event.

ABOUT THE AUTHOR

James Sweet, PE is a retired engineer who moved to South Bellevue with his family in 1960. Jim grew up
in Newport Hills, and attended Newport Hills Elementary, Tyee Middle School, Ringdall Middle Schooal,
Newport High School, and the University of Washington, graduating with a degree in Mechanical
Engineering. Jim presently lives in South Bellevue, has many friends in the area, and wants them to be
aware of the risks lying beneath our feet.
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Attachment A - Seattle Fault map
(with utilities shown)

TRANSPORTATION

Many of the city's streets and
highways either cross the
Seattle Fault Zone or are on soil

that can liquefy during a quake
—liquefaction.

= Major highway
=== Active railroad

Liquefaction areas

POWER, WATER AND SEWER LINES

Every aritical utility
would be disrupted and
some would pose their
own risk of fire,
explosion or disease,

w500 kilovolt electric line
== Major water supply
Major sewer pipeline
Natural gas pipeline
Liquid fuel pipeline

—

. -
L ~y
e bt S

)
=
Saimy
[
=
=
oy,

H Y

L]

June 2005

Source: "Scenario for a Magnitude 6.7 Earthquake on the Seattle Fault",
by Earthquake Engineering Research Institute and

Washington Military Department Emergency Management Division,



sweetj10779
Text Box
Attachment A - Seattle Fault map
(with utilities shown)

sweetj10779
Text Box
Source:  "Scenario for a Magnitude 6.7 Earthquake on the Seattle Fault",
by Earthquake Engineering Research Institute and
Washington Military Department Emergency Management Division,
June 2005


1-90 Freeway

B o il X

—_— ‘ [ 4 i
;i’ e -y = T W
$0 ; Exsting PSE

- 115 KV line

(shown separately
in green for clarity,
actually located on
top of pipeline)

= P

Eo s

’L-

= Sunset Creek

“flow direction
e T

=
=8 F
iMagenta line:
d Possible Seattle

T

Fault location (at ; i ey |-
base of Somerset i 5 _/f‘f' o !
Hill) Y : el !

7] = L “ <o

\ FOWPE Sl g
& == = » \ i A

Wl o’ L 1

e 3 = x

: e I

y Somerset L L

‘4 "eighborhood L !

< entrance : I

= < ; . =,
* Fa * 2 Bl P -

F = |
ﬁ a o ] 4 ’ 4 "l:_'l‘ u
S f .r' -LL'

4 y ?;._’ - 1 - ﬂJ ; 'e
e T, i v 1
1990 =

4] = iE .

i

Existing

Olympic

j(approximate |8
Iocatlo) (magenta line) breaks the Olympic

A Pipeline (red line), spilling gasoline

linto Sunset Creek (blue line). .
Gasoline ignites and flows =
downstream, endangering
Edgebrook SC. Another break
"Energize gssoccurs adjacent to Tyee MS. A third
Eastside" , & break occurs at I-90.

1,000,000 KW BB A 200" wall of smoke and flames T,

. : 4‘ ol
Yellow dotted line:
Proposed PSE

£ sl .
powerline *iglenvelopes the new PSE Energize e b .
: > astside powerline, causing it to _“‘
f= i 4 o 'flash-over" to the ground, delivering .
= b fa massive short circuit to whatever -
S -@ llies below. Powerline eventually 2% *‘@
SN breaks and falls to earth. =
o b 1 “ : 4 - " rF :
I d . - g |: - J - =] x .|_ F L S o ___,_l: .
. . s | = 4. F{Seattle Fault '
- ; L] v . -
; o W - Bl potential location
e , llat base of
e : L =9 Somerset Hill i :E*
_‘# - 3 .
i 4 -\'.-_ [ g 5 =1
B , ~ F =A%
Ll - - o
¥ o " '
g *\-\‘I._;- ' -- p 2 1 g = * ‘E_* m m
i -I- e - . b
|. 'h, _‘ k . =
Sunset Creek (blue
i line) flows from
232004 Goog IRRTNETN Y C 3
gL 1 sl B, . yO(
e - ——
o : 47°34'23.63" N 122°09'18.33" W elev 349 ft


sweetj10779
Pencil

sweetj10779
Text Box
I-90 Freeway

sweetj10779
Text Box
Sunset Creek (blue line) flows from right to left

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
Tyee
Middle 
School
and sports fields

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
Edgebrook
Swim
Club

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
Existing
Olympic
Pipeline
(approximate
location)

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
to 405

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
Somerset
neighborhood
entrance

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
Existing PSE
115 KV line
(shown separately in green for clarity, actually located on top of pipeline)

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
Yellow dotted line:
Proposed PSE
"Energize Eastside" 1,000,000 KW powerline

sweetj10779
Pencil

sweetj10779
Text Box
Seattle Fault
potential location
at base of Somerset Hill 
(magenta)

sweetj10779
Text Box
Magenta line:
Possible Seattle Fault location (at base of Somerset Hill)

sweetj10779
Text Box
Event Scenario:
A surface break on the Seattle Fault (magenta line) breaks the Olympic Pipeline (red line), spilling gasoline into Sunset Creek (blue line).  Gasoline ignites and flows downstream, endangering Edgebrook SC.  Another break occurs adjacent to Tyee MS.  A third break occurs at I-90.
A 200' wall of smoke  and flames envelopes the new PSE Energize Eastside powerline, causing it to "flash-over" to the ground, delivering a massive short circuit to whatever lies below.  Powerline eventually breaks and falls to earth.

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Line

sweetj10779
Text Box
Sunset Creek
flow direction

sweetj10779
Text Box
NORTH

sweetj10779
Line


FW: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

1of 4

Subject: FW: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope
From: <DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

Date: 6/9/2015 1:52 PM

To: <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

From: John Merrill [mailto:john@merrillimages.com]

Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 14:08

To: Council; Lee, Conrad; Councilmember Jennifer Robertson; Chelminiak, John; Stokes, John; Wallace, Kevin
R; Balducci, Claudia; Robinson, Lynne

Cc: David Danner (ddanner@utc.wa.gov); info@energizeeastsideeis.org; Don Marsh
(don.m.marsh@gmail.com); Steve O'Donnell; Deborah Reynolds (dreynold@utc.wa.gov); Simon ffitch
(simon@atg.wa.gov); Miyake, Brad; John Merrill

Subject: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

Dear Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Bellevue Council Members,

Below are 5 additional, viable, reliable and more prudent alternative ways to power our growth in Bellevue.
Each is much less damaging to the environment and our bank accounts than Energize Eastside. Some of these
5 alternatives partially overlap the second and third alternatives already placed in the scope of the EIS by City

staff, but are different in material ways. Please ask City staff to include them in the scope of the Energize
Eastside EIS.

Powering Eastside Growth:

Alternatives For Study In The Energize Eastside Environmental Impact
Statement

Alternative 5: Use Existing 230kV Transmission Lines (With New Connections To
Bellevue)

a. Use one or both of the tw o existing, parallel and under-utilized 230kV transmission lines
already in operation of the Eastside, one of w hich stands just % mile w est and one 7 miles
to the east of PSE’s route for Energize Eastside. Both have the capacity to become another
major source of pow er to Bellevue during rare peak demand events. Leave PSEs existing,
but likely upgraded, Eastside 115kV transmission “backbone” in place. Leave PSEs
existing, but likely upgraded, Eastside 115kV transmission in place.

Alternative 6: Local Generation

b. Fully utilize the existing (or an upgraded), PSE-ow ned “Westside Peaking System” w hich
has approximately 1,400 MW of capacity, during the Eastside’s rare peak demand hours.
PSEs Westside Peaking System consists of multiple, large, natural gas-fired generators
w hich are designed to operate only during rare peak demand events and are located in
Skagit and Whatcom Counties. PSE built, and its customers pay for, the Westside Peaking

System specifically for this purpose. To date, PSE has not fully utilized these generators in
its analysis of the Eastside’s need; and/or

c. Install one or more new “Peaking Generator Stations” on the Eastside itself, as near as

6/10/2015 9:11 AM



FW: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

possible to the biggest loads; and/or

d. Create a “dispatchable” Backup Generator Netw ork on the Eastside similar to the 100 MW
systemin operation in Portland, Oregon. Many Eastside buildings, like hospitals and data
centers, already have backup generators w hich can be netw orked together and remotely
controlled by PSE to run during rare peak demand events. If existing generators do not
collectively have enough capacity, add new netw orked generation capacity. Building
ow ners are incented to participate because the utility takes over responsibility for the
generators, including paying for upgrades, operation, maintenance, testing and fuel. For a
description of Portland General Eectric’s existing system, see
https://w w w .portlandgeneral.com/business/medium large/products services
[dispatchable_standby generation.aspx

e. Leave PSE’s existing, but likely upgraded, Eastside 115kV transmission in place.

Alternative 7: Upgrade Existing System

a. Upgrade PSE’s existing Eastside 115kV “backbone” systemto increase its capacity and
reliability (utilizing existing or new w ooden poles) to bring additional pow er to Bellevue
during rare peak demand events; and/or

b. Relieve (hypothetical) stress on PSEs existing 115kV system by eliminating pow er flow s to
Canada (or California) during (simulated,) rare peak demand events (but not during
non-peak demand time periods). PSE has no legal obligation to deliver pow er to Canada or
California during rare Eastside peak demand hours. Utility Systems Efficiencies’ report
show ed that w hen Canadian flow s are curtailed briefly on cold w eekday evenings w hen
w e need the pow er (and Canada does not), only one transformer on PSEs existing
systemis overloaded. This transformer could relatively easily and quickly be replaced or
duplicated for more capacity.

Alternative 8: 215 Century Solutions

a. Install at PSEs expense, proven energy conservation and efficiency systems to reduce the
amount of demand during rare peak demand events, including the 56 MW of cost effective
peak demand reduction identified by industry expert E3 in its 2012 Reliability Study for the
City of Bellevue. A significant additional amount of peak demand reduction can be paid for
by PSE to incent customers to participate at a cost w hich is an order of magnitude less
expensive than Energize Eastside and w ith a positive environmental impact ; and/or

b. Build “dispatchable” battery storage projects on the Eastside of the type installed by AES
Energy Corporation and its competitors. There are about 100 utility-scale battery storage
systems currently operating in the U.S. and they are falling rapidly in price. And/or install at
PSEs expense, distributed/residential battery systems similar to the Tesla Pow erw all;
and/or

c. Implement modern “Demand Response” program or programs to minimize peak loads during
rare peak demand hours using one of many cloud-based control solutions currently
available from companies like Opow er;

d. Leave PSE’s existing, but likely upgraded, Eastside 115kV transmission “backbone” in
place.

Alternative 9: Combination
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FW: Alternatives for Energize Eastside EIS Scope

3of4

Combine tw o or more of the above alternatives to minimize environmental impact, optimize
reliability and reduce economic costs to the Eastside communities, King County taxpayers and
all PSE ratepayers. Multiple solutions, particularly non-centralized solutions, are inherently
more reliable and less vulnerable than a centralized solution like Energize Eastside.

In addition, please ask City staff to include the below impact criteria in the EIS to compare all alternatives.
Unfortunately, the negatives environmental and other impacts of Energize Eastside would be broad and
significant, and they all merit thorough study.

(1) Natural environment

(a) Earth
(i) Geology
(i) Soils

(iii) Topography
(v) Erosion/enlargement of land area (accretion) (steep slopes will be impacted)
(vi) Seismic forces could cause an environmental and human disaster
(b) Air
(i) Air quality (Energize Eastside would perpetuate the use of PSE’s Colstrip coal-fired power
plant which is one of the biggest polluters in the U.S.)
(iii) Climate (Energize Eastside would perpetuate the use of PSE’s Colstrip coal-fired power
plant which is one of the biggest sources of carbon pollution in the U.S.)
(iv) Construction impacts
(c) Water
(i) Surface water movement/quantity/quality
(ii) Runoff/absorption
(iii) Floods
(iv) Groundwater movement/quantity/quality
(v) Public water supplies
(d) Plants and animals
(i) Habitat for and numbers or diversity of species of plants, fish, or other wildlife
(i) Unique species
(iii) Fish or wildlife migration routes
(e) Energy and natural resources
(i) Amount required/rate of use/efficiency
(i) Source/availability
(iii) Nonrenewable resources
(iv) Conservation and renewable resources
(v) Scenic resources

(2) Built environment

(a) Environmental health

(i) Noise (buzzing during operation and construction noise)

(i) Risk of explosion (there are highly explosive and flammable fuel lines on the proposed
route)

(iii) Releases or potential releases to the environment affecting public health, such as toxic or
hazardous materials during construction and EMF during operation
(b) Land and shoreline use
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(i) Relationship to existing land use plans and to estimated population
(ii) Housing (hundreds of homes and dozens of neighborhoods will be severally degraded)
(iv) Aesthetics (the towers would degrade aesthetics for miles on either side of the lines)
(v) Recreation (recreational opportunities | proximity to the lines would be reduced by health
concerns)
(c) Transportation (during construction)
(i) Transportation systems
(i) Vehicular traffic
(v) Movement/circulation of people or goods
(vi) Traffic hazards
(d) Safety

| know that you share your constituents concerns for our City and will not let the need of a private corporation
to make profits for its owners outweigh the best interests of our community. Thank you very much.

John Merrill

4800 134" Place SE
Bellevue, WA 98006
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Blight

Subject: Blight

From: Marilee <mkpilk@aol.com>

Date: 6/10/2015 6:15 PM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

How could PSE in good conscience

support a plan that unnecessarily desecrates beautiful trees that line our streets. We
do not need that much extra power-the towers would be a blight (so tall) and destroy
the peace and tranquility that the trees offer. The trees provide shade in the heat
that we have recently experienced. We have to protect our environment not destroy it.
Property values will go down--this is ridiculous!!!

Listen to reason!

Marilee Pilkey

Sent from my iPhone
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Alt 3 concern

Subject: Alt 3 concern

From: Peter Berner-Hays <peterbh@thelittleschool.org>

Date: 6/10/2015 9:03 AM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

| am writing on behalf of the 160 children and their families here at The Little School in Bellevue. The Alternative 3
New Transformer proposal for the Energize Eastside power lines project would site high voltage wires directly next to
The Little School property line. We have 160 children between the ages of 3 and 12. Their brains are active and
developing. Any ambient spill from these wires seems like a significant risk to their long term health and
development. | strongly urge you to reconsider and reject this proposal. Thank you for your consideration. Peter
Peter Berner-Hays

Head of School

The Little School

2812 116" Ave NE

Bellevue WA 98004

425-827-4609 *110

Click here to see Where Big Futures Begin
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Subject: Energize Eastside EIS Scoping: SEPA vs. NEPA Determination

From: Russell Borgmann <rborgmann@hotmail.com>

Date: 6/10/2015 12:13 PM

To: "chelland@bellevuewa.gov" <chelland@bellevuewa.gov>, "dpyle@bellevuewa.gov"
<dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, "bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov" <bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov>,
"Iriordan@bellevuewa.gov" <Iriordan@bellevuewa.gov>, "info@energizeeastsideElS.org"
<info@energizeeastsideElS.org>, "scoping@energizeeastsideElS.org"
<scoping@energizeeastsideElS.org>, "cbalducci@bellevuewa.gov" <cbalducci@bellevuewa.gov>,
"krwallace@bellevuewa.gov" <krwallace@bellevuewa.gov>, "clee@bellevuewa.gov"
<clee@bellevuewa.gov>, "lrobinson@bellevuewa.gov" <lrobinson@bellevuewa.gov>,
"jstokes@bellevuewa.gov" <jstokes@bellevuewa.gov>, "j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov"
<j.robertson@bellevuewa.gov>, "jchelminiak@bellevuewa.gov" <jchelminiak@bellevuewa.gov>,
"mbrennan@bellevuewa.gov" <mbrennan@bellevuewa.gov>, William Parmer
<william.parmer@leg.wa.gov>, "kim.o'farrell@leg.wa.gov" <kim.o'farrell@leg.wa.gov>,
"kyle.burleigh@leg.wa.gov" <kyle.burleigh@leg.wa.gov>, "david.postman@gov.wa.gov"
<david.postman@gov.wa.gov>, Stephen Uy <stephen.uy@gov.wa.gov>, Patrick Chiarelli
<patrick.chiarelli@mail.house.gov>, "nataly_morales@murray.senate.gov"
<nataly_morales@murray.senate.gov>, "tommy_bauer@cantwell.senate.gov"
<tommy_bauer@cantwell.senate.gov>

CC: "rborgmann@hotmail.com" <rborgmann@hotmail.com>, "mvasconi@utc.wa.gov"
<mvasconi@utc.wa.gov>, "rkouchi@utc.wa.gov" <rkouchi@utc.wa.gov>, "simon@atg.wa.gov"
<simon@atg.wa.gov>

Dear Bellevue City Staff, City Council, EIS Officials, Honorable Representatives and Senators,

| have provided previous EIS questions/comments that establish facts and clear evidence showing that Energize
Eastside, in (large) part, is a transnational grid reinforcement project. While PSE steadfastly maintains that Energize
Eastside is solely a local load growth project, it is clearly part of the Bulk Electric System, as defined by FERC. Per the
USE report (independent technical analysis of Energize Eastside’s need) four out of five - fully 80% - of the overloads
modeled in PSE’s power flow simulations are attributed to “Canadian Entitlement” electricity. Only 20% of the need
for Energize Eastside is attributed to local load growth. Only ONE (1) transformer overload condition exists in power
flow simulations when Canadian Entitlement electricity is removed from the power flow simulations. This single
overload condition could be addressed via an additional transformer at the Talbot Hill station.

PSE must run REALISTIC power flow studies that are NOT manipulated with the addition of Canadian Entitlement
electricity (1,500MW). Additionally, PSE must INCLUDE emergency generation facilities west of the Cascades (their
stated purpose is for emergency overload conditions). In PSE’s power flow studies, PSE has turned OFF 1,400MW of
PSE-owned/controlled natural gas-fired generation facilities located in western Washington, whose specific purpose is
to address emergency overload conditions. PSE has manipulated the results in contrived power flow simulations to
serve the financial purposes of PSE.

PSE has not articulated HOW PSE intends to route power to support load growth in the Bellevue downtown corridor.
PSE has not provided plans for delivering power from Energize Eastside to the designated load in downtown Bellevue.
This is a glaring omission, further reinforcing the point that Energize Eastside is less about local load growth and more

about long-haul electricity transmission.

PSE is in violation of FERC Order 1000. Energize Eastside is designed for more than one need. Energize Eastside costs
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must be fairly allocated across ALL beneficiaries, from California to British Columbia per FERC Order 1000. PSE has not
adequately articulated the broader transnational (regional) need for Energize Eastside. PSE has not conducted their
own environmental assessment of Energize Eastside. And PSE has manipulated results in contrived power flow
simulations that do not meet industry standards. As a result, PSE has abused the City of Bellevue’s trust, as well as the
public’s trust, preventing the discussion of alternatives that can be proven to be less costly, more efficient, and cause
less environmental impact.

Ms. Carol Helland, as an attorney and the City of Bellevue’s Land Use Director, is the sole authority to render the
NEPA/SEPA determination for Energize Eastside. The City of Bellevue is acting as the Lead Agency. Ms. Helland is
spread thin on many projects, and since she appreciates facts, here are the facts:

® The USE report conclusions contradict the power flow studies. While the USE report concludes that Energize
Eastside is needed, that conclusion is NOT supported by the power studies performed. The entire report must
be reviewed in detail. A simple perusal of the executive summary will not suffice. This deception manipulates
the public’s trust, exploits the media’s lack of time to properly investigate/report, and deceives the City of
Bellevue into quickly moving forward with Energize Eastside.

® Energize Eastside was cited as the GREATEST THREAT to neighborhood character. On October 7, 2014 the City
of Bellevue hosted a Neighborhood Leadership Gathering. More than 92 community leaders participated in a
survey that overwhelmingly indicated Energize Eastside was the GREATEST THREAT to neighborhood character.
Energize Eastside is widely recognized to cause significant NEPA environmental impact beyond the SEPA
criteria. NEPA environmental impact criteria, including Safety and Economics, must be taken into account in the
EIS scope.

® Mr. Mark Williamson was the consultant and chief architect of the failed PJM Regional Transmission
Organization project (Potomac-Appalachian Transmission Highline, PATH) for 13 mid-Atlantic states in 2012.
The PATH project is strikingly similar to Energize Eastside. PATH was challenged and ultimately found to be
unnecessary by FERC. PJM was forced to reverse direction and officially kill the PATH project citing, “...analyses
showing reliability drivers no longer exist for the project throughout the 15-year planning cycle. The analyses
incorporated the continued trends of decreasing customer load growth, increasing participation in demand
response programs and the recent commitment of new generating capacity in eastern PIM.” Mr. Williamson is
also alleged to have had a role in a scandal ($170,000 in illegal campaign donations) surrounding former
Wisconsin state Senator Chvala, who plead guilty and was convicted and jailed for misconduct in public office
and circumventing election laws. Citizens are deeply troubled that PSE continues to rely on Mr. Williamson as
one of their chief consultants for Energize Eastside. City, State, and Federal politicians, officials, and Bellevue
City Staff are encouraged to minimize their contact with PSE, a private investor-owned (monopoly) utility, and
PSE consultants, if for no other reason, to avoid perceptions of financial and political impropriety. The
NEPA/SEPA determination must be based on objective facts and data obtained from verifiable independent
sources. The NEPA/SEPA decision cannot be based on contrived propaganda in a brazen PR campaign from a
biased company and its paid lobbyists and consultants with ulterior motives.

http://www.isthmus.com/news/cover-story/atc-has-the-power/
http://www.stoppathwv.com/1/post/2012/08/why-did-pjm-cancel-path-and-mapp.html

® Federal EPA regulations must be enforced. PSE possesses multi-state electricity generation facilities. As such,
Energize Eastside falls under NEPA review. PSE’s coal-fired generation facilities in Colstrip, Montana must be
significantly upgraded or retired to meet federally mandated EPA regulations to comply with climate
objectives. PSE has NOT included planning for the inevitable retirement of Colstrip in their IRP. Any significant
change (decrease) in electricity generation capacity, like the retirement of Colstrip, must be included in the
overall Environmental Impact Study for Energize Eastside. Energize Eastside transmission lines would depend
upon PSE’s ability to sufficiently generate electricity or buy electricity generation. Where will PSE obtain a new
electricity supply to cover peak load with the pending shutdown of Colstrip? In PSE’s 2013 IRP, PSE indicates a
1,500MW generation shortfall forecast (unmet capacity, Figure G-12 on page G-25). PSE has not presented any
plans to deal with not having enough electrons to flow through the Energize Eastside transmission lines.
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Building an electricity transmission pipeline the size of Energize Eastside will do no good, if PSE and others
cannot produce enough electricity to flow through that transmission line. Energize Eastside does not add a
single watt of new electricity generation. In the near-term, does Energize Eastside increase coal-by-wire
dependency on coal-fired resources/generation in Montana or elsewhere? Does PSE’s proposed Energize
Eastside project relieve BPA from the fiscal responsibility of delivering Canadian Entitlement electricity, since
BPA declined to build the necessary transmission capabilities to tie into Oliver, B.C.? Since federal EPA
regulations must be met, and PSE possesses multi-state generation facilities that will be supplying electricity for
transmission over the proposed Energize Eastside transmission lines, Energize Eastside should fall under NEPA
review.

® Bonneville Power Administration documentation states that all Lakeside Transformer 230kV activities fall
under NEPA. Period. Please re-evaluate all documentation from multiple sources, including BPA and FERC, as
it appears that the City of Bellevue has overlooked crucial binding documentation. If Energize Eastside moves
forward only under SEPA review, the City of Bellevue will be forced to reverse its decision. This will be costly
and time-consuming for all parties involved.

NEPA/SEPA decisions about Energize Eastside are critically important to the Puget Sound Eastside region. NEPA/SEPA
decisions are important to all PSE customers, whose rates are guaranteed to increase if PSE’s proposed Energize
Eastside project is built.

One person on Bellevue City Staff, juggling multiple assignments, cannot possibly be in command of the all of the facts
for a SEPA/NEPA determination on a project of the size and scope of Energize Eastside. SEPA/NEPA determination
must be determined by an independent panel/commission that includes detailed local, state, and federal legal review.

Sincerely,

Russell Borgmann

2100 120" Place SE
Bellevue, WA 98005
425.445.4298
rborgmann@hotmail.com
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Subject: Fwd: BDA Scoping Comments, Energize Eastside Draft EIS
From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>
Date: 6/11/2015 2:25 PM

To: Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Ariel Taylor <ariel@bellevuedowntown.org>

Date: Mon, Jun 8, 2015 at 4:57 PM

Subject: BDA Scoping Comments, Energize Eastside Draft EIS

To: "info@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Cc: "council@bellevuewa.gov" <council@bellevuewa.gov>, "bmiyvake@bellevuewa.gov"
<bmiyake @bellevuewa.gov>, "sestead @ psfinc.com" <sestead@psfinc.com>, Patrick Bannon
<patrick@bellevuedowntown.org>

Mr. Pyle,

On Behalf of the Bellevue Downtown Association, please find the attached Energize Eastside
comments for phase 1 of the draft EIS.

Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.

Thank you,

Ariel Taylor | Policy and Community Affairs Specialist
Bellevue Downtown Association
425-453-3112 | Ariel@bellevuedowntown.org

scoping
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June 8, 2015

David Pyle

Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager

City of Bellevue, Development Services Department
450 110" Ave NE

Bellevue, WA 98004

RE: Scoping Comments for Energize Eastside Phase 1 Draft EIS
Dear Mr. Pyle,

On behalf of the Bellevue Downtown Association, we are writing to share brief scoping comments for
the Energize Eastside Draft EIS.

We ask you to review proven solutions that will upgrade PSE’s capacity to supply reliable electricity to
serve our growing downtown and the Eastside. Per the city’s growth forecast, we expect to add 24,000
jobs and 7,000 residents by 2030. Concentrating this growth in the city’s core is an efficiency measure in
itself, but recent technical studies show that PSE’s infrastructure isn’t presently equipped to serve
projected demands in Bellevue and throughout the Eastside. In order to thrive, our economy will rely on
the delivery of reliable power by way of proven electrical infrastructure.

We support proceeding with environmental review of the four alternatives, as well as a reporting and
comparison of related impacts to adjacent businesses and neighborhoods. However, the “no action”
alternative does not appear sufficient to meet the electrical reliability requirements of Downtown
Bellevue or the Eastside region.

We appreciate the opportunity to offer these comments and look forward to reviewing the Phase 1
Draft EIS.

Sincerely,

Svosan. Faedl o
Susan Stead Patrick Bannon
Chair, BDA Board of Directors BDA President

Making A Great Place Together

400 108th Avenue NE, Suite 110 = Bellevue, WA 98004 = 425-453-1223 = Fax 425-646-6634 = www.bellevuedowntown.com
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Subject: Re: Supporting Alternate 1 - Energize Eastside

From: Energize Eastside EIS <info@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Date: 6/11/2015 2:27 PM

To: Bart Phillips <bartp@oneredmond.org>

CC: David Pyle <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, Energize Eastside EIS <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your email. We have included it in the record. If you have any additional comments on
the scope of the EIS, please email them to Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org. If you have questions
about the project or the EIS process, continue to send those to this email address:

Info@EnergizeEastsideElS.org.

Reema Shakra
Energize Eastside EIS Team

On Tue, Jun 9, 2015 at 1:56 PM, Bart Phillips <bartp@oneredmond.org> wrote:

Mr. David Pyle
City of Bellevue Development Services Department

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the project scoping for Energize Eastside.
OneRedmond is a public private with a mission to expand and retain local employers, attract new
companies and create community vitality in Redmond and the Eastside. We were an active
participant in the Energize Eastside process that evaluated alternatives for providing power to the
region.

OneRedmond strongly supports ‘Alternative 1- New Transformer and Transmission’. It is the only
alternative being considered that ensures that businesses in the PSE service area will have
adequate, quality and reliable power for their needs. None of the information presented during the
Energize Eastside process supports the viability of any of the other options considered. The
businesses that are driving the regional economy and those that we seek to grow cannot operate in
an environment without a quality power supply.

OneRedmond is concerned that delay of this project coupled with the current robust economic
growth that electric demand will outstrip supply before the project is completed. A timely
completion of the EIS is therefore imperative.

Thank you for your consideration of this input.

Bart Phillips
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BART PHILLIPS, CEcD | CEO
P: 425.885.4014 x101| M: 360.607.3610

8383 158" Ave NE Suite 225 | Redmond, WA 98052

OneRedmondseneredmond.org
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STOP DESTROYING BELLEVUE

Subject: STOP DESTROYING BELLEVUE

From: "KEN YAMAMOTOQ" <ken_0447@msn.com>
Date: 6/11/2015 2:55 PM

To: <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org>

To: PSE
I want to be on record as asking you to stop this idiotic project of laying more high
voltage poles and powerlines in the Eastside.

You are destroying our beautiful residential areas. There are many other ways of
backing up power. Please study the many projects

all over America that have installed modern batteries, underground wires, and
more energy conservation.

What is worse is that you are doing this for profit and not for the benefit of the
citizens of eastside.

You and I have read the many intelligent suggestions for better alternatives from
the many citizens of the Eastside. There is still time.

Listen to them!!

Kenneth Yamamoto
4551 135th ave se
Bellevue, Wa 98006

email: ken_0447@msn.com
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Subject: Opposing Alternate 3 - New transformers

From: Natasha Bosch <natasha@windermere.com>

Date: 6/11/2015 12:31 PM

To: "scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org" <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

| am discouraged and gravely concerned that the route along 116th Ave bordering The Little School has
somehow resurfaced as a potential avenue for new high voltage lines. This school campus is home to 160
young children (ages 3-12) who attend five days a week for 6 or more hours. What a terrible idea to place
transformers directly adjacent to the school campus property line, putting these innocent, free-spirited
children at risk for developmental and long term health issues. Please, please reject this proposal.

Thank you,
Natasha Bosch
(parent of a TLS student)

Natasha Bosch - Broker | Windermere Yarrow Bay | (425) 766-8019 | www.kirkandstyle.com | Experience
Kirkand Style
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FW: Energize Eastside

Subject: FW: Energize Eastside

From: "Batra, Shiv" <Shiv.Batra@tetratech.com>

Date: 6/11/2015 11:53 AM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

Sorry, | sent to the wrong email. It bounced back. Here are my comments again!

Shiv

From: <Batra>, Shiv Batra <shiv.batra@tetratech.com>

Date: Monday, June 8, 2015 at 1:36 PM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.com" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.com>
Subject: Energize Eastside

June, 8§, 2015

David Pyle
Energize Eastside EIS Program Manager

City of Bellevue Office of Planning & Community Development 450 110" Ave NE
Bellevue, WA 98004

Dear Mr. Pyle:
Thank you for the opportunity to submit scoping comments into the Energize Eastside Phase 1 EIS.

| appreciate that the five jurisdictions are working together under the lead of the City of Bellevue to review
and analyze various alternative solutions to meet the growing electrical needs of the Eastside. In doing so |
encourage you to ensure that the alternatives that are studied are viable and possible. Much talk has been

heard regarding using Seattle City Light lines for this project. | understand this solution has been “asked and
answered” so | am hoping we don’t waste time and energy on studying this as a solution.

| also have heard much discussion about option 2 — the demand side reduction/non-wire technologies. PSE
has done an incredible job with its conservation efforts over the past years and | anticipate this will
continue. However, the notion of batteries as a solution (as has been discussed) does not preclude the use
of new transmission lines to connect those batteries. And, as far as | have come to understand, batteries are
untested at this size and scope of need. Also, social engineering (forcing people to conserve, swap our
electric heat for natural gas, etc) does not work because people don’t want to be told what to do in their
own homes.

Thus | request that only solutions that are technically feasible — that we know will work (versus that we
HOPE will work) — be studied as viable options to meet this critical need.

In my career | have built economic infrastructure projects of all sizes and scope all over the world. Energize

Eastside is a critical economic infrastructure project — a local project meeting local need for our growing
Eastside communities -- and as such must be designed and built to guarantee our region’s electrical
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FW: Energize Eastside

reliability. This must be done in a timely manner so as not to risk reliability for our residents and our
businesses.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Shiv Batra,

Shiv Batra | Management.Management VII.
Business +1 (425) 635-1000 | Fax +1 425 635 1150 | Mobile +1 206 999 6507 | Shiv.Batra@tetratech.com

Tetra Tech | Complex World, Clear Solutions™
400 112th Ave., Bellevue, WA 98004 | tetratech.com

Please consider the environment before printing. Read More.

This message, including any attachments, may include privileged, confidential and/or inside information. Any distribution or use
of this conmunication by anyone other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are not the
intended recipient, please notify the sender by replying to this message and then delete it from your system

— DD211CA8-FC03-49E3-B8E5-800CB296BDDE.png

— Attachments:
3422DC6E-1D00-4A1E-BB1D-6DBOD18E35ELl.png 1.1 kB
DD211CA8-FC03-49E3-B8E5-800CB296BDDE.png 1.3 kB
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RE: Comments against PSE's Energize Eastside project

Subject: RE: Comments against PSE's Energize Eastside project
From: <SJNunnelee@bellevuewa.gov>

Date: 6/11/2015 2:22 PM

To: <tessmcm@gmail.com>

CC: <scoping@energizeeastsideeis.org>

Thank you for your comment letter regarding Puget Sound Energy’s proposed Energize
Eastside project. The City of Bellevue is currently analyzing the proposed project
through the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process as required by the Washington
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA - Washington Administrative Code section 197-11)
and the City of Bellevue Environmental Procedures Code (Bellevue City Code 22.02). As
the majority of the project is proposed within Bellevue, the City has taken the lead
role in this analysis and the project is being managed by the City’s Development
Services Department Land Use Division under the direction of the Environmental
(SEPA)Coordinator.

The EIS process is anticipated to take approximately 2 years and has only just begun
with commencement of the Phase I scoping period. As part of the Phase I study, and
consistent with your comment below, alternatives to PSE's proposed 'wired' solution
will be analyzed. Your comment is relevant to Phase I of the EIS process and has been
submitted into the project record as an EIS scoping comment.

More information on the Energize Eastside EIS process is available at
www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org under the ‘Overview’ tab. To participate directly in the
EIS process please visit the project website at www.EnergizeEastsideEIS.org . Within
this website you may sign up as an interested party and to receive updates on the EIS
process. The website also allows for direct comment entry.

Thank you for your interest in this project. For more information please feel free to
email info@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org

Sandra Nunnelee

Executive Assistant to the City Council
450 110th AVE NE

Bellevue, WA 98004

425.452.4088 Direct Line
sjnunnelee@bellevuewa.gov
www.bellevuewa.gov

————— Original Message-----

From: Tess McMillan [mailto:tessmcm@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2015 08:32

To: Council

Subject: Comments against PSE's Energize Eastside project

Dear Bellevue City Council Members,

Below is a letter I recently sent to the Bellevue Reporter regarding the Energize
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Eastside project. I am strongly against moving this project forward and think it is
well beyond the scope of our city to decide, given the limited information we have
received under an outstandingly aggressive ad campaign by PSE.

While I appreciate that the city commissioned a third party to evaluate the project,
the evaluation only focused on electricity and I believe there is far more to the
project than that.

My personal experiences with PSE -- in their systems not accurately reporting power
outages to my neighborhood and in my being unable to contact someone during a power
outage (even after exhausting all phone menu options several times over a 47 hour
period during one outage) -- lead me to question whether the company has our interests
at heart. I wonder if there are large system and process deficiencies inherent in the
company that make it dangerous for us to move forward with the information we have been
given.

Will you please consider my statements below. I urge you to refuse PSE to move forward
with this project.

Thank you for your attention!

Tess McMillan
Bellevue, WA

I have three concerns about Energize Eastside which make me wonder if PSE has truly
considered the welfare and community values of citizens impacted by the project:

I worry about the health consequences of adding high tension power lines through our
urban corridor. In the past 10 years, epidemiological data has been coming out of Great
Britain showing an increased incidence of childhood leukemia in families living near
high tension power lines.

What about environmental degradation and creation of new unsustainable models? Bellevue
reportedly has only a 36% urban tree canopy, the thinnest on the Eastside. Mature trees
are critical for biodiversity through absorbing rain, slowing stormwater runoff,
providing shade to counteract Urban Heat Islands caused by our over-use of pavement,
for cleansing the air and for providing beauty. Thinning our already thin canopy to
install huge power poles and lines is unsustainable.

Resources are wasted not just through construction but by shuttling power around up in
the air where we don't need it and where it is lost due to laws of physics. I think we
need to address how to have power at the points where we use it, much like instant-on
water heaters.

My recent experiences with PSE have led me to doubt the company's commitment to its
customers. We have accepted construction of new substations and enormous power poles in
my neighborhood that have not delivered on the promise of a reduction in power outages.
When we have experienced a problem, PSE's automated phone system has eliminated our
ability to get hold of a live representative.

This winter one of our power outages lasted 47 hours. During an outage

-- always an isolating experience -- a landline is my only form of communication. I
called PSE and received automated status reports which did not mention my neighborhood.
I tried several times to reach a live person but the menu options informed me I should
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call back during normal business hours. When I finally spoke to a representative on
Monday morning I was informed that the system was showing power to my neighborhood had
already been restored, even though I insisted homes were dark all along the street.

PSE is not a public utility; it is responsible for returning profit to its
shareholders. I am concerned about accepting solutions that, while good for a distant

shareholder, are not in our best interest.

Tess McMillan
Bellevue, WA
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Subject: re:Energize Eastside EIS Scoping: Include Health & Safety Criteria

From: "astrid zuppinger" <astridrd@comcast.net>

Date: 6/12/2015 5:19 PM

To: <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, <chelland@bellevuewa.gov>, <bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov>,
<mbrennan@bellevuewa.gov>, <Iriordan@bellevuewa.gov>, "'EIS:"" <info@energizeeastsideEIS.org>,
<scoping@energizeeastsideElS.org>

Dear Mr. Pyle and EIS Officials,

European regulatory bodies are the vanguard in investigating health and safety concerns associated with High Voltage
Transmission Lines (HVTL). Europe is taking pro-active measures in the siting of High Voltage Transmission Lines far
away from urban centers. The U.S. has much to learn from the research that distinguish other parts of the developed
world. | strong urge the City of Bellevue: Please don’t make the residents of the Puget Sound eastside guinea pigs in
the ongoing research and studies that investigate EMF and Corona health concerns. Learn from the mistakes of others
and take advantage of that research and the lessons learned from other societies.

Below is a brief sampling of just some of the studies that have investigated EMF and Corona health concerns:

1. 1979, Wertheimer & Leeper Study (1950-1973) 2.11 times increased risk for all childhood cancers, 3.09 times
increased risk for children living entire life in a high current environment

2. 1979 Cohort Mortality Study (Mortality in Aluminum Reduction Plant Workers)

Leukemia Mortality in Washington State Electrical Workers

4. 1988 Savitz, et. al. (1976 — 1983) 1.53 times increased risk for all childhood cancers, 1.78 times increased risk if
child spent 90% of life in a high current environment, 5.22 times increased risk if child lived in a very high
current environment

5. 1992 Feychting and Ahlbom Study (1960-1985) 2.7 times increased risk if 2 milligauss or more, 3.8 times
increased risk if 3 milligauss or more, 5.6 times increased risk if one-family homes over 2 milligauss

6. 1997 Theriault and Li Meta Data Analysis: Increased leukemia for both children & adults living between <25
and <50 meters from powerlines >49kV

7. 1998 Li and Lin Taiwan Study: 2.5 times increased leukemia risk for children living <100 meters from HVTL vs.
leukemia risk of children living >100 meters from HVTL

8. 2005 Draper, et. al. UK Study (1962-1995) Leukemia RR of 1.69 for children living <200 meters from HVTL;
Leukemia RR of 1.23 for children living 200-600 meters from HVTL

9. 2007 Lowenthal et al. Tasmania Study (1972 — 1980) 3 times increased risk of adult cancer living <300 meters
from HVTL during first 15 years of life; Children age 0-5 had a 5 fold increase risk in lymphatic and
hematopoietic cancers. Residence near HVTL, especially early in life increases subsequent development of
lymphatic and hematopoietic cancers

(O8]

Plus-In addition to these samplings may | remind you of the recent 2003 Dairy Farmer- David Baumgardner, that won
1.1 million dollars against the Public Utility District in Lewis County due to the stray voltage that damaged his cattle
and farmland- http://Seattletimes.com/html/localnews.2003309985_dairyl8m.html| . The issues that a farm would
be damaged is no different than people being damaged by voltage that doesn’t belong in their backyard nor in that
matter voltage that runs into the city harming the people that work and live in it.

Currently there are no WA state regulations for siting 230kV transmission lines in urban areas. This is more the result
of tacit oversight than explicit approval. Laws and regulations don’t exist, because 60 years ago when 230kV lines
were being erected (like the Seattle City Light transmission lines over Woodridge), those lines spanned rural
countryside. Back then, it wasn’t even considered that HVTL should co-exist in a dense urban corridor — and for good
reason. HVTL pose EMF concerns. HVTL pose CORONA concerns.
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Health and safety concerns that must be considered in EIS scoping and SEPA/NEPA criteria include:
® HVTL produce charged particles (corona)
® Corona can extend beyond 200 ft and will interfere with (not necessarily completely disrupt) emergency 911
back-up communication, e.g. HAM radio communication - crucial radio broadcasting capabilities during times of
natural disasters, like earthquakes
® EMF/Corona have unknown impact on insects (e.g. bees, necessary for food production), wildlife, endangered

plant/animal species

® Draper Study (2005) found that corona can drift in the wind much farther than anticipated, in excess of 600m
(2,000 ft)

® Corona Discharge is positively linked to an increase in air pollution. Air quality is degraded near High Voltage
Transmission Lines and is especially problematic for those prone to respiratory illnesses and diseases (asthma,
etc.)

Henshaw/Fews 2001 Study (Univ. of Bristol, Human Radiation Effects Group, www.electric-fields.bris.ac.uk/)
showed a 20-60% increase in deposition of airborne pollutants in close proximity to High Voltage Transmission
Lines. Corona attach to whatever is available—car exhaust, radon, radon progeny and other pollutants that
are known carcinogens. These airborne pollutants are then inhaled and retained on skin. There is greater risk
of impact to the lungs. The British Government National Radiological Protection Board says power line
generated corona may result in excess cases of lung cancer.
® |f corona occurs during wet weather, then rain washout of the cloud of airborne particles would result in few
particles remaining airborne and available for inhalation or retention on skin. But what happens when it
doesn’t rain? Those particles cause pollution, drift in the wind, and deposit on the skin and in the lungs.
® PSE’s own EMF expert stated, “As the air quality in the Pacific Northwest is quite good, the risk of skin cancer...
is not of concern....There (is) no protective layer in the lungs (and) the chance of a greater impact to the lungs is
also greater...” In essence, Drew Thatcher is saying that if you live near HVTL, it’s best to stay indoors.
® Corona is shown to attach to radon and radon progeny (radioactive alpha emitters) —a known carcinogen
® High Voltage Transmission Lines are 50% thicker and operate at higher temperatures, causing endangerment to
birds, flying insects (like bees) necessary for pollination, and other plant and animal species sensitive to heat
and nighttime light emissions (UV flashes invisible to humans). HVTL produce UV flashes in the nighttime vision
spectrum of certain animals. http://www.bbc.com/news/26548483

Dr. Denis Henshaw, of the University of Bristol, UK, has thrown down this challenge: “l would throw down a challenge
here to anyone who claims that there is not a strong link between EMF and increased risk of adverse health. | will
offer to send them every week for the rest of their lives a good peer reviewed scientific paper in a respected
international journal reporting clear evidence of adverse health effects from exposure to power frequency electric and
magnetic fields.”

In summary, how will Bellevue respond and address public health and safety concerns related to EMF and corona?
How will the City of Bellevue respond to concerns about emergency preparedness? Health and safety concerns must
be included in the Energize Eastside EIS scoping. Health and safety are important EIS criteria that must be included in
the SEPA/NEPA review of Energize Eastside.

In Health,
Astrid Zuppinger

2525 1210 AVE SE
Bellevue, WA 98005
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Olympus Homeowner's Association EIS Comments

Subject: Olympus Homeowner's Association EIS Comments

From: Keith Hargis <hargbusiness1@yahoo.com>

Date: 6/12/2015 7:14 PM

To: "Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>

Dear Mr. Pyle,

Attached, please find Olympus Homeowner's Association (in Newcastle) comments to the EIS.
Respectfully,

Keith Hargis

President, Olympus Homeowner's Assoion

OHA Scoping Comments.pdf 38.8 kB

1of1 6/15/2015 7:11 AM



City of Bellevue,

Development Services Department
ATTN: David Pyle

450 110™ Avenue NE

Bellevue, WA 98004

Dear Mr. Pyle:

The following scoping comments are intended to represent the interests of residents in the Olympus
neighborhood of Newcastle. As you know, a number of our residents are extremely concerned about
the potential installation of 230 kV transmission lines through our neighborhood.

We are pleased that the City of Bellevue has decided to conduct a phased environmental review of
the Energize Eastside proposal. We understand that the Phase 1 EIS, for which scoping is now
underway, will be programmatic in nature. Of the alternatives listed in the scoping notice, Olympus
residents are particularly interested in a thorough, objective evaluation of the feasibility and
environmental impacts of Alternative 2, Demand Side Reduction/Non-Wire Technologies, which
include battery storage, demand conservation methods among others. In addition, we would like to
add the alternative of constructing peaking sub-stations or fully utilizing the existing peaking sub-
stations.

We are disappointed that the description of the scope of the Phase | EIS only lists the elements of the
environment that will be discussed in the EIS, rather than providing a list of the issues that would be
discussed for each alternative under each element of the environment. Because the list is so general,
our comments on the thoroughness of the EIS subject matter will have to wait until the draft Phase |
EIS is issued.

We request that the Phase 1 EIS acknowledge that Alternative 1 would have greater impacts on Land
and Shoreline Use and Aesthetics, and would expose more people to EMF, than the other
alternatives. Although we understand that property values are not required to be discussed in a SEPA
EIS, we believe they should be discussed in this case. Impacts on property values are a concern not
only of Olympus residents, but residents of every neighborhood through which the Alternative 1
transmission line could pass.

In addition, we request that Earth, Air, and Environmental Health be added to the elements of the
environment discussed in the Phase 1 EIS; and that the EIS analyze both construction and operation
impacts. This will allow the Phase 1 EIS to acknowledge that Alternative 1 would have significantly
greater construction impacts than other alternatives, including risk of explosion or hazardous
emissions if the new transmission line were constructed adjacent to the existing fuel pipeline through
Olympus.

Given the high level of concern in Olympus about fuel pipeline safety, we believe the Phase 1 EIS
should discuss measures that would be taken to prevent a pipeline rupture, or to prevent hazardous
emissions or explosion if a rupture occurred inadvertently, since these are potential significant
impacts of Alternative 1. (WAC 197-11-794(2) states: “An impact may be significant if its chance of



occurrence is not great, but the resulting environmental impact would be severe if it occurred.”)
Although the Phase 1 EIS is not site-specific, we believe it should guide the choice of reasonable
alternatives to be analyzed in the Phase 2 EIS.

We suggest that the City of Bellevue prepare and distribute a responsive summary that indicates how
the city intends to respond to scoping comments received. Throughout the environmental review
process, OHA wants to be a party of record to whom notices and other information are sent.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Respectfully,

Keith Hargis

President of the Olympus Homeowners Association

8006 128" Ave. SE
Newcastle, WA
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Subject: Energize Eastside EIS Scoping Comment

From: Mike Sato <msato@rockisland.com>

Date: 6/12/2015 4:54 PM

To: <dpyle@bellevuewa.gov>, <scoping@energizeeastsideEIS.org>

CC: <chelland@bellevuewa.gov>, <bmiyake@bellevuewa.gov>, <mbrennan@bellevuewa.gov>,
<Iriordan@bellevuewa.gov>, <info@energizeeastsideEIS.org>

June 12, 2015

TO: David Pyle, City of Bellevue
Energize Eastside EIS Scoping

CC: Carol Helland, City of Bellevue
Brad Miyake, City of Bellevue

Michael Brennan, City of Bellevue

Lori Riordan, City of Bellevue

Subject: Energize Eastside EIS Scoping
Dear Mr. Pyle:

Please include in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Energize Eastside project the following:

1. How the cost of this project will be borne by ratepayers outside the propose transmission line service
area and what possible benefits these ratepayers will gain from those costs;

2. What electrical power sources will the Energize Eastside project draw on to meet the increased demand
which is the justification for the project, what will be the cost of that power and how will that additional
power purchase affect ratepayers;

3. How much of the cost of the Energize Eastside project will be offset by power sales to other utilities and
states and how much will those power sales offset rates of ratepayers;

4. How much would milder winters due to climate change, increased end-user efficiencies and increased
solar applications and storage over the lifetime of the Energize Eastside project offset the need for the new
transmission line;

5. What are the health effects of 230KV transmission lines and how will the project proponent ensure
medical testing of residents and ensure compensation for any decline in property values.

Thank you for your consideration of these points.

Sincerely,
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Energize Eastside EIS Scoping Comment

Michael H. Sato
772 Mahonia Dr.
Bellngham WA 98229
(206) 229-2844
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FW: EIS Scoping Comments/NEPA

Subject: FW: EIS Scoping Comments/NEPA
From: Loretta Lopez <loretta@mstarlabs.com>
Date: 6/13/2015 10:39 PM

To: "'Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org
CC: "'DPyle@bellevuewa.gov'"

<Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org>
<DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

| am re-sending comments on PSE Proposed Project 230Kv transmission lines.

Loretta

From: Loretta Lopez

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2015 6:52 PM
To: 'info@EnergizeEastsideEIS. org'
Subject: EIS Scoping Comments/NEPA

| am submitting the follow ing as part of the Energize Eastside Scoping Comments.

The City's position is that NEPA does not apply to the Energize Eastside Proposed Project. It is my
understanding that PSE will transmit energy through the EE transmission lines, betw een Canada and the
United States and through multiple States.\Why doesn't NEPA apply to the Energize Eastside Project? Please
explain and include citations to sources.

Loretta Lopez
13419 NE 33rd Lane Bellevue WA 98005

Secretary for CENSE
mailing address: CENSE 12819 SE 38th #294, Bellevue WA 98006.

President

Bridle Trails Community Club
mailing address: Bridle Trails Community Club 6619 132nd Ave NE #133 Kirkland WA 98033
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FW: Energize Eastside EIS and Independent Technical Analysis

Subject: FW: Energize Eastside EIS and Independent Technical Analysis
From: Loretta Lopez <loretta@mstarlabs.com>

Date: 6/13/2015 10:43 PM

To: "'Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>
CC: "'DPyle@bellevuewa.gov'"' <DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

| am re-sending comments on PSE proposed project 230Kv transmission lines.

Loretta

From: Loretta Lopez

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2015 1:48 PM

To: 'info@EnergizeEastsideEIS. org'

Subject: FW: Energize Eastside EIS and Independent Technical Analysis

| am submitting the follow ing as part of the Energize Eastside Scoping Comments.

The Coalition of Eastside Neighborhoods for Sensible Energy (CENSE) and the Bridle Trails Community Club
(BTCC) requested a delay in the start of the EIS due to the delay in the completion of the Independent
Technical Report by consultants USE

The City denied our request for delay. | have attached Brad Miyake's April 24, 2015 letter.

Loretta Lopez
13419 NE 33rd Lane Bellevue WA 98005

Secretary for CENSE
mailing address: CENSE 12819 SE 38th #294, Bellevue WA 98006.

President
Bridle Trails Community Club
mailing address: Bridle Trails Community Club 6619 132nd Ave NE #133 Kirkland WA 98033

From: NKodanilee@bellevuewa.gov [mailto: NKodanilee@bellevuewa.gov]

Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:50 AM

To: loretta@mstarlabs.com

Cc: don.m.marsh@gmail. com; sdofour@aol.com; hansennp@aol.com; Council@bellevuewa.gov;
NMatz@bellevuewa.gov

Subject: Energize Eastside EIS and Independent Technical Analysis
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FW: Energize Eastside EIS and Independent Technical Analysis

April 24, 2015
Ms. Loretta Lopez:

Thank you for your inquiry regarding the schedule of the Energize Eastside EIS and the Independent Technical Analysis
(ITA).

The schedule for the EIS is governed by the Land Use Code (Title 20 BCC), and the Environmental Procedures Code
(Chapter 22.02 BCC). These city codes were adopted to be procedurally consistent with both the State Environmental
Policy Act (SEPA) and the State Growth Management Act (GMA), and incorporate many parts of these statutes by
reference. In order to ensure compliance, and effective public outreach and certainty for all stakeholders who
participate in the local permitting process, timelines are an important component of the regulatory reforms integrated
into Bellevue codes in the mid-1990s. The procedures contained in Chapter 20.35 LUC dictate how and when
environmental review must proceed.

PSE submitted its application for environmental review in August of last year. The Interagency Agreement and
Professional Services Contract was approved by Council at the end of January in order to allow the EIS to proceed, and
staff advised the Council at that time that scoping was scheduled to begin as early as March to meet required
environmental review timelines. Scoping has now been scheduled to begin at the end of April, and venues have been
secured to ensure the scoping period occurs before school is out and stakeholders begin to leave town for summer
vacations. Further delays place the City at risk of a process failure that would be to the disadvantage of all
stakeholders. Development Services staff take their commitment to objectivity very seriously; delivering an objective
and predictable process is in the best interest of all stakeholders alike.

The ITA is a disclosure document. The ITA, through a technical audit of PSE's data and methods for forecasting facility
needs, will assess the local, i.e. Bellevue, need for the project for reliability and growth, as distinct from need for
regional grid connectivity. As stated last year, it is the City's opinion that Energize Eastside is an Essential Public Facility
under GMA which limits the City's permit authority to one of conditions and mitigation, not denial. These are matters
for the EIS and the sooner we engage on the EIS the sooner we can begin to work toward conditions and mitigations.

The revised schedule for the ITA will not impact the schedule for the EIS inasmuch as it will be available, as planned,
early in the EIS scoping period. The change in the ITA will not impact Council or stakeholder ability to comment on the
EIS. The comment period will extend into mid-June (45 days from the initial scoping notice). The ITA is a technical
report that will inform-or become part of the data-included in the EIS process. It is not part of regulatory review
processes, and will not be subject to further evaluation.

The EIS is the state mandated process by which we are required to analyze the need for the Energize Eastside project
proposed by PSE, analyze alternatives including the "no action" alternative, and disclose the impacts associated with
deploying the alternative solutions. Conclusions regarding the need for the project in Bellevue will not obviate the
need for the EIS.

Sincerely,

Brad Miyake Signature

Brad Miyake, City Manager
cc: City Council

Don Marsh
Norm Hansen
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Steve O'Donnell
Pam Bissonnette

Attachments:
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Subject: FW: Question/ EE decision process

From: Loretta Lopez <loretta@mstarlabs.com>

Date: 6/13/2015 10:38 PM

To: "'Scoping@EnergizeEastsideEIS.org" <Scoping@EnergizeEastsideElS.org>
CC: "'DPyle@bellevuewa.gov'"' <DPyle@bellevuewa.gov>

| am re-sending comment on PSE proposed 230Kv project.

Loretta

From: Loretta Lopez

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2015 6:37 PM

To: 'info@EnergizeEastsideEIS. org'
Subject: FW: Question/ EE decision process

| am submitting the follow ing as part of the Energize Eastside Scoping Comments.

I do not understand the reasons that the City of Bellevue decided to conduct the EIS process in tw o phases. |
also do not understand w here along the process the Bellevue City Council is involved in decision making.

I sent a message to Carol Helland on 5/29/15. She responded in messages dated 6/1/15, 6/3/15 and 6/