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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat on Wdnesday,
Novenber 19, 2025, at Muntain View G ange #98, 1085 North
Mai n Avenue, \Wite Sal non, Washington, and via
vi deoconference, the follow ng Public Informational Hearing
of the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council was held at 5:32 p.m:

* * %

CHAI R BECKETT: Well, good eveni ng, everyone.
|*"'m Kurt Beckett. [|'mChair of the Energy Facility
Site Evaluation Council, the Washington Energy Facility
Site Evaluation Council. And let me get, | guess, ny
ot her docunent here. Sorry. Busy day.

I'"mgoing to call this neeting to order at
5:32 p.m And just a couple opening remarks, and then
we wll officially further kind of gavel in and cal
our roll for our EFSEC Council and do a few
I nt roducti ons.

So again, welcone. For those of you who are here
I n person tonight, we certainly appreciate you joining
us and certainly appreciate those who are online, both
ot her Council and Staff nmenbers and, nost inportantly,
ot her nmenbers of the public.

W'l begin this evening with a public

i nformati onal neeting, as required by state law. And

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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the purpose of this neeting is to provide an overvi ew
of both the EFSEC review process followed by a little

deeper overview of the Cascade Renewabl e Transm ssi on

project. W will then receive any public comments from

both our in-roomand online attendees on issues and
guestions that you believe should be included in the
EFSEC proj ect review.

The second neeting, which will begin after,
obviously, the first project informational neeting

ends. And that is specifically about |and use

consi stency. W wll have Judge Russell M kow j oi ning
us for that portion, which we'll speak to nore once we
get there.

And with that, let nme further call this order --
to order -- and Ms. Grant ham woul d pl ease call the
EFSEC Council roll.

M5. GRANTHAM Certainly, Chair.

Depart nent of Comrerce.

CHAI R BECKETT: WII| be absent tonight.

M5. GRANTHAM  Departnent of Ecol ogy.

MR. NELSON: Bl ake Nel son, present.

M5. GRANTHAM  Departnent of Fish and
Widlife.

MR. PAMPLIN: Nate Panplin. Present and

participating virtually.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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M5. GRANTHAM  Departnent of Natural
Resour ces.

MR. RYAN. Maverick Ryan, present,
participating virtually.

M5. GRANTHAM Utilities and Transportation
Comm ssi on.

MR. RYBARI K. Brian Rybarik, present and
participating virtually.

M5. GRANTHAM  Assistant Attorney General
Jon Thonpson.

MR. THOWPSON: |'m present onli ne.

M5. GRANTHAM  Adm nistrative Law
Judge Russell M kow.

JUDGE M KOW |'m present online.

M5. GRANTHAM  For Council Staff here today,

Soni a Bunpus.

M5. BUWPUS:. |'m present online.

M5. GRANTHAM  Am Haf keneyer .

M5. HAFKEMEYER  Present.

M5. GRANTHAM  Lance Caput o.

MR CAPUTQO Present.

M5. GRANTHAM  Kar| Hol appa.

MR, HOLAPPA: Present.

M5. GRANTHAM  Mari a Bel ki na.

MS. BELKI NA: Present.

253.627.6401 B:AL.T.GAT.ON S schedule@balitigation.com
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M5. GRANTHAM  And Lisa MLean.

M5. McLEAN:  Onli ne.

M5. GRANTHAM And do we have anyone present
for the Counsel for the Environnent?

MR, KOROL: Yuriy Korol, present appearing
onl i ne,

M5. GRANTHAM  Thank you.

Chair, there is a quorum

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you very nuch. Let ne
next do a couple additional introductions. And if |
coul d give our Counsel for the Environnment a quick
heads-up that, when |I'm done with a couple of these, |
woul d turn this back to you for a brief word on the
role of the Counsel for the Environnent.

And first, let nme recognize our colleague from
Oregon, Chris Oark, who's also with EFSC of Oregon,
whi ch is housed wthin the Departnent of Energy within
that state. One key distinction is Washington -- |ike,

with kind of two "vees"” -- we have two Es, and Oregon
is the EFSC with one E. So quick way to think about
that. This is ultimately a joint project. W're
focusing on the Washi ngton side of these issues
t oni ght .

And with that, et ne also ask if our Applicants

wi Il go ahead and introduce their team and then we'll

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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nove to the EFSEC Staff and soon into presentation.

MR. HOCKER: Sure. Thank you. |I'm
Chris Hocker with the | ead devel oper PowerBri dge; ny
col | eague, Susan Brown. And there are a few others in
t he audi ence associated wth the project who,
hopeful Iy, sone of you have been tal king to al ready.
And, certainly, any questions |like that that you m ght
have, someone can answer.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you. Let ne go ahead
and actually turn this back to our Counsel for the
Envi ronment just so that we can neke sure that everyone
understands the role of that -- well, that role for the
peopl e of Washi ngt on.

Counsel ?

MR KORCL: Hello, everyone. M nane is

Yuriy Korol. [|'man Assistant Attorney General wth
the Environnent Protection Division. | have been
appoi nted Counsel for the Environment -- for this

particular project. And in ny role, which is statutory
in nature, ny job is to represent the public and its
interest in protecting the quality in the environnent.
So in practice, that neans | can submt comments. |[|'m
al so a party participant in any adjudi cations, should
there be any.

| wll be I ooking at the environnental inpacts of

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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this project on nmy own, but | also encourage public
participation. So if you feel |ike you have any
I nformation that | should be aware of or shoul d
consi der, please feel free to send themny way. M
name and contact information is on the project-specific
website, on the EFSEC website, and | can also drop them
in the chat for this neeting.

Yeah. | think that pretty nuch covers it. [|f you
have any questions, please |let ne know

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counsel.

Al right. Wth that, let nme turn this to our
EFSEC Staff, starting with our director, Sonia Bunpus,
for any opening remarks. And then we'll nove to our

Power Poi nt overvi ew of the EFSEC process.

M5. BUWPUS:. Chair Beckett -- sounding clear?
CHAIR BECKETT: | think we've got you now.
But if it starts to fade, I mght note to "douse" your

camera. But we've got you so far.
M5. BUWPUS: Ckay. Yeah. Just let ne know.
| think there's a |ag.
So | just have to nake a few remarks before we

begin the presentation by Staff. M nane is

Sonia Bunmpus. | amthe executive director of the
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council agency. | want
to wel cone you this evening and thank you -- it neans a

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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lot to us. We know everybody. ..

CHAI R BECKETT: Director Bunmpus, it is
starting to fade out, perhaps. It nmay be on our end.
But why don't you try your canera, and then we'll see
how t hat goes. And otherw se, we can turn to
Ms. Haf keneyer.

Al right. Let's pause on that.

And, Am, I'mgoing to start. And if you want to
suppl enent - -

(Interruption in proceedings.)

CHAI R BECKETT: Director Bunpus, | think
we're going to toggle into the roomhere and see...

M5. BUWPUS:. Looks like it cut out.

CHAI R BECKETT: The world -- the world we
live in.

Al right, Director Bunpus, I'mgoing to turn here
to Ms. Haf keneyer.

And | think, ultimately, what Director Bunpus was
trying to make sure and hel p convey is -- where we're
at in the process, which is certainly the begi nning,
there are many aspects of things that need to happen on
the front-end, sone of which are a work in progress and
many others still to cone.

So wwth that, Am, if | can pitch this to you.

M5. HAFKMEYER:. O course, thank you.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES
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So thank you for joining us this evening. W're
here, really, to introduce ourselves as an agency,

I ntroduce the project that is nowin front of us al ong
with the Applicant. And what we'd |ike to do tonight
iIs tell you alittle bit about ourselves. The
Applicant will tell you a little bit about the project.
And this is really the initiation of our process; so
any comments that you have tonight will certainly

I nform our review

We have a presentation to go over our process a
little bit, and we want you to raise any questions or
any initial thoughts that you have. But | would |ike
to al so nake it known that because this is the
begi nning, there's many opportunities for comment as we
proceed t hrough the process and nmany opportunities to
engage with the Staff to ask any questions down the
line, give any feedback throughout the process. And
so, hopefully, as the presentations cone forward,
you'll learn a little bit nore about the project and a
little bit nore about our agency.

We encourage you to engage with the process. W
have a project-specific mailing list. And so if you'd
like to stay updated on project activity, we strongly
encourage you to sign up for that. W also have

nmont hly Council neetings where project updates will be

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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given to the Council each nmonth on what the current
status of the project is. So if this is sonething that
you' d like to continue to be engaged in and would |ike
to stay up to date on, please sign up for the mailing
list, please join our nonthly Council neetings.

And | think that concludes ny remarks. |'Ill hand
it over to our siting specialists, Maria Bel kina and
Lance Capt uto.

MS. BELKINA:  Thank you, Am .

Wel cone, everybody. Thank you all for comng to
participate this evening. M nane is Mria Bel ki na.
|"'msiting specialist for EFSEC, and | would like to
I ntroduce ny col | eague, Lance Caputo. We will be
giving a short presentation on the EFSEC process for
those who are unfamliar with our agency.

Alittle bit of the history of the EFSEC agency.
EFSEC was created in 1970 for the siting of thernal
power plants. The intent was to create a one-stop
permtting agency for large energy facilities. EFSEC
Is conprised of state and | ocal governnent nenbers who
revi ew each application before voting to nake a Counci |
recommendation to the governor.

| f recommendi ng approval, the package to the
governor includes a draft certification agreenent, or

SCA, which defines all pre-construction, construction

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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and operation plans. |If approved by the Governor's
O fice, the decision preenpts other state or | ocal
regul ati ons.

EFSEC i s conprised of nenbers from several
different state-|level agencies. The chairperson's
appoi nted by the governor, and there are standi ng
menbers fromfive other agencies appointed by those
agencies to sit on the Council. There are additional
agencies that may el ect to appoint a Council nenber
during the review of a new application.

The | ocal county shall al so appoint a Council
menber for the review -- a new application. |If a
proposal project is located at a port, the port nay
appoi nt an non-voting nenber.

Mul tiple energy generation facilities fall under
EFSEC jurisdiction. Sone projects, such as thernal
power plants greater than 350 negawatts and nucl ear
generation for the purpose of generating electricity,
are required to be sited through EFSEC. \Wile others
such as wi nd, solar, green hydrogen, storage, or clean
energy manufacturing can opt in at any size.

Transm ssion lines greater then 115 kil ovolts can al so
opt in while lines greater than 500 kilovolts
alternating current or 300 kilovolts direct current are

required.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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Here is a map of the facilities that are certified
or have applied for certification under EFSEC s
jurisdiction. You can see, marked in green, there are
seven operating facilities including two natural gas
facilities, one nuclear facility, tw solar facilities,
and two wind facilities. The blue marks indicate the
four additional facilities that are approved but are
not yet constructed. The clear circle -- the one
facility in the process of decomm ssioning. EFSEC is
currently review ng seven projects marked by yell ow,
I ncl udi ng the Cascade Renewabl e Transm ssi on.
MR. CAPUTO Don't be intimdated by this
fl owchart.
M5. BELKINA:  Your mc...
MR. CAPUTO  Thank you for rem ndi ng ne.
Here's a flowhart showi ng the general process an
applicant will go through when they submt an
application to EFSEC. There are yell ow boxes on the
chart that indicate specific mlestones in the process
where the Council and Staff seek public input. You can
see that there are multiple processes that happen
concurrently when EFSEC i s review ng an applicati on.
The permitting process outlined across the top row
i nvol ves identifying and preparing applicable

environnental permts, the | and use and adjudicative

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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process running through the mddle. And the State
Envi ronnmental Policy Act, or SEPA process, is shown
al ong the bottom

Al'l these processes ultimately feed into the
Council's recomrendati on nade to the governor where an
adj udication is required follow ng the Land Use
Consi stency Hearing, which will be later tonight. An
order is issued to comence proceeding and initiate
intervention. There are prehearing conferences through
whi ch parties are granted intervention status and
I ssues are identified. Adjudicative hearings are then
held. After this, the Council |ooks at all the
information in the adjudication record and deli berates.

Finally, the Council devel ops an order
establishing their findings of fact and concl usi ons of
law fromthe information provided throughout these
pr oceedi ngs.

For every project proposed, a SEPA reviewis
perfornmed. Wen a determ nation of significance and a
decision to prepare an environnental inpact
statenent -- or an EIS -- is nade, public coments are
taken on the scope of the EIS. After public comment
for scoping, the SEPA responsible official, which is
t he agency director, determ nes the scope of the EIS.

A draft EISis prepared and issued with a m ni num

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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30-day public comment period, after which the final EI S
I's prepared and rel eased.

Fol |l owi ng the concl usion of these separate avenues
of application review, the Council develops its
recomendation to the governor, tying together the
i nformati on brought forth through the application
revi ew process.

To be considered for expedited processing, an
applicant nmust nake the request in witing. |If the
project neets two criteria of |and use consistency and
a mtigated determ nation of significant --
non-si gnificance is issued, the Council can grant
expedi ted process review. In this expedited process,
the adjudication step is not required, and an
envi ronnent al inpact statenent is not prepared.

Applications granted for expedited processing do
hol d an additional public neeting prior to the
Council's recomrendati on to hear any conditions that
may be considered to inpose on a project. A condition
use -- which is a conditional use -- I['msorry -- nmay
be considered to i npose on the project a conditional
use process hearing. The Council prepares a
recomendation to the governor an expedited tinme frane
under this process.

EFSEC i s al so the issuing agency for any

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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applicable state and | ocal environnental permts a
facility may require, including water quality and air
quality permts as they may apply.

The permts are identified in the final package
with the Council's recommendation to the governor. |If
an application is approved by the governor, EFSEC then
has oversi ght of the environnmental conpliance for the
life of the facility through decomm ssioning. EFSEC
has standi ng contracts with applicabl e state agencies
that assist in the nonitoring and enforcenent of
conditions, either in the Site Certification Agreenent,
identified permts, the Environnental |npact Statenent,
or the Mtigated Determ nation of Non-significance.

At the conclusion of the Council's review of an
application, a recommendation is nade to the governor
to either approve or reject the application. This
initiates a 60-day wi ndow within which the governor
will then either approve the application, reject the
application, or remand the application back to the
Council for reconsideration. Any application that is
rejected by the governor is a final decision on that
applicati on.

As previously nentioned, EFSEC oversees facilities
under its jurisdiction through deconm ssion.

Deconmi ssi oni ng pl ans nust be revi ewed and approved by

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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the Council. The project nust al so provide financial
assurance for the deconm ssioning in the event that the
project is no longer able to conplete the process.
Assum ng the project deconm ssions while still under
full control of the devel oper, these costs would be
paid by the certificate holder directly.

M5. BELKINA: And, also, | would like to add
our work is closely coordinated with the O egon
Department of Energy and the U S. Arny Corps of
Engi neers, ensuring that both states and federal
agencies are aligned in the environnental and
permtting review

That wraps up our presentation for this evening.
And before we end, 1'd Ilike to rem nd everyone how t hey
m ght submt coments for this proposal.

You may send in witten coments by email to
comrent s@FSEC. wa. gov; by postal mail to our office
at -- listed here -- 621 Wodl and Square Loop,
P. O Box 43172, dynpia, Washington 98504-3172; or by
phone at 360-664-1345. Wen EFSEC is in an active
comrent period associated with a specific m |l estone,
comment -- comments nmay al so be submtted to our online
comrent database -- https://coments. EFSEC. wa. gov.

Al comments received regardless of timng or

nmet hod of delivery will be saved with the project

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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record and available to Council and Staff for review
Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay. Thank you both.

So wth that, we wll -- as queued up -- to our
Applicant's presentation, which we wel cone.
M . Hocker.

MR. HOCKER: Thanks for com ng out. Thank
you to EFSEC. And we'll try to make this as brief as
we can. Again, ny --

CHAI R BECKETT: M. Hocker, you m ght nove
that mc just alittle bit closer and --

MR, HOCKER Little bit? Oay. Is that
better?

(Interruption in proceedings.)

MR HOCKER Are we all right? Ckay.

CHAI R BECKETT: And, certainly, we appreciate
this is the focus of the evening; so we certainly want
to make sure you get out what you -- thank you.

MR HOCKER So I'm Chris Hocker. |I'mwth a
conpany cal |l ed PowerBridge. W're based in
Connecticut. And PowerBridge has specialized in
submarine transm ssion projects on the East Coast. W
devel oped, constructed, and currently operate two such
projects that are very conparable to the one we are

proposi ng toni ght.
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Before | go any further, | do want to acknow edge
we're very well aware that this whole area of the
Colunbia R ver is the ancestral hone of
| ndi genous Tri bes. W have been, over the |ast few
years, reaching out and continue to reach out and
engage with the Tribes. And | just, you know, wanted
to make sure that everyone knows that we're very, very
well aware of the inportance of the Col unbia R ver and
the surrounding area, not just to the Tribes but
everybody who |ives here.

W mght as well get started. W're going to talk
about the situation currently and the need for the
project as we see it. W're going to describe the
nmet hod of installation, what it does, how it works;
show you where it's going; and give sort of an overview
of the environnmental reviews and the agency processes
that will determ ne whether this project goes forward
or not.

Next, we think it's inportant to understand, not
just from our perspective but froma regional
perspective, that there's a very significant constraint
on the current transm ssion system |If you go way
further east, that system which is primarily BPA is
not so constrained. But when you get to a point right

around here or right around The Dalles, that's when the
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system becones very nmuch constrained to get it to
basically where the people are, west of the Cascades.
There's been any nunber of studies that indicate a
trenendous additional need for the -- additional need
for energy over the next five to ten years.

In addition, as |I'msure you're aware, both states
of Washi ngton and Oregon passed cl ean energy | aws.

They differ slightly, but the inpact is to ultimately
require 100 percent clean energy in both states by,
dependi ng on which state, 2040 or 2045.

So the dilemma is -- how do we nove cl eaner energy
fromeast of the Cascades when there's no transm ssion
avai |l abl e to support it? Qur project is designed to
hel p neet that constraint. It is not the ultimte
solution to the problem which is nmuch |arger than what
our project can provide.

So you can see on the screen basically what | just
said. | nean, there's a nunber of factors pointing in
the direction of noving energy consunption in this
region to clean and renewable. The transm ssion
constraints al ready exist between east of the Cascades

and the |l oad centers along the western part, not just

Portland -- I'Il get into that a little bit -- but all
the way up and down the, sort of, |1-5 corridor up to
Seattle. It's very challenging, as |I'm sure you
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recogni ze, to build new overhead transm ssion |ines,
particularly in an area as sensitive as the
Col unbi a CGor ge.

So this next slide is not the easiest thing to
intuitively understand. And I'll try not to bel abor
it, but this is kind of a depiction of the way energy
flows fromeast of the Cascades to the west. And
there's -- there are a |lot of ongoi ng studies that
i ndi cate the kind of upgrades of the transm ssion
systemthat will be needed to actually conplete the
process of un-constraining, un-bottlenecking the
transm ssi on system

Unfort- -- well, for better or for worse, the
transm ssion systemis conplex. |It's a system it's
not just a point-to-point transmssion line. So all of
these, like the blue circles and the black and the
red -- these are all sort of proposed upgrades that
woul d be needed in order to facilitate the renoval of
the constraints that exist.

Qur project is the green line. And the advantage
there is that it noves directly fromeast to the west
W t hout necessitating all these other upgrades. Now,
in nmy opinion, many of those ot her upgrades wl|
probably have to be done in order to neet the demand,

but ours can at |east bypass having to do those
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upgrades and help relieve the constraints, we think,
earlier than the other upgrades can be done.

So we're going to be tal king about a solution
that, in our opinion, helps neet the renewabl e energy
goals, helps inprove resiliency and safety. Qbviously,
underwater transm ssion |ine does not carry the risk of
wi |l dfire or going down in bad weather and that kind of
thing. It helps the increasing |load in the Wst, and
won't interfere wth river uses and ot her
i nfrastructure.

And can | go back to the -- to this confusing
slide here. This helps answer the question "Wat does
this do for Washi ngton?" Because, clearly, we're
starting in The Dalles; we're ending in Portland. So
this nmust be a strictly Oregon-beneficial project, and
we're just sort of asking you to |let us pass through.
That's not the case. And the reason is -- that | tried
to explain -- that the real aimis to get to this
north-south corridor and relieve the constraints so the
power can flow better north and south, including north
up to the load centers in WAshi ngton.

So our project is about 80 m |l es underwater and
about 20 mles on land. |It's hard to depict a
hundred-m le project in one slide, but this just shows

a map of where it is -- the green being the underwater
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portion, the yellow being the on-land portion. In
Washi ngton, there's really only one area where there's
a |l and base effect, which is about a seven-mle bypass
around the Bonnevill e Dam

And this is a slightly easier depiction of the
route in Skamania County. It lands in Stevenson. It
primarily uses State Route 14, buried underground.

shoul d enphasi ze that no portion of the transm ssion

line itself will be visible. It will go around the
Bonnevill e Dam as you see, and reenter the river. |If
you can make out -- it's hard to see, but if you can
make out sort of a -- little purple bars, the way the

line is brought out of the river and back into the
river is wwth a construction technique that's very well
accepted called horizontal directional drilling, or
HDD.

So the entry and exit in and out of the river does
not involve trenching through shoreline or any of that.
In fact, the drill proceeds very, very deep fromthe
starting point into the river. And when | say "very
deep," around 40 or 50 feet deep. So there's no
interference wwth surface habitat or anything |ike
t hat .

Just to conplete the picture, there are | and

routes, both in The Dalles and in the Portland -- it's
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called the Rivergate Industrial area. So -- and,
again, these -- the line will be buried primarily under

public rights-of-way. That does involve trenching
about 4 feet in the road, very simlar to what you
woul d see up for an underground power |[ine or a

pi peline, waterline, any of that -- conventional
construction techni ques.

So why underwater? [It's not just because we've
done underwater. It's because there are very few
constructible and feasible alternatives available. And
we have | ooked at those. And, in fact, the EFSEC
permt application, both in Washington and in Oregon,
as well as the Arny Corps of Engineers permt
applications require a rigorous alternatives anal ysis.

But very briefly, there is no available path
t hrough The Gorge for an overhead transm ssion |ine.
You would think, "Well, okay. Can't you just bury it
all the way in, say, 1-84?" And the answer is no. And
the reason for that is that that kind of |inear
parallel utility is not allowed by either O egon DOT or
t he Federal H ghway Adm nistration. And that's aside
fromany constructibility issues, of which there are
many.

The sane goes for many portions of State Route 14.

|"msure we've all driven it. | think we counted nore
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t han 300 obstructions, obstacles, or very, very grave
engi neering chall enges that nake an entire route al ong
State Route 14 not constructible, not feasible. Now,
the area we're in, which is just a fewmles, is pretty
clear. We've been consulting with the Washi ngton DOT.
And so it can be done for short distances, but not for
the length that we're tal king about.

Sane for the railroad rights-of-way on either side
of the river. |If you drive along 14 and | ook at that
railroad right-of-way, it's very, very narrow. There
are bridges and constructions. The point is -- we've
| ooked at this. And in order to help neet the
transm ssi on needs, resolve those constraints, and neet
t he renewabl e energy goals, the river is the best
al ternative.

So what is it, and how does it work? This is the
cable. This is, like, a mni-scale replication that's
about 6 inches in dianmeter. |It's actually a slice from
our Neptune Project that runs about 50 m | es underwat er
bet ween New Jersey and New York. As you can see from
the left-hand photo, it is bundled. There's two of
t hese bundl ed together with a fiberoptic cable and --

M5. GRANTHAM Chair, this is Ms. G antham
It's looking Iike our Internet mght have crashed. So

| mght want to say -- want to pause and probably redo
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this slide once we get it back up.
Are we back up? Gkay. Can you start back from
the beginning of this slide, please.
CHAI R BECKETT: Wich slide, just to...
MR. HOCKER:  Yeah. Wich slide?
M5. GRANTHAM  The one that you're on right

NOW.
CHAI R BECKETT: Let's nake sure it's -- |I'm
sorry, M. Hocker. Let's just make -- give this just
one mnute here. | see mne still...
And t hank you, everyone, for your patience. Due
to nodern world of -- both fornms at once; so...

THE REPORTER: Chair, would you like to go
of f the record?

CHAI R BECKETT: | can't hear you.

(Reporter clarification.)

CHAI R BECKETT:  Sure.

(Break from6:08 p.m to 6:22 p.m)

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay. Just for the quick
benefit of everyone in the room part of the inportance
of the online portionis to ensure that Council can
hear fromyou tonight too. And, ultimately, in this
world -- Council nenbers have been present. Cbviously,
we want the benefit of the full Council.

So thanks for your patience, and we w || proceed
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back with M. Hocker on the slide before us. So thanks

agai n, everyone, for your patience.
MR. HOCKER: Al right. Thank you. W'l
start on this slide.

What you're seeing here -- first of all, at the
table is the actual dianmeter of the cable that can
carry 1,100 nmegawatts for 100 mles. The cable really
i nvol ves two cables that are bundled with a fiberoptic

cable. That's what is shown on the | eft-hand photo.

And as |'ve said, this is the type of project that

we have successful ly devel oped and constructed. The
photo on the left is actually from our Neptune Project

show ng the cable bundl e being paid off the end -- the

bottom-- not the bottom-- the back of a ship, a
barge, and into the water, which we'll show on the next
sl i de.

How does it work? It does not involve nechani cal
dredging. It does not involve |eaving a scar on the
river bottom Wat it does involve is a piece of
speci alized machinery that is used in various places
around the world, which we have used, called a
Hydr opl ow or a jet plow.

The way it works is kind of depicted on the
right-hand figure. A ship or barge proceeds slowy in

the direction that it's going up or down the river.
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The cable is on a turntable. You don't see it there,
but it's a very massive turntable carrying mles of
cable. It is paid off the back of the vessel as it
proceeds. It is threaded through the Hydropl ow, which
is the white thing. And at the bottom of the Hydropl ow
Is a blade, very nuch |ike a plow bl ade except that it
contains a nunber of high pressure water jets. And the
water jets create a trench about 2 feet w de by
essentially enulsifying the sedi nent.

As the sedinent rises wthin the trench, the cable
Is sinmultaneously laid into the trench to the required
depth. Now, in this case, we believe the required
depth -- and this is a requirenent of the agencies,
such as the Corps of Engineers -- would be a m ni nrum of
10 feet and maybe 15 feet below the sedinent. Wat
happens is that the sedinent has risen up. The cable
Is laid down. 75, give or take, percent of the
sedi nent |ays back down within the trench.

So it's a simultaneous process. It noves very,
very slowy. The blade is adjustable. The water
pressure is adjustable. The whole thing is being
nmonitored during installation in realtine to determ ne
where it is and how deep it is at any given point.

Again, it's a proven process. W have used it

ourselves. The photo on the left sinply shows kind of
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what it looks like. And it doesn't |ook a whole a | ot
different froma work barge that you m ght see on the
river right nowwth a work boat or two around it. And
as it noves slowy -- maxi mum maybe a mle and a half a
day -- that's what you would see. That's the only
vi si bl e aspect of it.

W tal ked about the interconnection points at
Big Eddy and in Portland in the R vergate Industri al
area. | had said that there was no visible part of the
transm ssion line. The visible facilities are called
converter stations. And that's a photo of one here.
They are very simlar, clearly, to what you woul d see
at a substation. Their purpose is to convert the
alternating current, or AC power, that cones in to
Bi g Eddy, convert it to direct current, or DC power, in
order to for it to be transported efficiently for a
| ong di stance underwat er.

It then goes to another converter station in
Portl and where it is converted back fromAC to DC
power -- I'msorry -- DCto AC power. This particular
station is in Downtown San Francisco. There is a very
simlar project that was not done by us called the
Trans Bay Cable that's been operating since about 2010.
It laid a high voltage cable, DC cable, under

San Francisco Bay. And there are two converter
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stations. This one is in San Francisco. The other one
is very simlar. It's in atown called Pittsburgh in
t he East Bay.

This is a conplex project. W know that. It
I nvol ves approvals fromthree major entities. One of
themis Washi ngton EFSEC. Another is O egon EFSC. And
the other is the U S. Arny Corps of Engineers, which
has the control or approval process in waters of the
United States.

So we are in the process of submtting
applications to all three entities. W fully expect a
conpl ete NEPA review. Hopefully, the state SEPA review
and the NEPA review wi |l be handled in a coordinated
process. W need all these approvals. W can't just
put the line in Skamania County and hope for the best.

So that's the -- as | said, it's a conpl ex
approval process that is being undertaken here, and it
I nvol ves a great deal of environnental studies and
description, nost of which was included in the
application that was submtted to State of Washi ngton.
And we fully expect that there wll be follow ng
gquestions from EFSEC that we will answer.

W' ve been trying to encourage a highly
coordi nated process. And we think that's what it's

going to be. W certainly hope so. W also neet
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I nterconnection agreenents with the BPA and with
Portl and General since Portland General owns the
western interconnection point, Harborton.

And as | said, there's a nunber of studies that
we' ve either conpleted or are underway that tal k about
things |ike biological assessnents, endangered speci es,
sedi nent transport, which is -- what happens to the
portion of the sedinent that has risen out of the
trench? How far does it go? Wat sort of inpacts does
it have? Are there contamnants in it? Virtually any
question you can think of is going to be asked and
answer ed.

We have conducted a geophysical survey of the
river bottomso that we have a pretty good idea of
where the cable can go and where it can't go.
Physically, there are a nunber of features of the river
that would nake it difficult if not inpossible to
enpl oy a Hydropl ow. However, in the route that we have
selected, we believe it is constructible based on the
studi es that we have done.

Just to nention -- several of the considerations
we have enpl oyed fromthe beginning are to stay away
fromthe shoreline because that's a historically
culturally sensitive area; to stay away from sensitive

habitat areas; to, as nmuch as possible, stay away from
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the navigation channel. So -- and to stay away from
physi cal constraints such as steep side slopes or rock
formations or that kind of thing in the river.

Were are we now? Well, as you know, we have
submtted our application to Washington. W are in the
process of submtting a conparable application to
Oregon. Actually, the Oregon application is pretty
extensive, and it's being conpleted and submtted. W
have submtted -- there's actually -- when we talk
about an Arny Corps permt, there's actually kind of a
series of permts that involve use of federal
facilities and -- as well as the environnental permt
call ed Section 404. And part of that process includes
extensive consultation led by the Arny Corps wth the
federally recognized Native Tri bes.

So the Army Corps is conducting that. They have
to as the |l ead agency. But as | said before, we are
taking steps to directly engage with the Indian Tri bes
but with the full know edge that at the end of the day,
the consultation process belongs to the Arny Corps, not
us.

We do expect that there wll be benefits to the
comrunities that we pass through. W certainly know
from experience that construction and installation,

whi ch shoul d take about three and a half years, wll
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provide a great many construction jobs. This is
primarily for the converter stations but also in
support of the in-water installation.

And before | forget, the in-river installation
wi |l take place during the wi nter nonths, probably over
two seasons w thin agency-specified work wi ndows that
are designed to allow that kind of construction. And
this applies to nmany kinds of in-water construction,
not just us, to avoid spawni ng and m gration periods
and that kind of thing. So they're pretty narrow
W ndows.

We do expect that the communities that we
affect -- that we will be open to providing comunity
benefits. We have in the past wth our existing
projects. That could be just anenities to the
community. Could be property taxes for the on-1land
cable. It could take any nunber of fornms. And, you
know, we certainly don't believe that we can do this
wi t hout acknow edgi ng any inpacts that m ght take
pl ace.

Simlarly, we fully expect that there will be a
mtigation program primarily associated with cul tural
considerations in the river, and are engaging with the
Tri bes, again, through the Corps or in partnership with
the Corps to flesh those out.
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There's kind of a side benefit, which is that if
in fact -- right now, significant renewabl e energy east
of the Cascades, there's no point in building it
because you can't get it to where the power's needed.
So hopefully this project, along with others, will help
open up that -- those pathways to go east to west and
al l ow t hose pl anned and i ntended solar, wind, battery
storage, that kind of project to go forward. And, of
course, those are all subject to their own permtting
requirenents and all the rest of it. But to the extent
they go forward, those will also provide community
benefits to those communities -- construction jobs,

t hat ki nd of thing.

So wth that, it is a teamthat is helping to
develop this project. PowerBridge is the |ead
devel oper. One of our partners is NextEra Energy,
which is a nmgjor utility and renewabl e energy provider
inthe US. It's publicly held. W have sone NextEra
fol ks here, and they're the ones that currently own and
operate the Trans Bay Cabl e under San Franci sco Bay
that | tal ked about before.

So wwth that, | think I'll nmention -- because sone
of these -- you know what? Let's go to the slide.
There we go. Just to quickly describe our experience,

t he Neptune Project was conpleted in 2007. It provides
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25 percent average of all the electricity used on

Long Island. So it's a very fair significant to --
contributor to Long Island. It runs about 24/7. It
runs probably 90 -- 95, 98 percent of the tine and has
run successfully for 18 years.

The Hudson Project cane a little later. Conpleted
in 2013; so it's only 12 years old. And it links the
power grids in New Jersey and New York. |t was
installed in the Hudson River under a permtting
process that is very simlar to what we're descri bi ng
here where you have both states, New York and
New Jersey, and the Arny Corps of ENngi neers cone
together in a coordinated fashion to go through the
studies and the requirenents and finally issue
approval s.

So with that -- and | think I should nention I
checked that this slide presentation is available, |
believe -- and if it isn't, it wll be -- online
t hrough the EFSEC website. So if | went through it too
fast, which | probably did, and you want to go | ook at
It again and then send questions to us, there's a
website, Cascade Renewable -- did | get that right?
Yeah -- cascaderenewabl e.com where there's a nechani sm
that you can ask questions. And please do. W want to

be open. W want to be transparent. As | keep saying,
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we' ve done this before and understand how i nportant it
Is for people to understand what the process is, how it
wor ks, what the inpacts are and are not. And, you
know, we want to, you know, provide whatever
informati on we can to answer questi ons.

And wth that, thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you very nuch,

M. Hocker. Appreciate that overview. And trying to
just get ny canera on for folks when -- kind of going
to each next section for online audi ence.

So with this, we are going to nove into public
coment. And generally we operate on a
t hr ee- m nut es- per - person basis, and we appreciate your
understanding and respect to that. Certainly, we try
to make sure there's enough tine for everybody. And if
you have questions, you' re welcone to submt them
I ncl udi ng here tonight before the mc. Knowthat this
Isn't necessarily by design to be -- you know,
answering all those questions tonight. If I think that
we have tine and there's an ability to answer kind of,
you know, the quicker questions or just capture
opportunity in the nonent, | certainly, as Chair,
support that. Perhaps that's sonething we m ght
consider at the end after we've finished questions and

comrents for the record.
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Again, the purpose of this is to hel p i nform what
the EFSEC Staff as well as the Council -- who
ultimately, you know, sits as a body and oversees what
should go into a Site Certificate Agreenent and whet her
or not there should be one; so that's not obviously a
given. But ultimtely, your input tonight and
t hroughout the process -- but this is the beginning.
And so where you have questions or comments that shoul d
be consi dered throughout, that's why we're here tonight
for this portion.

The next portion that we'll speak to in a little
nore detail, again, is specific to |and use and how
that relates to land use here in Klickitat County and
other lands. There wll be a short presentation on the
specific slice of the project within this particular
county.

So with that context, Ms. Ganthamw || help ne
call on these who have already signed up. And if you
have not, you certainly are wel cone to comment tonight.
| f you want to sign up, | believe in the back there's

also a box for witten conments in addition to the

ot her neans, both online and email, phone, and mail,
et cetera.
And if -- once we get through the initial |ist,

you know, if you've changed your m nd or a thought cane
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and you want to raise your hand, 1'Il certainly call on

you. \When you cone forward, if you'd just state your

nane clearly for the record. But actually, if you

do -- our staff, who ultimately nmaintain this record,

pl ease spell your nanme for them W'd certainly

appreciate that. And then we will start the cl ock

after that introduction and spelling of your nane. So

you' Il have a full three mnutes for your conments.
Wth that, Ms. G antham

M5. GRANTHAM Certainly, Chair. The first
person | have signed up is Fred G eef.

MR, GREEF: Thank you for this opportunity.
Did you say you want ne to spell ny nane?

CHAIR BECKETT: | think if you signed in,
you' re probably okay. But could you help us sort of --
soneone could cone forward and help with the mc if
need be.

MR, GREEF: | mght have turned it off.

CHAI R BECKETT: Well, I think you're -- maybe
you just have to get a little closer.

M5. GRANTHAM And this is Ms. Gantham |
can confirmthat we already have Fred's nane spelling;
SO we - -

CHAI R BECKETT: GCkay. So you can just

proceed. You've pre-signed up; SO you --
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MR. GREEF: So you have the spelling for ny
name?

CHAI R BECKETT: You do not -- just -- you nay
begi n when you're ready there.

MR. GREEF: Ckay.

One thing | would like to say is that there was
very little public notice of these neetings. The --
and there's very few people comenti ng because nobody
knew about this and nobody's here, and that was the
sane thing in Stevenson. And it is a little curious to
me that there's no neetings in Oregon or Portland or --
anyway, | assune that this is going to be an EI S.

Can't imagine it wouldn't be with the significance of
this project. But | do have a few suggestions for the
SEPA responsi ble official at EFSEC before they -- to be
sure that they make that determ nation. And | think
"Il have a |lot nore input once the scoping starts
but. ..

There's -- so SEPA -- Washi ngton State SEPA
Rul e 197-11-0800 [sic] "Inconplete or unavail able
information," there's a whole |ot of that associ ated
wth this proposal. And "agencies shall obtain" --
when there's "information on significant adverse
I npacts essential to a reasoned choi ce anong

alternatives is not" -- when that information is -- "is
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not known and the costs are not exorbitant, agencies
shall include the information in their environnental
docunents. "

Now, if the inpacts are unknown and they don't
choose to spend the noney, then they have to assune
wor st - case possi ble inpacts in those cases, and so the
ElIS definitely has to | ook at all the worst-case
I npacts. But again, this may be nore related to the
scopi ng, which cones next, but that's a very inportant
part of SEPA analysis. And you nust -- so inpacts that
are unknown but possibly very significant, those really
do have to be | ooked at as worst-case.

Anot her thing on the SEPA, on the threshold
determ nati on of significance or non-significance --
significant -- so under SEPA, significant adverse
i npacts in one |ocation nmay not be the sane as in
anot her |ocation. And PowerBridge tal ked about Neptune
and Hudson Projects in New York, in Long Island, in
New Jersey, Hudson River. That is so different than

what we have here. W have a worl d-class area that

still has wld fish and so many -- so nuch beauty and
maj esty here that -- the health of the fish --
there's. ..

Trees are gone in Long Island. And the whal es

were gone early with the whaling in Connecticut. W
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have issues here that are just conpletely 100 percent

ni ght -and-day different that really do have to be
carefully | ooked at here. Because we still have a very
precious |and wth values that should not be allowed to
have further cunul ati ve adverse inpacts to the fish

her e.

CHAI R BECKETT: And, M. Geef, appreciate if
you could try and wap up your comments.

MR, GREEF: Ckay.

CHAI R BECKETT: W had all owed sone extra
time for you last night. And appreciate you being here
toni ght but --

MR, GREEF: Well, I'"'mjust going to drop it
at that. But there are sone significant inpacts here
that have to be addressed, and | hope that the

determ nation of significance is made with this

pr oposal .
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
M5. GRANTHAM  Next speaker is Anber Carter.
M5. CARTER  Thank you.
M. Chairman and nenbers of the Council, ny nane

Is Anber Carter, spelled A-mb-e-r; Carter,
Ca-r-t-e-r. And I'mhere on behalf of the
Col unbi a R ver Steanship Operators Associ ati on.

We're here to express concerns regarding the
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proposed transm ssion line that involves multiple
crossings through the Colunbia River Federal Navigation
Channel. This critical waterway is essential to our
regi onal econony and to our nenbers who depend on its
uni nterrupted, safe, and efficient operation. Qur
menbers i nclude shi powners, operators, agents, |aunch
service, towi ng and bunkering, as well as facilities
and ports along the river system

The Col unbia R ver trade corridor is the |ifeblood
of our regional econony and facilitates the novenent of
over 51 mllion netric tons of cargo at a val ue of over
$25.3 billion in 2023 dollars and supports over 40, 000
| ocal jobs. Disruption to navigability of this
I nportant waterway could result in substantial economc
and operational consequences, especially for industries
reliant on this cost-effective transportation route.

Qur concerns include transfer -- transmssion |ine
depth and dredging, the lack of risk assessnent, and
mtigation planning. And we're also troubled by the
| ack of public engagenent with maritinme during the
proj ect planning stages.

We have submtted witten comments that expand on
these points further. But to conclude, we respectfully
ask that EFSEC require additional information in its

proj ect review on how Cascade Renewabl e Transm ssi on
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plans to mtigate these operational and safety
chal | enges. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

M5. GRANTHAM  Next speaker is Dave Berger.

MR BERGER Hi. M ear's plugged; so if I'm
too loud or too soft, let ne know Ckay?

CHAI R BECKETT: I'Il do.

MR. BERGER  Ckay.

So regarding this project, | worked with

engi neering students for a long tine. And we we're
doing a project in Africa on trying to provide safe
drinking water to villages in their -- in -- there are
people living in huts and thatched-roof houses. And so

my thinking was, "Ww, let's put in a treatnent
system" Because that was what | was taught to do.
But instead, ny students said, "Hey, let's change the
roof and get cleaner water off the roof, and whatever
treatment we do will be a lot better.”

So when | look at this and | think, "Oh, we're
going to take all this solar energy and put it in

East ern Washi ngton and Eastern Oregon and transport

scratches, and | go, "Wiy don't -- put the panels on
the roofs in Portland?"

So an alternative that should be | ooked at -- and

with a big power |ine underground to Portland," ny head
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| know EISs | ook at -- even a "no action"

alternative -- should be the action alternative of
putting in solar panels over panel -- Vancouver and
Portland if that's the intent, to get solar energy to
those people. And it mght create a hell of a | ot nore
jobs and be a lot, lot, lot, |lot cheaper. GCkay? So
that's one thought.

The other thought is -- is this really about
getting solar energy to people? O is it about getting
it to data centers and people -- you know, big
investors with Al? So that's sort of a question that
conmes in my m nd.

Now, having spent a lot of tinme working on river
wat er quality, another issue that cones up to ne is, of
course, re-entrainnent. And there's a lot of stuff
down in that river, and the river is different from
place to place. And there's a lot of toxics, and that
stuff needs to be | ooked at really closely. And on top
of that, we're having trenendous problens in the river
that are inpacting Native Anmerican fishernen with
algae. And with toxic algae now, all over -- [|'ve
sanpled for toxic algae in four places, and every pl ace
| sanmpled, |I found it.

So howis all this upheaval going to affect

nutrients and going to affect water quality in the
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future? And once you bring it up, it conmes down, and
it flows all the way -- flows all the way, all the way
to the ocean.

So all this stuff is going to happen in one pl ace.
It's a dynam c system You're affecting the |argest
break on the West Coast that -- to the Pacific Ccean
bet ween San Franci sco Bay and Puget Sound. So it's
really a critical thing to | ook at the ecosystemin a
very deep way. And | want to thank you for the tine.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

M5. GRANTHAM  Next person is Deana Chase.

CHAI R BECKETT: And | think --

M5. CHASE: It's really tall. Onh, now I
broke it. Can | just hold it? GCkay. |It's Deana.
It's just Deana. Deana Chase. Sinple. Sounds fancy
when you say it but...

So "Csiyo" and "Wado, gadugi." Wl cone to our
land. M concern is your |lack of Native people here.
You say that you're working with Native Tribes. It --
Corps of Engi neers, you know, they're a federal agency.
They -- they're not a sovereign nation. You have an
obligation to sovereign nations. There are four
Ri ver Treaty Tribes. There are several Tribes that are
historically recognized that you are obligated to work

wi th and not just consult -- they are the consultants.
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So that is ny concern. That there -- there are no
nati ve.

| don't know. Raise your hand if you're native.
s that -- are there any Native Tribes here? No.
Ckay. So -- and while I'ma Cherokee citizen, | do
work with and ally with a |ot of the Four R ver Treaty
Tribes here. [|'mappalled that there are no
representation of Native Tribes here. So that is ny
bi ggest concern.

These waters that you say -- they're sacred.
Water, air. You're -- you want to put this
transm ssion line through a sacred place. There's
not hi ng nore sacred than water. There's nothing nore
sacred than water. Water is |life. The air we breathe.
That doesn't just nean Tri bal people. That nmeans you.
That neans your famly. That neans your next
generations. W're tal king about all of our
gr anddaught ers and grandsons that wll have to live
with this. And we're already recovering fromtons of
envi ronnent al m shaps that have happened in the nane of
pr ogr ess.

| just think "'mgoing to stop there. Consult
your Tribes, your sovereign nations. The Arny Corps of
Engi neers is not a sovereign nation. They work for and

W th sovereign nations. You need Tribal |eadership
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here before you make another nove. | think that's
where 1'I 1 finish.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

M5. GRANTHAM Next | have is Mtch Patton.
Mtch Patton, | see that you're online. You're up
next .

Chair, would you like ne to nove on to the next

person?
MR, PATTON:. Can you hear ne?
M5. GRANTHAM  Yes, we can.
MR. PATTON: Yeah. M mc wasn't turning on.
Yeah. This is Mtch Patton. | just found out

today about this neeting and the other neetings that
were held; so it's kind of hard to put anything really,
basically, together other than the fact that getting
the information out to the public seens to be a big
failure at this point.

"' mon the RAB board at Bradford Island as well.
And that's one of our biggest failures that we have
there is getting the conmmunity involved or getting the
community the information that they need to know with
what's going on at that Superfund site. And now we
have this submarine line going in on the bottom of the
river. And it's inside the NSA. There's nultiple

things wong with this whole transmssion line that's
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wanting to go in the river. The bottom we know, is
contam nated. W' ve known that for years. And sending
a submarine |ine down to the bottomof that to disturb
it just seens |like really reckless and -- danger to ne
to do sonething |Iike that.

And | amgoing to submt witten public coment,

but | thought of -- at least get the tine to say that
we need to -- we, the public, need to know nore about
what's going on with this thing. It seens like it's

ki nd of com ng through pretty quickly with very little
public input being said onit. And, again, the Tribes
need to -- | nean, they have a lot to say about this,
and | think we need nore information fromthem

And the other thing that kind of popped into ny
m nd was -- we have sone representations -- |iKke,
Skamani a County has a representative. And | don't know
if Clark County does or Klickitat does, but I'm
wondering why those representatives maybe didn't nmake a
little nore effort in getting that information out to
the public that these neetings were going to be held.
So we kind of need to work on that as well. And that
kind of falls back onto the whole -- the whole thing of
getting information out to people just -- it's a
failure. Whatever you're doing is not worKking.

And |'m going to probably step aside right now
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wi th that because there's so nmany questions that are
unanswered. | guess the other thing is -- that |I fear
nostly is -- if we do the witten comment, which
basically sonetinmes goes to a dead-end street, sone of
the Council wll read it, but the rest of the public
can't read that public coment.

As our County comm ssioners did, they changed the
witten comment fromthe neeting packets to -- you have
to do a public records request now to receive any
witten public comment. And | really truly hope that
isn't the case with what you guys have going on here
because you can't nmke a public records request on
i nformation that you don't know is out there.

So hopefully you'll be transparent with the public
comments and let all the public see it. And |ike |
said, I will do ny witten public comment and hopefully
the rest of the public will be able to see it. So
t hank you for your tine.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

And given a process question, let ne -- as also
posted in the chat -- thank you, Ms. G antham-- the
comments do go to the public website. They are public
facing. So please know that when you submt them
both -- they'Il be out there. And if that gives you

any concern, then know that they wll be out there;
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so. ..
Ms. G ant hanf?

M5. GRANTHAM  Thank you, Chair. The next
person | have is Nat han Baker.

MR. BAKER: Good eveni ng, Chair Beckett and
menbers of the Council. [|'m Nathan Baker, senior staff
attorney with Friends of the Colunbia Gorge. And I
wi Il be focusing tonight on two procedural issues with
this hearing. These issues wll be famliar to you
because | brought them up each night. But this is a
separate hearing in a different county; so | nust raise
t hese i ssues agai n.

The first issue is that this hearing is prenmature.
The duty to conduct an informational public hearing is
triggered by, quote, "the receipt of an application for
site certification,"” end quote. That's RCWA. 50. 090,
subsection 1. EFSEC has not yet received an
application. It has only received a draft application,
and draft applications don't count.

Last night at the Skamani a County Land Use
Consi stency Hearing, the Applicant's attorney,
M. MMhan, conceded that the docunent submtted is
only a draft application. He then declined to explain
why they only submtted a draft application,
specifically whether they submtted a draft application
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by m stake or whether this was deliberate. Perhaps,
for exanple, if they were trying to obtain a specific
vesting date for |and use consi stency purposes.

| suppose | agree with M. MMahan -- the reason
or reasons why the Applicant submtted a nere draft
application don't matter. But | do find it a bit odd
that the Applicant is very deliberately w thhol ding an
expl anati on about why they have pursued this course of
conduct. At any rate, regardless of the notivation,
the legal result is the sane. EFSEC s required
procedures are not triggered and cannot be triggered by
draft applications.

Thus, this hearing tonight and all other hearings
this week are premature. |f and when an actual
non-draft application is submtted, that will trigger
the need to hold the hearings required by the plain
| anguage of the statute.

The second issue involves Council nenbership. For
tonight's hearings, the nenbership of the Council nust
I ncl ude a nenber appointed by Klickitat County.
Contrary to what the Applicant's attorney said at |ast
night's lIand use hearing, the Council plays no role in
t hat appointnment, and there is no discretion invol ved.
Rat her, the statute says that the Klickitat County

conmm ssioners quote, "shall appoint," end quote, a
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voting nmenber of the Council. And that person quote,
"shall sit with the Council,” end quote, for both

heari ngs toni ght.

During EFSEC s nonthly neeting earlier today,
EFSEC officials confirmed that Klickitat County has not
yet nmade an appointnent to that council. And for that
matter, neither has Cark County nor the cities of
North Bonneville and Stevenson. |In fact, it appears
t hat EFSEC has not even yet invited these | ocal
governnents about the need to make their appoi ntnents.
| nstead, EFSEC Staff have only stated these governnents
receive notifications about the hearings and about the
fact that the draft application was received. Holding
this hearing without the participation of a Council
nmenber appointed by Klickitat County violates this
statute.

In conclusion, if and when the Applicant submts a
non-draft final application, EFSEC wll then need to
schedul e i nformati onal public hearings in each of the
three counties, and the Klickitat County appointee to
the Council will need to sit with the Council for the
Klickitat County informational and | and use consi stency
public hearings. Thank you very mnuch.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
M5. GRANTHAM  The next speaker | have is
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Eric Wi ston.

MR, VWRI STON: Thank. You. And good eveni ng,

Council. M nanme is Eric Wiston. | aman attorney at
Crag Law Center. |'mhere representing
Col unbi a R verkeeper. | just want to quickly enphasize

t hat Col unbi a Ri verkeeper shares and adopts the
procedural issues that Friends of The Gorge has raised
tonight and in the prior informational neetings. Those
i ncl ude both the objection to starting this process on
the subm ssion of a draft application as opposed to a
conpl ete application like the statute requires as well
as the | ack of | ocal appointees to the Council in all

of these hearings.

And | want to elaborate just a little bit on the
draft application issue. Because it's not just sone
technical legal issue that we're raising. It's a real
problem The draft application that was submtted is
m ssing a renmarkabl e anount of the information that's
required to be in an application by Washi ngton
Adm ni strative Code Chapter 463-60.

For exanple, the applicant is supposed to include
detailed fish and wldlife and habitat surveys in the
application, but we don't have anything even resenbling
that for the in-river portions of this project. No

surveys, mapping, or description of the habitat
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characteristics of the parts of river that this project
will run through. Likew se, they're supposed to

I nclude detailed information on soils and topography.
But as the Applicant has admtted | ast night, soil
studies are sonething they are still planning on doing
but have not done yet.

The list goes on and on. And Riverkeeper will be
submtting a separate letter regarding all of the ways
that this application is inconplete. But the bottom
line here is that there are serious public process
i ssues with noving forward with the application at this
time. The public has a right to comment on an
application that is at |east substantially conplete.
The draft application that has been submtted is far
fromthat, and the draft application makes full
participation in this process inpossible.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

M5. CGRANTHAM  Chair, this concludes the |ist
of people that | have.

CHAI R BECKETT: Gkay. Thank you. And |
don't knowif we can dial ny mc dow or -- I'mgetting
a lot of feedback. So I'Il turn it on, but | don't
want to bl ow people's ears out here. Thank you.

Are there other nenbers of the public here who
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wi sh to speak? | see hand with white hat first, and
then -- and then, I'msorry, ma'am W'Il| take you
next. Again, please cone forward and. ..
MR WSHERD: Tom Wsherd, Wi-s-h-e-r-d.
|"'mw th Local 701, operating engineers --
(Reporter requests clarification.)
MR. WSHERD: -- just under 4,000 nenbers.
We're for this project. Wth the trades, we all have
the state-of-the-art facilities, and you'll get best of

the best. Thank you nuch.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

And if -- ma'am you're next. Wl cone.

M5. REUTER M/ nane is Kal ama Reuter.

[ive in White Sal mon, and | wanted to --

CHAI R BECKETT: Could you spell -

name, pl ease.

MS. REUTER K-a-l-a-ma, first nane; | ast

nanme, Reuter, R-e-u-t-e-r.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
M5. REUTER And | wanted to ask

| heard two depths that the cable would go.

heard 40 feet; it would be deep, deep. Then, when the

hydro "thi ngy majiggy" was doing its thing,
like it would be 10 to 15 feet deep. This

river. 10 or 15 feet of a plowed up area m ght not

- spell your

a question.

First |

it sounded

is a big
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stay covered. It's a noving -- this is a nmassive being
who' s noving, and | have concerns about that.

The other thing that | noticed, and I"'mnot -- |I'm
not -- | do take notes, but | can't get everything.
That it looked |ike there's an expedited way that you
can avoid an environnental inpact statenment. In ny

limted understandi ng of being at various hearings,

they're -- the scoping cones with the environnmental
inmpact. | don't -- I'mnot sure. But if you do the
expedited thing, you cut that out. It was sort of
there in the fine print over on the side. "No

envi ronnent al inpact statenent needed.”
So I have big concerns about that. Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you. And | do see a
coupl e other hands. Again, process question -- let ne
just quickly speak to it. The EFSEC presentation just
noted that that is one of the processes. Wi ch process
will be determ ned has not even renotely been deci ded,
I ncl uding, as was noted earlier, scoping is to cone and
things like that. So it does exist, but it doesn't
mean that that's what wll be used here; so...
Next hand. Please cone forward. Thank you.
M5. DECENT: Hi, |I'mJennifer Decent, and
that's D-e-c-e-n-t. |I'mwth LIUNA Local 335. W are
the | aborers, if you don't know what LIUNA stands for.
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For increased econom ¢ devel opnent and
opportunities, we need nore transm ssion |ines and
resilience. As |aborers, we live and work in these
communi ties; so we care about the environnental i npact
to our beautiful backyard. So when | read about the
process of burying the line having mninmal inpact to
the riverbed as it is buried in silt, which recovers
qui ckly, that seened to be an environnentally friendly
alternative to ne. As Washi ngtoni ans, we have very
hi gh standards. And | realize this is in the very
begi nning of the process; so | ook forward to the
followng -- this project and its process.

Thank you for your tine.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you. Any others in the
room toni ght who woul d speak? Please. And then I'l]|
make one next last call for the -- yeah, please cone
forward. | was just going to |let our online audi ence
know, if there's anyone el se who wi shes to speak, if
you' d pl ease raise your hand online. And then soon we
wi Il conclude this portion of the neeting and nove to
our | and use consistency. But please, thank you.

MR NI CHOLS: Thank you. |'m Rodger Nichols,
R-o-d-g-e-r Ni-c-h-o0-1-s.

And as a nenber working wth the Gol dendal e

licensed radio station, | was surprised the only way |

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

EFSEC CRT informational meetings

Transcript, - November 19, 2025 Page 59

found out about this was because | had a Google alert
set on ny Google. And that's how | found out about
this yesterday. | was able to get a little bit on the
radi o station today this afternoon, but it's kind of
|ate in the process. So if you're going to have
neetings that take place in a county, you want to have
all the nedia invol ved.

| also work with the CGol dendal e Sentinel. |
really appreciate -- |I'll be doing a story about this,
but I would be really appreciating if we had nore
notice on this, and I'mtaking notice of all the
coments as well this evening.

| also want to suggest that there's an agency
you' ve not tal ked about yet, and that's the
Col unbi a R ver Gorge Comm ssion. You have two sections
of the proposed |line that are not going to be in the
wat er that are going to be on the ground that are going
to disturb the ground. And they will -- and they are
in the National Scenic Area. At |east part of -- part
of the station near Big Eddy will not be inside
The Dalles city boundary -- and al so the | oop that goes
around the end that Skamania County will be on. And
the Colunbia R ver Gorge Comm ssion is a | and use
agency, and those approvals wll be needed as well. So

you m ght want to put that on your chart. Thank you.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you very nuch.
Any |l ast hands in the roon? GOkay. W wll
proceed. Any hands online? M. Gantham | don't see
any but -- okay.
Then | wll call this opening hearing to
conclusion at 7:12 p.m, and we wll nove into our |and

use consi stency heari ng.

(Proceedi ngs adjourned at 7:12 p.m)

* * %
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CERTI FI CATE OF SHORTHAND REPORTER

STATE OF OREGON )
) SS.
COUNTY OF MJULTNOVAH )
This is to certify that |, Stephanie C. Rhinehart,

a Washington Certified Court Reporter, Oregon Certified
Short hand Reporter, and Regi stered Professional Reporter
reported by stenographic neans the within and foregoing
proceedi ngs; that said proceedi ngs were taken before ne on
the date herein set forth and that | was authorized to and
did report said proceedi ngs.

| further certify that the foregoing transcript is
a full, true, and correct record of the proceedings to the
best of ny ability; that said proceedi ngs were taken by ne
stenographically and thereafter reduced to typewiting under
my supervision; and that I amneither a relative, enployee,
attorney or counsel of any of the parties this action and
have no financial interest in its outcone.

IN WTNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set ny hand
this 5th day of Decenber, 2025.

/ s/ St ephani e C. Rhinehart, RPR
Washi ngt on CCR No. 22013531
Expi res 05/ 26/ 2026

Oregon CSR No. 22-0014

Expi res 09/ 30/ 2028
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 1                    BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,

 2   November 19, 2025, at Mountain View Grange #98, 1085 North

 3   Main Avenue, White Salmon, Washington, and via

 4   videoconference, the following Public Informational Hearing

 5   of the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation

 6   Council was held at 5:32 p.m.:

 7

 8                              * * *

 9                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, good evening, everyone.

10        I'm Kurt Beckett.  I'm Chair of the Energy Facility

11        Site Evaluation Council, the Washington Energy Facility

12        Site Evaluation Council.  And let me get, I guess, my

13        other document here.  Sorry.  Busy day.

14             I'm going to call this meeting to order at

15        5:32 p.m.  And just a couple opening remarks, and then

16        we will officially further kind of gavel in and call

17        our roll for our EFSEC Council and do a few

18        introductions.

19             So again, welcome.  For those of you who are here

20        in person tonight, we certainly appreciate you joining

21        us and certainly appreciate those who are online, both

22        other Council and Staff members and, most importantly,

23        other members of the public.

24             We'll begin this evening with a public

25        informational meeting, as required by state law.  And
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 1   the purpose of this meeting is to provide an overview

 2   of both the EFSEC review process followed by a little

 3   deeper overview of the Cascade Renewable Transmission

 4   project.  We will then receive any public comments from

 5   both our in-room and online attendees on issues and

 6   questions that you believe should be included in the

 7   EFSEC project review.

 8        The second meeting, which will begin after,

 9   obviously, the first project informational meeting

10   ends.  And that is specifically about land use

11   consistency.  We will have Judge Russell Mikow joining

12   us for that portion, which we'll speak to more once we

13   get there.

14        And with that, let me further call this order --

15   to order -- and Ms. Grantham would please call the

16   EFSEC Council roll.

17             MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly, Chair.

18        Department of Commerce.

19             CHAIR BECKETT:  Will be absent tonight.

20             MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Ecology.

21             MR. NELSON:  Blake Nelson, present.

22             MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Fish and

23   Wildlife.

24             MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin.  Present and

25   participating virtually.
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 1             MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Natural

 2   Resources.

 3             MR. RYAN:  Maverick Ryan, present,

 4   participating virtually.

 5             MS. GRANTHAM:  Utilities and Transportation

 6   Commission.

 7             MR. RYBARIK:  Brian Rybarik, present and

 8   participating virtually.

 9             MS. GRANTHAM:  Assistant Attorney General

10   Jon Thompson.

11             MR. THOMPSON:  I'm present online.

12             MS. GRANTHAM:  Administrative Law

13   Judge Russell Mikow.

14             JUDGE MIKOW:  I'm present online.

15             MS. GRANTHAM:  For Council Staff here today,

16        Sonia Bumpus.

17             MS. BUMPUS:  I'm present online.

18             MS. GRANTHAM:  Ami Hafkemeyer.

19             MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.

20             MS. GRANTHAM:  Lance Caputo.

21             MR. CAPUTO:  Present.

22             MS. GRANTHAM:  Karl Holappa.

23             MR. HOLAPPA:  Present.

24             MS. GRANTHAM:  Maria Belkina.

25             MS. BELKINA:  Present.
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 1             MS. GRANTHAM:  And Lisa McLean.

 2             MS. McLEAN:  Online.

 3             MS. GRANTHAM:  And do we have anyone present

 4   for the Counsel for the Environment?

 5             MR. KOROL:  Yuriy Korol, present appearing

 6   online.

 7             MS. GRANTHAM:  Thank you.

 8        Chair, there is a quorum.

 9             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much.  Let me

10   next do a couple additional introductions.  And if I

11   could give our Counsel for the Environment a quick

12   heads-up that, when I'm done with a couple of these, I

13   would turn this back to you for a brief word on the

14   role of the Counsel for the Environment.

15        And first, let me recognize our colleague from

16   Oregon, Chris Clark, who's also with EFSC of Oregon,

17   which is housed within the Department of Energy within

18   that state.  One key distinction is Washington -- like,

19   with kind of two "vees" -- we have two Es, and Oregon

20   is the EFSC with one E.  So quick way to think about

21   that.  This is ultimately a joint project.  We're

22   focusing on the Washington side of these issues

23   tonight.

24        And with that, let me also ask if our Applicants

25   will go ahead and introduce their team, and then we'll
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 1   move to the EFSEC Staff and soon into presentation.

 2             MR. HOCKER:  Sure.  Thank you.  I'm

 3   Chris Hocker with the lead developer PowerBridge; my

 4   colleague, Susan Brown.  And there are a few others in

 5   the audience associated with the project who,

 6   hopefully, some of you have been talking to already.

 7   And, certainly, any questions like that that you might

 8   have, someone can answer.

 9             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Let me go ahead

10   and actually turn this back to our Counsel for the

11   Environment just so that we can make sure that everyone

12   understands the role of that -- well, that role for the

13   people of Washington.

14        Counsel?

15             MR. KOROL:  Hello, everyone.  My name is

16   Yuriy Korol.  I'm an Assistant Attorney General with

17   the Environment Protection Division.  I have been

18   appointed Counsel for the Environment -- for this

19   particular project.  And in my role, which is statutory

20   in nature, my job is to represent the public and its

21   interest in protecting the quality in the environment.

22   So in practice, that means I can submit comments.  I'm

23   also a party participant in any adjudications, should

24   there be any.

25        I will be looking at the environmental impacts of
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 1   this project on my own, but I also encourage public

 2   participation.  So if you feel like you have any

 3   information that I should be aware of or should

 4   consider, please feel free to send them my way.  My

 5   name and contact information is on the project-specific

 6   website, on the EFSEC website, and I can also drop them

 7   in the chat for this meeting.

 8        Yeah.  I think that pretty much covers it.  If you

 9   have any questions, please let me know.

10             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Counsel.

11        All right.  With that, let me turn this to our

12   EFSEC Staff, starting with our director, Sonia Bumpus,

13   for any opening remarks.  And then we'll move to our

14   PowerPoint overview of the EFSEC process.

15             MS. BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett -- sounding clear?

16             CHAIR BECKETT:  I think we've got you now.

17   But if it starts to fade, I might note to "douse" your

18   camera.  But we've got you so far.

19             MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Yeah.  Just let me know.

20   I think there's a lag.

21        So I just have to make a few remarks before we

22   begin the presentation by Staff.  My name is

23   Sonia Bumpus.  I am the executive director of the

24   Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council agency.  I want

25   to welcome you this evening and thank you -- it means a
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 1   lot to us.  We know everybody...

 2             CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, it is

 3   starting to fade out, perhaps.  It may be on our end.

 4   But why don't you try your camera, and then we'll see

 5   how that goes.  And otherwise, we can turn to

 6   Ms. Hafkemeyer.

 7        All right.  Let's pause on that.

 8        And, Ami, I'm going to start.  And if you want to

 9   supplement --

10             (Interruption in proceedings.)

11             CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, I think

12   we're going to toggle into the room here and see...

13             MS. BUMPUS:  Looks like it cut out.

14             CHAIR BECKETT:  The world -- the world we

15   live in.

16        All right, Director Bumpus, I'm going to turn here

17   to Ms. Hafkemeyer.

18        And I think, ultimately, what Director Bumpus was

19   trying to make sure and help convey is -- where we're

20   at in the process, which is certainly the beginning,

21   there are many aspects of things that need to happen on

22   the front-end, some of which are a work in progress and

23   many others still to come.

24        So with that, Ami, if I can pitch this to you.

25             MS. HAFKMEYER:  Of course, thank you.
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 1        So thank you for joining us this evening.  We're

 2   here, really, to introduce ourselves as an agency,

 3   introduce the project that is now in front of us along

 4   with the Applicant.  And what we'd like to do tonight

 5   is tell you a little bit about ourselves.  The

 6   Applicant will tell you a little bit about the project.

 7   And this is really the initiation of our process; so

 8   any comments that you have tonight will certainly

 9   inform our review.

10        We have a presentation to go over our process a

11   little bit, and we want you to raise any questions or

12   any initial thoughts that you have.  But I would like

13   to also make it known that because this is the

14   beginning, there's many opportunities for comment as we

15   proceed through the process and many opportunities to

16   engage with the Staff to ask any questions down the

17   line, give any feedback throughout the process.  And

18   so, hopefully, as the presentations come forward,

19   you'll learn a little bit more about the project and a

20   little bit more about our agency.

21        We encourage you to engage with the process.  We

22   have a project-specific mailing list.  And so if you'd

23   like to stay updated on project activity, we strongly

24   encourage you to sign up for that.  We also have

25   monthly Council meetings where project updates will be
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 1   given to the Council each month on what the current

 2   status of the project is.  So if this is something that

 3   you'd like to continue to be engaged in and would like

 4   to stay up to date on, please sign up for the mailing

 5   list, please join our monthly Council meetings.

 6        And I think that concludes my remarks.  I'll hand

 7   it over to our siting specialists, Maria Belkina and

 8   Lance Captuto.

 9             MS. BELKINA:  Thank you, Ami.

10        Welcome, everybody.  Thank you all for coming to

11   participate this evening.  My name is Maria Belkina.

12   I'm siting specialist for EFSEC, and I would like to

13   introduce my colleague, Lance Caputo.  We will be

14   giving a short presentation on the EFSEC process for

15   those who are unfamiliar with our agency.

16        A little bit of the history of the EFSEC agency.

17   EFSEC was created in 1970 for the siting of thermal

18   power plants.  The intent was to create a one-stop

19   permitting agency for large energy facilities.  EFSEC

20   is comprised of state and local government members who

21   review each application before voting to make a Council

22   recommendation to the governor.

23        If recommending approval, the package to the

24   governor includes a draft certification agreement, or

25   SCA, which defines all pre-construction, construction
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 1   and operation plans.  If approved by the Governor's

 2   Office, the decision preempts other state or local

 3   regulations.

 4        EFSEC is comprised of members from several

 5   different state-level agencies.  The chairperson's

 6   appointed by the governor, and there are standing

 7   members from five other agencies appointed by those

 8   agencies to sit on the Council.  There are additional

 9   agencies that may elect to appoint a Council member

10   during the review of a new application.

11        The local county shall also appoint a Council

12   member for the review -- a new application.  If a

13   proposal project is located at a port, the port may

14   appoint an non-voting member.

15        Multiple energy generation facilities fall under

16   EFSEC jurisdiction.  Some projects, such as thermal

17   power plants greater than 350 megawatts and nuclear

18   generation for the purpose of generating electricity,

19   are required to be sited through EFSEC.  While others

20   such as wind, solar, green hydrogen, storage, or clean

21   energy manufacturing can opt in at any size.

22   Transmission lines greater then 115 kilovolts can also

23   opt in while lines greater than 500 kilovolts

24   alternating current or 300 kilovolts direct current are

25   required.
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 1        Here is a map of the facilities that are certified

 2   or have applied for certification under EFSEC's

 3   jurisdiction.  You can see, marked in green, there are

 4   seven operating facilities including two natural gas

 5   facilities, one nuclear facility, two solar facilities,

 6   and two wind facilities.  The blue marks indicate the

 7   four additional facilities that are approved but are

 8   not yet constructed.  The clear circle -- the one

 9   facility in the process of decommissioning.  EFSEC is

10   currently reviewing seven projects marked by yellow,

11   including the Cascade Renewable Transmission.

12             MR. CAPUTO:  Don't be intimidated by this

13   flowchart.

14             MS. BELKINA:  Your mic...

15             MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you for reminding me.

16        Here's a flowchart showing the general process an

17   applicant will go through when they submit an

18   application to EFSEC.  There are yellow boxes on the

19   chart that indicate specific milestones in the process

20   where the Council and Staff seek public input.  You can

21   see that there are multiple processes that happen

22   concurrently when EFSEC is reviewing an application.

23        The permitting process outlined across the top row

24   involves identifying and preparing applicable

25   environmental permits, the land use and adjudicative
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 1   process running through the middle.  And the State

 2   Environmental Policy Act, or SEPA process, is shown

 3   along the bottom.

 4        All these processes ultimately feed into the

 5   Council's recommendation made to the governor where an

 6   adjudication is required following the Land Use

 7   Consistency Hearing, which will be later tonight.  An

 8   order is issued to commence proceeding and initiate

 9   intervention.  There are prehearing conferences through

10   which parties are granted intervention status and

11   issues are identified.  Adjudicative hearings are then

12   held.  After this, the Council looks at all the

13   information in the adjudication record and deliberates.

14        Finally, the Council develops an order

15   establishing their findings of fact and conclusions of

16   law from the information provided throughout these

17   proceedings.

18        For every project proposed, a SEPA review is

19   performed.  When a determination of significance and a

20   decision to prepare an environmental impact

21   statement -- or an EIS -- is made, public comments are

22   taken on the scope of the EIS.  After public comment

23   for scoping, the SEPA responsible official, which is

24   the agency director, determines the scope of the EIS.

25   A draft EIS is prepared and issued with a minimum
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 1   30-day public comment period, after which the final EIS

 2   is prepared and released.

 3        Following the conclusion of these separate avenues

 4   of application review, the Council develops its

 5   recommendation to the governor, tying together the

 6   information brought forth through the application

 7   review process.

 8        To be considered for expedited processing, an

 9   applicant must make the request in writing.  If the

10   project meets two criteria of land use consistency and

11   a mitigated determination of significant --

12   non-significance is issued, the Council can grant

13   expedited process review.  In this expedited process,

14   the adjudication step is not required, and an

15   environmental impact statement is not prepared.

16        Applications granted for expedited processing do

17   hold an additional public meeting prior to the

18   Council's recommendation to hear any conditions that

19   may be considered to impose on a project.  A condition

20   use -- which is a conditional use -- I'm sorry -- may

21   be considered to impose on the project a conditional

22   use process hearing.  The Council prepares a

23   recommendation to the governor an expedited time frame

24   under this process.

25        EFSEC is also the issuing agency for any
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 1   applicable state and local environmental permits a

 2   facility may require, including water quality and air

 3   quality permits as they may apply.

 4        The permits are identified in the final package

 5   with the Council's recommendation to the governor.  If

 6   an application is approved by the governor, EFSEC then

 7   has oversight of the environmental compliance for the

 8   life of the facility through decommissioning.  EFSEC

 9   has standing contracts with applicable state agencies

10   that assist in the monitoring and enforcement of

11   conditions, either in the Site Certification Agreement,

12   identified permits, the Environmental Impact Statement,

13   or the Mitigated Determination of Non-significance.

14        At the conclusion of the Council's review of an

15   application, a recommendation is made to the governor

16   to either approve or reject the application.  This

17   initiates a 60-day window within which the governor

18   will then either approve the application, reject the

19   application, or remand the application back to the

20   Council for reconsideration.  Any application that is

21   rejected by the governor is a final decision on that

22   application.

23        As previously mentioned, EFSEC oversees facilities

24   under its jurisdiction through decommission.

25   Decommissioning plans must be reviewed and approved by
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 1   the Council.  The project must also provide financial

 2   assurance for the decommissioning in the event that the

 3   project is no longer able to complete the process.

 4   Assuming the project decommissions while still under

 5   full control of the developer, these costs would be

 6   paid by the certificate holder directly.

 7             MS. BELKINA:  And, also, I would like to add

 8   our work is closely coordinated with the Oregon

 9   Department of Energy and the U.S. Army Corps of

10   Engineers, ensuring that both states and federal

11   agencies are aligned in the environmental and

12   permitting review.

13        That wraps up our presentation for this evening.

14   And before we end, I'd like to remind everyone how they

15   might submit comments for this proposal.

16        You may send in written comments by email to

17   comments@EFSEC.wa.gov; by postal mail to our office

18   at -- listed here -- 621 Woodland Square Loop,

19   P.O. Box 43172, Olympia, Washington 98504-3172; or by

20   phone at 360-664-1345.  When EFSEC is in an active

21   comment period associated with a specific milestone,

22   comment -- comments may also be submitted to our online

23   comment database -- https://comments.EFSEC.wa.gov.

24        All comments received regardless of timing or

25   method of delivery will be saved with the project
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 1   record and available to Council and Staff for review.

 2   Thank you.

 3             CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you both.

 4        So with that, we will -- as queued up -- to our

 5   Applicant's presentation, which we welcome.

 6        Mr. Hocker.

 7             MR. HOCKER:  Thanks for coming out.  Thank

 8   you to EFSEC.  And we'll try to make this as brief as

 9   we can.  Again, my --

10             CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Hocker, you might move

11   that mic just a little bit closer and --

12             MR. HOCKER:  Little bit?  Okay.  Is that

13   better?

14             (Interruption in proceedings.)

15             MR. HOCKER:  Are we all right?  Okay.

16             CHAIR BECKETT:  And, certainly, we appreciate

17   this is the focus of the evening; so we certainly want

18   to make sure you get out what you -- thank you.

19             MR. HOCKER:  So I'm Chris Hocker.  I'm with a

20   company called PowerBridge.  We're based in

21   Connecticut.  And PowerBridge has specialized in

22   submarine transmission projects on the East Coast.  We

23   developed, constructed, and currently operate two such

24   projects that are very comparable to the one we are

25   proposing tonight.
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 1        Before I go any further, I do want to acknowledge

 2   we're very well aware that this whole area of the

 3   Columbia River is the ancestral home of

 4   Indigenous Tribes.  We have been, over the last few

 5   years, reaching out and continue to reach out and

 6   engage with the Tribes.  And I just, you know, wanted

 7   to make sure that everyone knows that we're very, very

 8   well aware of the importance of the Columbia River and

 9   the surrounding area, not just to the Tribes but

10   everybody who lives here.

11        We might as well get started.  We're going to talk

12   about the situation currently and the need for the

13   project as we see it.  We're going to describe the

14   method of installation, what it does, how it works;

15   show you where it's going; and give sort of an overview

16   of the environmental reviews and the agency processes

17   that will determine whether this project goes forward

18   or not.

19        Next, we think it's important to understand, not

20   just from our perspective but from a regional

21   perspective, that there's a very significant constraint

22   on the current transmission system.  If you go way

23   further east, that system, which is primarily BPA, is

24   not so constrained.  But when you get to a point right

25   around here or right around The Dalles, that's when the
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 1   system becomes very much constrained to get it to

 2   basically where the people are, west of the Cascades.

 3   There's been any number of studies that indicate a

 4   tremendous additional need for the -- additional need

 5   for energy over the next five to ten years.

 6        In addition, as I'm sure you're aware, both states

 7   of Washington and Oregon passed clean energy laws.

 8   They differ slightly, but the impact is to ultimately

 9   require 100 percent clean energy in both states by,

10   depending on which state, 2040 or 2045.

11        So the dilemma is -- how do we move cleaner energy

12   from east of the Cascades when there's no transmission

13   available to support it?  Our project is designed to

14   help meet that constraint.  It is not the ultimate

15   solution to the problem, which is much larger than what

16   our project can provide.

17        So you can see on the screen basically what I just

18   said.  I mean, there's a number of factors pointing in

19   the direction of moving energy consumption in this

20   region to clean and renewable.  The transmission

21   constraints already exist between east of the Cascades

22   and the load centers along the western part, not just

23   Portland -- I'll get into that a little bit -- but all

24   the way up and down the, sort of, I-5 corridor up to

25   Seattle.  It's very challenging, as I'm sure you
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 1   recognize, to build new overhead transmission lines,

 2   particularly in an area as sensitive as the

 3   Columbia Gorge.

 4        So this next slide is not the easiest thing to

 5   intuitively understand.  And I'll try not to belabor

 6   it, but this is kind of a depiction of the way energy

 7   flows from east of the Cascades to the west.  And

 8   there's -- there are a lot of ongoing studies that

 9   indicate the kind of upgrades of the transmission

10   system that will be needed to actually complete the

11   process of un-constraining, un-bottlenecking the

12   transmission system.

13        Unfort- -- well, for better or for worse, the

14   transmission system is complex.  It's a system; it's

15   not just a point-to-point transmission line.  So all of

16   these, like the blue circles and the black and the

17   red -- these are all sort of proposed upgrades that

18   would be needed in order to facilitate the removal of

19   the constraints that exist.

20        Our project is the green line.  And the advantage

21   there is that it moves directly from east to the west

22   without necessitating all these other upgrades.  Now,

23   in my opinion, many of those other upgrades will

24   probably have to be done in order to meet the demand,

25   but ours can at least bypass having to do those

0023

 1   upgrades and help relieve the constraints, we think,

 2   earlier than the other upgrades can be done.

 3        So we're going to be talking about a solution

 4   that, in our opinion, helps meet the renewable energy

 5   goals, helps improve resiliency and safety.  Obviously,

 6   underwater transmission line does not carry the risk of

 7   wildfire or going down in bad weather and that kind of

 8   thing.  It helps the increasing load in the West, and

 9   won't interfere with river uses and other

10   infrastructure.

11        And can I go back to the -- to this confusing

12   slide here.  This helps answer the question "What does

13   this do for Washington?"  Because, clearly, we're

14   starting in The Dalles; we're ending in Portland.  So

15   this must be a strictly Oregon-beneficial project, and

16   we're just sort of asking you to let us pass through.

17   That's not the case.  And the reason is -- that I tried

18   to explain -- that the real aim is to get to this

19   north-south corridor and relieve the constraints so the

20   power can flow better north and south, including north

21   up to the load centers in Washington.

22        So our project is about 80 miles underwater and

23   about 20 miles on land.  It's hard to depict a

24   hundred-mile project in one slide, but this just shows

25   a map of where it is -- the green being the underwater
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 1   portion, the yellow being the on-land portion.  In

 2   Washington, there's really only one area where there's

 3   a land base effect, which is about a seven-mile bypass

 4   around the Bonneville Dam.

 5        And this is a slightly easier depiction of the

 6   route in Skamania County.  It lands in Stevenson.  It

 7   primarily uses State Route 14, buried underground.  I

 8   should emphasize that no portion of the transmission

 9   line itself will be visible.  It will go around the

10   Bonneville Dam, as you see, and reenter the river.  If

11   you can make out -- it's hard to see, but if you can

12   make out sort of a -- little purple bars, the way the

13   line is brought out of the river and back into the

14   river is with a construction technique that's very well

15   accepted called horizontal directional drilling, or

16   HDD.

17        So the entry and exit in and out of the river does

18   not involve trenching through shoreline or any of that.

19   In fact, the drill proceeds very, very deep from the

20   starting point into the river.  And when I say "very

21   deep," around 40 or 50 feet deep.  So there's no

22   interference with surface habitat or anything like

23   that.

24        Just to complete the picture, there are land

25   routes, both in The Dalles and in the Portland -- it's
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 1   called the Rivergate Industrial area.  So -- and,

 2   again, these -- the line will be buried primarily under

 3   public rights-of-way.  That does involve trenching

 4   about 4 feet in the road, very similar to what you

 5   would see up for an underground power line or a

 6   pipeline, waterline, any of that -- conventional

 7   construction techniques.

 8        So why underwater?  It's not just because we've

 9   done underwater.  It's because there are very few

10   constructible and feasible alternatives available.  And

11   we have looked at those.  And, in fact, the EFSEC

12   permit application, both in Washington and in Oregon,

13   as well as the Army Corps of Engineers permit

14   applications require a rigorous alternatives analysis.

15        But very briefly, there is no available path

16   through The Gorge for an overhead transmission line.

17   You would think, "Well, okay.  Can't you just bury it

18   all the way in, say, I-84?"  And the answer is no.  And

19   the reason for that is that that kind of linear

20   parallel utility is not allowed by either Oregon DOT or

21   the Federal Highway Administration.  And that's aside

22   from any constructibility issues, of which there are

23   many.

24        The same goes for many portions of State Route 14.

25   I'm sure we've all driven it.  I think we counted more
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 1   than 300 obstructions, obstacles, or very, very grave

 2   engineering challenges that make an entire route along

 3   State Route 14 not constructible, not feasible.  Now,

 4   the area we're in, which is just a few miles, is pretty

 5   clear.  We've been consulting with the Washington DOT.

 6   And so it can be done for short distances, but not for

 7   the length that we're talking about.

 8        Same for the railroad rights-of-way on either side

 9   of the river.  If you drive along 14 and look at that

10   railroad right-of-way, it's very, very narrow.  There

11   are bridges and constructions.  The point is -- we've

12   looked at this.  And in order to help meet the

13   transmission needs, resolve those constraints, and meet

14   the renewable energy goals, the river is the best

15   alternative.

16        So what is it, and how does it work?  This is the

17   cable.  This is, like, a mini-scale replication that's

18   about 6 inches in diameter.  It's actually a slice from

19   our Neptune Project that runs about 50 miles underwater

20   between New Jersey and New York.  As you can see from

21   the left-hand photo, it is bundled.  There's two of

22   these bundled together with a fiberoptic cable and --

23             MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, this is Ms. Grantham.

24   It's looking like our Internet might have crashed.  So

25   I might want to say -- want to pause and probably redo
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 1   this slide once we get it back up.

 2        Are we back up?  Okay.  Can you start back from

 3   the beginning of this slide, please.

 4             CHAIR BECKETT:  Which slide, just to...

 5             MR. HOCKER:  Yeah.  Which slide?

 6             MS. GRANTHAM:  The one that you're on right

 7   now.

 8             CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's make sure it's -- I'm

 9   sorry, Mr. Hocker.  Let's just make -- give this just

10   one minute here.  I see mine still...

11        And thank you, everyone, for your patience.  Due

12   to modern world of -- both forms at once; so...

13             THE REPORTER:  Chair, would you like to go

14   off the record?

15             CHAIR BECKETT:  I can't hear you.

16             (Reporter clarification.)

17             CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.

18             (Break from 6:08 p.m. to 6:22 p.m.)

19             CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Just for the quick

20   benefit of everyone in the room, part of the importance

21   of the online portion is to ensure that Council can

22   hear from you tonight too.  And, ultimately, in this

23   world -- Council members have been present.  Obviously,

24   we want the benefit of the full Council.

25        So thanks for your patience, and we will proceed
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 1   back with Mr. Hocker on the slide before us.  So thanks

 2   again, everyone, for your patience.

 3             MR. HOCKER:  All right.  Thank you.  We'll

 4   start on this slide.

 5        What you're seeing here -- first of all, at the

 6   table is the actual diameter of the cable that can

 7   carry 1,100 megawatts for 100 miles.  The cable really

 8   involves two cables that are bundled with a fiberoptic

 9   cable.  That's what is shown on the left-hand photo.

10        And as I've said, this is the type of project that

11   we have successfully developed and constructed.  The

12   photo on the left is actually from our Neptune Project

13   showing the cable bundle being paid off the end -- the

14   bottom -- not the bottom -- the back of a ship, a

15   barge, and into the water, which we'll show on the next

16   slide.

17        How does it work?  It does not involve mechanical

18   dredging.  It does not involve leaving a scar on the

19   river bottom.  What it does involve is a piece of

20   specialized machinery that is used in various places

21   around the world, which we have used, called a

22   Hydroplow or a jet plow.

23        The way it works is kind of depicted on the

24   right-hand figure.  A ship or barge proceeds slowly in

25   the direction that it's going up or down the river.
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 1   The cable is on a turntable.  You don't see it there,

 2   but it's a very massive turntable carrying miles of

 3   cable.  It is paid off the back of the vessel as it

 4   proceeds.  It is threaded through the Hydroplow, which

 5   is the white thing.  And at the bottom of the Hydroplow

 6   is a blade, very much like a plow blade except that it

 7   contains a number of high pressure water jets.  And the

 8   water jets create a trench about 2 feet wide by

 9   essentially emulsifying the sediment.

10        As the sediment rises within the trench, the cable

11   is simultaneously laid into the trench to the required

12   depth.  Now, in this case, we believe the required

13   depth -- and this is a requirement of the agencies,

14   such as the Corps of Engineers -- would be a minimum of

15   10 feet and maybe 15 feet below the sediment.  What

16   happens is that the sediment has risen up.  The cable

17   is laid down.  75, give or take, percent of the

18   sediment lays back down within the trench.

19        So it's a simultaneous process.  It moves very,

20   very slowly.  The blade is adjustable.  The water

21   pressure is adjustable.  The whole thing is being

22   monitored during installation in realtime to determine

23   where it is and how deep it is at any given point.

24        Again, it's a proven process.  We have used it

25   ourselves.  The photo on the left simply shows kind of
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 1   what it looks like.  And it doesn't look a whole a lot

 2   different from a work barge that you might see on the

 3   river right now with a work boat or two around it.  And

 4   as it moves slowly -- maximum maybe a mile and a half a

 5   day -- that's what you would see.  That's the only

 6   visible aspect of it.

 7        We talked about the interconnection points at

 8   Big Eddy and in Portland in the Rivergate Industrial

 9   area.  I had said that there was no visible part of the

10   transmission line.  The visible facilities are called

11   converter stations.  And that's a photo of one here.

12   They are very similar, clearly, to what you would see

13   at a substation.  Their purpose is to convert the

14   alternating current, or AC power, that comes in to

15   Big Eddy, convert it to direct current, or DC power, in

16   order to for it to be transported efficiently for a

17   long distance underwater.

18        It then goes to another converter station in

19   Portland where it is converted back from AC to DC

20   power -- I'm sorry -- DC to AC power.  This particular

21   station is in Downtown San Francisco.  There is a very

22   similar project that was not done by us called the

23   Trans Bay Cable that's been operating since about 2010.

24   It laid a high voltage cable, DC cable, under

25   San Francisco Bay.  And there are two converter
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 1   stations.  This one is in San Francisco.  The other one

 2   is very similar.  It's in a town called Pittsburgh in

 3   the East Bay.

 4        This is a complex project.  We know that.  It

 5   involves approvals from three major entities.  One of

 6   them is Washington EFSEC.  Another is Oregon EFSC.  And

 7   the other is the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, which

 8   has the control or approval process in waters of the

 9   United States.

10        So we are in the process of submitting

11   applications to all three entities.  We fully expect a

12   complete NEPA review.  Hopefully, the state SEPA review

13   and the NEPA review will be handled in a coordinated

14   process.  We need all these approvals.  We can't just

15   put the line in Skamania County and hope for the best.

16        So that's the -- as I said, it's a complex

17   approval process that is being undertaken here, and it

18   involves a great deal of environmental studies and

19   description, most of which was included in the

20   application that was submitted to State of Washington.

21   And we fully expect that there will be following

22   questions from EFSEC that we will answer.

23        We've been trying to encourage a highly

24   coordinated process.  And we think that's what it's

25   going to be.  We certainly hope so.  We also meet
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 1   interconnection agreements with the BPA and with

 2   Portland General since Portland General owns the

 3   western interconnection point, Harborton.

 4        And as I said, there's a number of studies that

 5   we've either completed or are underway that talk about

 6   things like biological assessments, endangered species,

 7   sediment transport, which is -- what happens to the

 8   portion of the sediment that has risen out of the

 9   trench?  How far does it go?  What sort of impacts does

10   it have?  Are there contaminants in it?  Virtually any

11   question you can think of is going to be asked and

12   answered.

13        We have conducted a geophysical survey of the

14   river bottom so that we have a pretty good idea of

15   where the cable can go and where it can't go.

16   Physically, there are a number of features of the river

17   that would make it difficult if not impossible to

18   employ a Hydroplow.  However, in the route that we have

19   selected, we believe it is constructible based on the

20   studies that we have done.

21        Just to mention -- several of the considerations

22   we have employed from the beginning are to stay away

23   from the shoreline because that's a historically

24   culturally sensitive area; to stay away from sensitive

25   habitat areas; to, as much as possible, stay away from
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 1   the navigation channel.  So -- and to stay away from

 2   physical constraints such as steep side slopes or rock

 3   formations or that kind of thing in the river.

 4        Where are we now?  Well, as you know, we have

 5   submitted our application to Washington.  We are in the

 6   process of submitting a comparable application to

 7   Oregon.  Actually, the Oregon application is pretty

 8   extensive, and it's being completed and submitted.  We

 9   have submitted -- there's actually -- when we talk

10   about an Army Corps permit, there's actually kind of a

11   series of permits that involve use of federal

12   facilities and -- as well as the environmental permit

13   called Section 404.  And part of that process includes

14   extensive consultation led by the Army Corps with the

15   federally recognized Native Tribes.

16        So the Army Corps is conducting that.  They have

17   to as the lead agency.  But as I said before, we are

18   taking steps to directly engage with the Indian Tribes

19   but with the full knowledge that at the end of the day,

20   the consultation process belongs to the Army Corps, not

21   us.

22        We do expect that there will be benefits to the

23   communities that we pass through.  We certainly know

24   from experience that construction and installation,

25   which should take about three and a half years, will
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 1   provide a great many construction jobs.  This is

 2   primarily for the converter stations but also in

 3   support of the in-water installation.

 4        And before I forget, the in-river installation

 5   will take place during the winter months, probably over

 6   two seasons within agency-specified work windows that

 7   are designed to allow that kind of construction.  And

 8   this applies to many kinds of in-water construction,

 9   not just us, to avoid spawning and migration periods

10   and that kind of thing.  So they're pretty narrow

11   windows.

12        We do expect that the communities that we

13   affect -- that we will be open to providing community

14   benefits.  We have in the past with our existing

15   projects.  That could be just amenities to the

16   community.  Could be property taxes for the on-land

17   cable.  It could take any number of forms.  And, you

18   know, we certainly don't believe that we can do this

19   without acknowledging any impacts that might take

20   place.

21        Similarly, we fully expect that there will be a

22   mitigation program, primarily associated with cultural

23   considerations in the river, and are engaging with the

24   Tribes, again, through the Corps or in partnership with

25   the Corps to flesh those out.
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 1        There's kind of a side benefit, which is that if

 2   in fact -- right now, significant renewable energy east

 3   of the Cascades, there's no point in building it

 4   because you can't get it to where the power's needed.

 5   So hopefully this project, along with others, will help

 6   open up that -- those pathways to go east to west and

 7   allow those planned and intended solar, wind, battery

 8   storage, that kind of project to go forward.  And, of

 9   course, those are all subject to their own permitting

10   requirements and all the rest of it.  But to the extent

11   they go forward, those will also provide community

12   benefits to those communities -- construction jobs,

13   that kind of thing.

14        So with that, it is a team that is helping to

15   develop this project.  PowerBridge is the lead

16   developer.  One of our partners is NextEra Energy,

17   which is a major utility and renewable energy provider

18   in the U.S.  It's publicly held.  We have some NextEra

19   folks here, and they're the ones that currently own and

20   operate the Trans Bay Cable under San Francisco Bay

21   that I talked about before.

22        So with that, I think I'll mention -- because some

23   of these -- you know what?  Let's go to the slide.

24   There we go.  Just to quickly describe our experience,

25   the Neptune Project was completed in 2007.  It provides
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 1   25 percent average of all the electricity used on

 2   Long Island.  So it's a very fair significant to --

 3   contributor to Long Island.  It runs about 24/7.  It

 4   runs probably 90 -- 95, 98 percent of the time and has

 5   run successfully for 18 years.

 6        The Hudson Project came a little later.  Completed

 7   in 2013; so it's only 12 years old.  And it links the

 8   power grids in New Jersey and New York.  It was

 9   installed in the Hudson River under a permitting

10   process that is very similar to what we're describing

11   here where you have both states, New York and

12   New Jersey, and the Army Corps of Engineers come

13   together in a coordinated fashion to go through the

14   studies and the requirements and finally issue

15   approvals.

16        So with that -- and I think I should mention I

17   checked that this slide presentation is available, I

18   believe -- and if it isn't, it will be -- online

19   through the EFSEC website.  So if I went through it too

20   fast, which I probably did, and you want to go look at

21   it again and then send questions to us, there's a

22   website, Cascade Renewable -- did I get that right?

23   Yeah -- cascaderenewable.com where there's a mechanism

24   that you can ask questions.  And please do.  We want to

25   be open.  We want to be transparent.  As I keep saying,
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 1   we've done this before and understand how important it

 2   is for people to understand what the process is, how it

 3   works, what the impacts are and are not.  And, you

 4   know, we want to, you know, provide whatever

 5   information we can to answer questions.

 6        And with that, thank you.

 7             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much,

 8   Mr. Hocker.  Appreciate that overview.  And trying to

 9   just get my camera on for folks when -- kind of going

10   to each next section for online audience.

11        So with this, we are going to move into public

12   comment.  And generally we operate on a

13   three-minutes-per-person basis, and we appreciate your

14   understanding and respect to that.  Certainly, we try

15   to make sure there's enough time for everybody.  And if

16   you have questions, you're welcome to submit them

17   including here tonight before the mic.  Know that this

18   isn't necessarily by design to be -- you know,

19   answering all those questions tonight.  If I think that

20   we have time and there's an ability to answer kind of,

21   you know, the quicker questions or just capture

22   opportunity in the moment, I certainly, as Chair,

23   support that.  Perhaps that's something we might

24   consider at the end after we've finished questions and

25   comments for the record.
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 1        Again, the purpose of this is to help inform what

 2   the EFSEC Staff as well as the Council -- who

 3   ultimately, you know, sits as a body and oversees what

 4   should go into a Site Certificate Agreement and whether

 5   or not there should be one; so that's not obviously a

 6   given.  But ultimately, your input tonight and

 7   throughout the process -- but this is the beginning.

 8   And so where you have questions or comments that should

 9   be considered throughout, that's why we're here tonight

10   for this portion.

11        The next portion that we'll speak to in a little

12   more detail, again, is specific to land use and how

13   that relates to land use here in Klickitat County and

14   other lands.  There will be a short presentation on the

15   specific slice of the project within this particular

16   county.

17        So with that context, Ms. Grantham will help me

18   call on these who have already signed up.  And if you

19   have not, you certainly are welcome to comment tonight.

20   If you want to sign up, I believe in the back there's

21   also a box for written comments in addition to the

22   other means, both online and email, phone, and mail,

23   et cetera.

24        And if -- once we get through the initial list,

25   you know, if you've changed your mind or a thought came
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 1   and you want to raise your hand, I'll certainly call on

 2   you.  When you come forward, if you'd just state your

 3   name clearly for the record.  But actually, if you

 4   do -- our staff, who ultimately maintain this record,

 5   please spell your name for them.  We'd certainly

 6   appreciate that.  And then we will start the clock

 7   after that introduction and spelling of your name.  So

 8   you'll have a full three minutes for your comments.

 9        With that, Ms. Grantham.

10             MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly, Chair.  The first

11   person I have signed up is Fred Greef.

12             MR. GREEF:  Thank you for this opportunity.

13   Did you say you want me to spell my name?

14             CHAIR BECKETT:  I think if you signed in,

15   you're probably okay.  But could you help us sort of --

16   someone could come forward and help with the mic if

17   need be.

18             MR. GREEF:  I might have turned it off.

19             CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, I think you're -- maybe

20   you just have to get a little closer.

21             MS. GRANTHAM:  And this is Ms. Grantham.  I

22   can confirm that we already have Fred's name spelling;

23   so we --

24             CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  So you can just

25   proceed.  You've pre-signed up; so you --
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 1             MR. GREEF:  So you have the spelling for my

 2   name?

 3             CHAIR BECKETT:  You do not -- just -- you may

 4   begin when you're ready there.

 5             MR. GREEF:  Okay.

 6        One thing I would like to say is that there was

 7   very little public notice of these meetings.  The --

 8   and there's very few people commenting because nobody

 9   knew about this and nobody's here, and that was the

10   same thing in Stevenson.  And it is a little curious to

11   me that there's no meetings in Oregon or Portland or --

12   anyway, I assume that this is going to be an EIS.

13   Can't imagine it wouldn't be with the significance of

14   this project.  But I do have a few suggestions for the

15   SEPA responsible official at EFSEC before they -- to be

16   sure that they make that determination.  And I think

17   I'll have a lot more input once the scoping starts

18   but...

19        There's -- so SEPA -- Washington State SEPA

20   Rule 197-11-0800 [sic] "Incomplete or unavailable

21   information," there's a whole lot of that associated

22   with this proposal.  And "agencies shall obtain" --

23   when there's "information on significant adverse

24   impacts essential to a reasoned choice among

25   alternatives is not" -- when that information is -- "is
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 1   not known and the costs are not exorbitant, agencies

 2   shall include the information in their environmental

 3   documents."

 4        Now, if the impacts are unknown and they don't

 5   choose to spend the money, then they have to assume

 6   worst-case possible impacts in those cases, and so the

 7   EIS definitely has to look at all the worst-case

 8   impacts.  But again, this may be more related to the

 9   scoping, which comes next, but that's a very important

10   part of SEPA analysis.  And you must -- so impacts that

11   are unknown but possibly very significant, those really

12   do have to be looked at as worst-case.

13        Another thing on the SEPA, on the threshold

14   determination of significance or non-significance --

15   significant -- so under SEPA, significant adverse

16   impacts in one location may not be the same as in

17   another location.  And PowerBridge talked about Neptune

18   and Hudson Projects in New York, in Long Island, in

19   New Jersey, Hudson River.  That is so different than

20   what we have here.  We have a world-class area that

21   still has wild fish and so many -- so much beauty and

22   majesty here that -- the health of the fish --

23   there's...

24        Trees are gone in Long Island.  And the whales

25   were gone early with the whaling in Connecticut.  We
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 1   have issues here that are just completely 100 percent

 2   night-and-day different that really do have to be

 3   carefully looked at here.  Because we still have a very

 4   precious land with values that should not be allowed to

 5   have further cumulative adverse impacts to the fish

 6   here.

 7             CHAIR BECKETT:  And, Mr. Greef, appreciate if

 8   you could try and wrap up your comments.

 9             MR. GREEF:  Okay.

10             CHAIR BECKETT:  We had allowed some extra

11   time for you last night.  And appreciate you being here

12   tonight but --

13             MR. GREEF:  Well, I'm just going to drop it

14   at that.  But there are some significant impacts here

15   that have to be addressed, and I hope that the

16   determination of significance is made with this

17   proposal.

18             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

19             MS. GRANTHAM:  Next speaker is Amber Carter.

20             MS. CARTER:  Thank you.

21        Mr. Chairman and members of the Council, my name

22   is Amber Carter, spelled A-m-b-e-r; Carter,

23   C-a-r-t-e-r.  And I'm here on behalf of the

24   Columbia River Steamship Operators Association.

25        We're here to express concerns regarding the
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 1   proposed transmission line that involves multiple

 2   crossings through the Columbia River Federal Navigation

 3   Channel.  This critical waterway is essential to our

 4   regional economy and to our members who depend on its

 5   uninterrupted, safe, and efficient operation.  Our

 6   members include shipowners, operators, agents, launch

 7   service, towing and bunkering, as well as facilities

 8   and ports along the river system.

 9        The Columbia River trade corridor is the lifeblood

10   of our regional economy and facilitates the movement of

11   over 51 million metric tons of cargo at a value of over

12   $25.3 billion in 2023 dollars and supports over 40,000

13   local jobs.  Disruption to navigability of this

14   important waterway could result in substantial economic

15   and operational consequences, especially for industries

16   reliant on this cost-effective transportation route.

17        Our concerns include transfer -- transmission line

18   depth and dredging, the lack of risk assessment, and

19   mitigation planning.  And we're also troubled by the

20   lack of public engagement with maritime during the

21   project planning stages.

22        We have submitted written comments that expand on

23   these points further.  But to conclude, we respectfully

24   ask that EFSEC require additional information in its

25   project review on how Cascade Renewable Transmission
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 1   plans to mitigate these operational and safety

 2   challenges.  Thank you.

 3             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

 4             MS. GRANTHAM:  Next speaker is Dave Berger.

 5             MR. BERGER:  Hi.  My ear's plugged; so if I'm

 6   too loud or too soft, let me know.  Okay?

 7             CHAIR BECKETT:  I'll do.

 8             MR. BERGER:  Okay.

 9        So regarding this project, I worked with

10   engineering students for a long time.  And we we're

11   doing a project in Africa on trying to provide safe

12   drinking water to villages in their -- in -- there are

13   people living in huts and thatched-roof houses.  And so

14   my thinking was, "Wow, let's put in a treatment

15   system."  Because that was what I was taught to do.

16   But instead, my students said, "Hey, let's change the

17   roof and get cleaner water off the roof, and whatever

18   treatment we do will be a lot better."

19        So when I look at this and I think, "Oh, we're

20   going to take all this solar energy and put it in

21   Eastern Washington and Eastern Oregon and transport

22   with a big power line underground to Portland," my head

23   scratches, and I go, "Why don't -- put the panels on

24   the roofs in Portland?"

25        So an alternative that should be looked at -- and

0045

 1   I know EISs look at -- even a "no action"

 2   alternative -- should be the action alternative of

 3   putting in solar panels over panel -- Vancouver and

 4   Portland if that's the intent, to get solar energy to

 5   those people.  And it might create a hell of a lot more

 6   jobs and be a lot, lot, lot, lot cheaper.  Okay?  So

 7   that's one thought.

 8        The other thought is -- is this really about

 9   getting solar energy to people?  Or is it about getting

10   it to data centers and people -- you know, big

11   investors with AI?  So that's sort of a question that

12   comes in my mind.

13        Now, having spent a lot of time working on river

14   water quality, another issue that comes up to me is, of

15   course, re-entrainment.  And there's a lot of stuff

16   down in that river, and the river is different from

17   place to place.  And there's a lot of toxics, and that

18   stuff needs to be looked at really closely.  And on top

19   of that, we're having tremendous problems in the river

20   that are impacting Native American fishermen with

21   algae.  And with toxic algae now, all over -- I've

22   sampled for toxic algae in four places, and every place

23   I sampled, I found it.

24        So how is all this upheaval going to affect

25   nutrients and going to affect water quality in the
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 1   future?  And once you bring it up, it comes down, and

 2   it flows all the way -- flows all the way, all the way

 3   to the ocean.

 4        So all this stuff is going to happen in one place.

 5   It's a dynamic system.  You're affecting the largest

 6   break on the West Coast that -- to the Pacific Ocean

 7   between San Francisco Bay and Puget Sound.  So it's

 8   really a critical thing to look at the ecosystem in a

 9   very deep way.  And I want to thank you for the time.

10             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

11             MS. GRANTHAM:  Next person is Deana Chase.

12             CHAIR BECKETT:  And I think --

13             MS. CHASE:  It's really tall.  Oh, now I

14   broke it.  Can I just hold it?  Okay.  It's Deana.

15   It's just Deana.  Deana Chase.  Simple.  Sounds fancy

16   when you say it but...

17        So "Osiyo" and "Wado, gadugi."  Welcome to our

18   land.  My concern is your lack of Native people here.

19   You say that you're working with Native Tribes.  It --

20   Corps of Engineers, you know, they're a federal agency.

21   They -- they're not a sovereign nation.  You have an

22   obligation to sovereign nations.  There are four

23   River Treaty Tribes.  There are several Tribes that are

24   historically recognized that you are obligated to work

25   with and not just consult -- they are the consultants.
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 1   So that is my concern.  That there -- there are no

 2   native.

 3        I don't know.  Raise your hand if you're native.

 4   Is that -- are there any Native Tribes here?  No.

 5   Okay.  So -- and while I'm a Cherokee citizen, I do

 6   work with and ally with a lot of the Four River Treaty

 7   Tribes here.  I'm appalled that there are no

 8   representation of Native Tribes here.  So that is my

 9   biggest concern.

10        These waters that you say -- they're sacred.

11   Water, air.  You're -- you want to put this

12   transmission line through a sacred place.  There's

13   nothing more sacred than water.  There's nothing more

14   sacred than water.  Water is life.  The air we breathe.

15   That doesn't just mean Tribal people.  That means you.

16   That means your family.  That means your next

17   generations.  We're talking about all of our

18   granddaughters and grandsons that will have to live

19   with this.  And we're already recovering from tons of

20   environmental mishaps that have happened in the name of

21   progress.

22        I just think I'm going to stop there.  Consult

23   your Tribes, your sovereign nations.  The Army Corps of

24   Engineers is not a sovereign nation.  They work for and

25   with sovereign nations.  You need Tribal leadership
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 1   here before you make another move.  I think that's

 2   where I'll finish.

 3             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

 4             MS. GRANTHAM:  Next I have is Mitch Patton.

 5   Mitch Patton, I see that you're online.  You're up

 6   next.

 7        Chair, would you like me to move on to the next

 8   person?

 9             MR. PATTON:  Can you hear me?

10             MS. GRANTHAM:  Yes, we can.

11             MR. PATTON:  Yeah.  My mic wasn't turning on.

12        Yeah.  This is Mitch Patton.  I just found out

13   today about this meeting and the other meetings that

14   were held; so it's kind of hard to put anything really,

15   basically, together other than the fact that getting

16   the information out to the public seems to be a big

17   failure at this point.

18        I'm on the RAB board at Bradford Island as well.

19   And that's one of our biggest failures that we have

20   there is getting the community involved or getting the

21   community the information that they need to know with

22   what's going on at that Superfund site.  And now we

23   have this submarine line going in on the bottom of the

24   river.  And it's inside the NSA.  There's multiple

25   things wrong with this whole transmission line that's
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 1   wanting to go in the river.  The bottom, we know, is

 2   contaminated.  We've known that for years.  And sending

 3   a submarine line down to the bottom of that to disturb

 4   it just seems like really reckless and -- danger to me

 5   to do something like that.

 6        And I am going to submit written public comment,

 7   but I thought of -- at least get the time to say that

 8   we need to -- we, the public, need to know more about

 9   what's going on with this thing.  It seems like it's

10   kind of coming through pretty quickly with very little

11   public input being said on it.  And, again, the Tribes

12   need to -- I mean, they have a lot to say about this,

13   and I think we need more information from them.

14        And the other thing that kind of popped into my

15   mind was -- we have some representations -- like,

16   Skamania County has a representative.  And I don't know

17   if Clark County does or Klickitat does, but I'm

18   wondering why those representatives maybe didn't make a

19   little more effort in getting that information out to

20   the public that these meetings were going to be held.

21   So we kind of need to work on that as well.  And that

22   kind of falls back onto the whole -- the whole thing of

23   getting information out to people just -- it's a

24   failure.  Whatever you're doing is not working.

25        And I'm going to probably step aside right now
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 1   with that because there's so many questions that are

 2   unanswered.  I guess the other thing is -- that I fear

 3   mostly is -- if we do the written comment, which

 4   basically sometimes goes to a dead-end street, some of

 5   the Council will read it, but the rest of the public

 6   can't read that public comment.

 7        As our County commissioners did, they changed the

 8   written comment from the meeting packets to -- you have

 9   to do a public records request now to receive any

10   written public comment.  And I really truly hope that

11   isn't the case with what you guys have going on here

12   because you can't make a public records request on

13   information that you don't know is out there.

14        So hopefully you'll be transparent with the public

15   comments and let all the public see it.  And like I

16   said, I will do my written public comment and hopefully

17   the rest of the public will be able to see it.  So

18   thank you for your time.

19             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

20        And given a process question, let me -- as also

21   posted in the chat -- thank you, Ms. Grantham -- the

22   comments do go to the public website.  They are public

23   facing.  So please know that when you submit them,

24   both -- they'll be out there.  And if that gives you

25   any concern, then know that they will be out there;
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 1   so...

 2        Ms. Grantham?

 3             MS. GRANTHAM:  Thank you, Chair.  The next

 4   person I have is Nathan Baker.

 5             MR. BAKER:  Good evening, Chair Beckett and

 6   members of the Council.  I'm Nathan Baker, senior staff

 7   attorney with Friends of the Columbia Gorge.  And I

 8   will be focusing tonight on two procedural issues with

 9   this hearing.  These issues will be familiar to you

10   because I brought them up each night.  But this is a

11   separate hearing in a different county; so I must raise

12   these issues again.

13        The first issue is that this hearing is premature.

14   The duty to conduct an informational public hearing is

15   triggered by, quote, "the receipt of an application for

16   site certification," end quote.  That's RCW A.50.090,

17   subsection 1.  EFSEC has not yet received an

18   application.  It has only received a draft application,

19   and draft applications don't count.

20        Last night at the Skamania County Land Use

21   Consistency Hearing, the Applicant's attorney,

22   Mr. McMahan, conceded that the document submitted is

23   only a draft application.  He then declined to explain

24   why they only submitted a draft application,

25   specifically whether they submitted a draft application
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 1   by mistake or whether this was deliberate.  Perhaps,

 2   for example, if they were trying to obtain a specific

 3   vesting date for land use consistency purposes.

 4        I suppose I agree with Mr. McMahan -- the reason

 5   or reasons why the Applicant submitted a mere draft

 6   application don't matter.  But I do find it a bit odd

 7   that the Applicant is very deliberately withholding an

 8   explanation about why they have pursued this course of

 9   conduct.  At any rate, regardless of the motivation,

10   the legal result is the same.  EFSEC's required

11   procedures are not triggered and cannot be triggered by

12   draft applications.

13        Thus, this hearing tonight and all other hearings

14   this week are premature.  If and when an actual

15   non-draft application is submitted, that will trigger

16   the need to hold the hearings required by the plain

17   language of the statute.

18        The second issue involves Council membership.  For

19   tonight's hearings, the membership of the Council must

20   include a member appointed by Klickitat County.

21   Contrary to what the Applicant's attorney said at last

22   night's land use hearing, the Council plays no role in

23   that appointment, and there is no discretion involved.

24   Rather, the statute says that the Klickitat County

25   commissioners quote, "shall appoint," end quote, a
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 1   voting member of the Council.  And that person quote,

 2   "shall sit with the Council," end quote, for both

 3   hearings tonight.

 4        During EFSEC's monthly meeting earlier today,

 5   EFSEC officials confirmed that Klickitat County has not

 6   yet made an appointment to that council.  And for that

 7   matter, neither has Clark County nor the cities of

 8   North Bonneville and Stevenson.  In fact, it appears

 9   that EFSEC has not even yet invited these local

10   governments about the need to make their appointments.

11   Instead, EFSEC Staff have only stated these governments

12   receive notifications about the hearings and about the

13   fact that the draft application was received.  Holding

14   this hearing without the participation of a Council

15   member appointed by Klickitat County violates this

16   statute.

17        In conclusion, if and when the Applicant submits a

18   non-draft final application, EFSEC will then need to

19   schedule informational public hearings in each of the

20   three counties, and the Klickitat County appointee to

21   the Council will need to sit with the Council for the

22   Klickitat County informational and land use consistency

23   public hearings.  Thank you very much.

24             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

25             MS. GRANTHAM:  The next speaker I have is
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 1   Eric Wriston.

 2             MR. WRISTON:  Thank.  You.  And good evening,

 3   Council.  My name is Eric Wriston.  I am an attorney at

 4   Crag Law Center.  I'm here representing

 5   Columbia Riverkeeper.  I just want to quickly emphasize

 6   that Columbia Riverkeeper shares and adopts the

 7   procedural issues that Friends of The Gorge has raised

 8   tonight and in the prior informational meetings.  Those

 9   include both the objection to starting this process on

10   the submission of a draft application as opposed to a

11   complete application like the statute requires as well

12   as the lack of local appointees to the Council in all

13   of these hearings.

14        And I want to elaborate just a little bit on the

15   draft application issue.  Because it's not just some

16   technical legal issue that we're raising.  It's a real

17   problem.  The draft application that was submitted is

18   missing a remarkable amount of the information that's

19   required to be in an application by Washington

20   Administrative Code Chapter 463-60.

21        For example, the applicant is supposed to include

22   detailed fish and wildlife and habitat surveys in the

23   application, but we don't have anything even resembling

24   that for the in-river portions of this project.  No

25   surveys, mapping, or description of the habitat
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 1   characteristics of the parts of river that this project

 2   will run through.  Likewise, they're supposed to

 3   include detailed information on soils and topography.

 4   But as the Applicant has admitted last night, soil

 5   studies are something they are still planning on doing

 6   but have not done yet.

 7        The list goes on and on.  And Riverkeeper will be

 8   submitting a separate letter regarding all of the ways

 9   that this application is incomplete.  But the bottom

10   line here is that there are serious public process

11   issues with moving forward with the application at this

12   time.  The public has a right to comment on an

13   application that is at least substantially complete.

14   The draft application that has been submitted is far

15   from that, and the draft application makes full

16   participation in this process impossible.

17        Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight.

18             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

19             MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, this concludes the list

20   of people that I have.

21             CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you.  And I

22   don't know if we can dial my mic down or -- I'm getting

23   a lot of feedback.  So I'll turn it on, but I don't

24   want to blow people's ears out here.  Thank you.

25        Are there other members of the public here who
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 1   wish to speak?  I see hand with white hat first, and

 2   then -- and then, I'm sorry, ma'am.  We'll take you

 3   next.  Again, please come forward and...

 4             MR. WISHERD:  Tom Wisherd, W-i-s-h-e-r-d.

 5   I'm with Local 701, operating engineers --

 6             (Reporter requests clarification.)

 7             MR. WISHERD:  -- just under 4,000 members.

 8   We're for this project.  With the trades, we all have

 9   the state-of-the-art facilities, and you'll get best of

10   the best.  Thank you much.

11             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

12        And if -- ma'am, you're next.  Welcome.

13             MS. REUTER:  My name is Kalama Reuter.  I

14   live in White Salmon, and I wanted to --

15             CHAIR BECKETT:  Could you spell -- spell your

16   name, please.

17             MS. REUTER:  K-a-l-a-m-a, first name; last

18   name, Reuter, R-e-u-t-e-r.

19             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

20             MS. REUTER:  And I wanted to ask a question.

21   I heard two depths that the cable would go.  First I

22   heard 40 feet; it would be deep, deep.  Then, when the

23   hydro "thingy majiggy" was doing its thing, it sounded

24   like it would be 10 to 15 feet deep.  This is a big

25   river.  10 or 15 feet of a plowed up area might not
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 1   stay covered.  It's a moving -- this is a massive being

 2   who's moving, and I have concerns about that.

 3        The other thing that I noticed, and I'm not -- I'm

 4   not -- I do take notes, but I can't get everything.

 5   That it looked like there's an expedited way that you

 6   can avoid an environmental impact statement.  In my

 7   limited understanding of being at various hearings,

 8   they're -- the scoping comes with the environmental

 9   impact.  I don't -- I'm not sure.  But if you do the

10   expedited thing, you cut that out.  It was sort of

11   there in the fine print over on the side.  "No

12   environmental impact statement needed."

13        So I have big concerns about that.  Thank you.

14             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  And I do see a

15   couple other hands.  Again, process question -- let me

16   just quickly speak to it.  The EFSEC presentation just

17   noted that that is one of the processes.  Which process

18   will be determined has not even remotely been decided,

19   including, as was noted earlier, scoping is to come and

20   things like that.  So it does exist, but it doesn't

21   mean that that's what will be used here; so...

22        Next hand.  Please come forward.  Thank you.

23             MS. DECENT:  Hi, I'm Jennifer Decent, and

24   that's D-e-c-e-n-t.  I'm with LIUNA Local 335.  We are

25   the laborers, if you don't know what LIUNA stands for.
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 1        For increased economic development and

 2   opportunities, we need more transmission lines and

 3   resilience.  As laborers, we live and work in these

 4   communities; so we care about the environmental impact

 5   to our beautiful backyard.  So when I read about the

 6   process of burying the line having minimal impact to

 7   the riverbed as it is buried in silt, which recovers

 8   quickly, that seemed to be an environmentally friendly

 9   alternative to me.  As Washingtonians, we have very

10   high standards.  And I realize this is in the very

11   beginning of the process; so I look forward to the

12   following -- this project and its process.

13        Thank you for your time.

14             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Any others in the

15   room tonight who would speak?  Please.  And then I'll

16   make one next last call for the -- yeah, please come

17   forward.  I was just going to let our online audience

18   know, if there's anyone else who wishes to speak, if

19   you'd please raise your hand online.  And then soon we

20   will conclude this portion of the meeting and move to

21   our land use consistency.  But please, thank you.

22             MR. NICHOLS:  Thank you.  I'm Rodger Nichols,

23   R-o-d-g-e-r N-i-c-h-o-l-s.

24        And as a member working with the Goldendale

25   licensed radio station, I was surprised the only way I
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 1   found out about this was because I had a Google alert

 2   set on my Google.  And that's how I found out about

 3   this yesterday.  I was able to get a little bit on the

 4   radio station today this afternoon, but it's kind of

 5   late in the process.  So if you're going to have

 6   meetings that take place in a county, you want to have

 7   all the media involved.

 8        I also work with the Goldendale Sentinel.  I

 9   really appreciate -- I'll be doing a story about this,

10   but I would be really appreciating if we had more

11   notice on this, and I'm taking notice of all the

12   comments as well this evening.

13        I also want to suggest that there's an agency

14   you've not talked about yet, and that's the

15   Columbia River Gorge Commission.  You have two sections

16   of the proposed line that are not going to be in the

17   water that are going to be on the ground that are going

18   to disturb the ground.  And they will -- and they are

19   in the National Scenic Area.  At least part of -- part

20   of the station near Big Eddy will not be inside

21   The Dalles city boundary -- and also the loop that goes

22   around the end that Skamania County will be on.  And

23   the Columbia River Gorge Commission is a land use

24   agency, and those approvals will be needed as well.  So

25   you might want to put that on your chart.  Thank you.
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 1             CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much.

 2        Any last hands in the room?  Okay.  We will

 3   proceed.  Any hands online?  Ms. Grantham, I don't see

 4   any but -- okay.

 5        Then I will call this opening hearing to

 6   conclusion at 7:12 p.m., and we will move into our land

 7   use consistency hearing.

 8          (Proceedings adjourned at 7:12 p.m.)

 9                         * * *
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		203						LN		8		6		false		           6        hopefully, some of you have been talking to already.				false

		204						LN		8		7		false		           7        And, certainly, any questions like that that you might				false

		205						LN		8		8		false		           8        have, someone can answer.				false

		206						LN		8		9		false		           9                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Let me go ahead				false

		207						LN		8		10		false		          10        and actually turn this back to our Counsel for the				false

		208						LN		8		11		false		          11        Environment just so that we can make sure that everyone				false

		209						LN		8		12		false		          12        understands the role of that -- well, that role for the				false

		210						LN		8		13		false		          13        people of Washington.				false

		211						LN		8		14		false		          14             Counsel?				false

		212						LN		8		15		false		          15                  MR. KOROL:  Hello, everyone.  My name is				false

		213						LN		8		16		false		          16        Yuriy Korol.  I'm an Assistant Attorney General with				false

		214						LN		8		17		false		          17        the Environment Protection Division.  I have been				false

		215						LN		8		18		false		          18        appointed Counsel for the Environment -- for this				false

		216						LN		8		19		false		          19        particular project.  And in my role, which is statutory				false

		217						LN		8		20		false		          20        in nature, my job is to represent the public and its				false

		218						LN		8		21		false		          21        interest in protecting the quality in the environment.				false

		219						LN		8		22		false		          22        So in practice, that means I can submit comments.  I'm				false

		220						LN		8		23		false		          23        also a party participant in any adjudications, should				false

		221						LN		8		24		false		          24        there be any.				false

		222						LN		8		25		false		          25             I will be looking at the environmental impacts of				false

		223						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		224						LN		9		1		false		           1        this project on my own, but I also encourage public				false

		225						LN		9		2		false		           2        participation.  So if you feel like you have any				false

		226						LN		9		3		false		           3        information that I should be aware of or should				false

		227						LN		9		4		false		           4        consider, please feel free to send them my way.  My				false

		228						LN		9		5		false		           5        name and contact information is on the project-specific				false

		229						LN		9		6		false		           6        website, on the EFSEC website, and I can also drop them				false

		230						LN		9		7		false		           7        in the chat for this meeting.				false

		231						LN		9		8		false		           8             Yeah.  I think that pretty much covers it.  If you				false

		232						LN		9		9		false		           9        have any questions, please let me know.				false

		233						LN		9		10		false		          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Counsel.				false

		234						LN		9		11		false		          11             All right.  With that, let me turn this to our				false

		235						LN		9		12		false		          12        EFSEC Staff, starting with our director, Sonia Bumpus,				false

		236						LN		9		13		false		          13        for any opening remarks.  And then we'll move to our				false

		237						LN		9		14		false		          14        PowerPoint overview of the EFSEC process.				false

		238						LN		9		15		false		          15                  MS. BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett -- sounding clear?				false

		239						LN		9		16		false		          16                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I think we've got you now.				false

		240						LN		9		17		false		          17        But if it starts to fade, I might note to "douse" your				false

		241						LN		9		18		false		          18        camera.  But we've got you so far.				false

		242						LN		9		19		false		          19                  MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Yeah.  Just let me know.				false

		243						LN		9		20		false		          20        I think there's a lag.				false

		244						LN		9		21		false		          21             So I just have to make a few remarks before we				false

		245						LN		9		22		false		          22        begin the presentation by Staff.  My name is				false

		246						LN		9		23		false		          23        Sonia Bumpus.  I am the executive director of the				false

		247						LN		9		24		false		          24        Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council agency.  I want				false

		248						LN		9		25		false		          25        to welcome you this evening and thank you -- it means a				false
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		250						LN		10		1		false		           1        lot to us.  We know everybody...				false

		251						LN		10		2		false		           2                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, it is				false

		252						LN		10		3		false		           3        starting to fade out, perhaps.  It may be on our end.				false

		253						LN		10		4		false		           4        But why don't you try your camera, and then we'll see				false

		254						LN		10		5		false		           5        how that goes.  And otherwise, we can turn to				false

		255						LN		10		6		false		           6        Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		256						LN		10		7		false		           7             All right.  Let's pause on that.				false

		257						LN		10		8		false		           8             And, Ami, I'm going to start.  And if you want to				false

		258						LN		10		9		false		           9        supplement --				false

		259						LN		10		10		false		          10                  (Interruption in proceedings.)				false

		260						LN		10		11		false		          11                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, I think				false

		261						LN		10		12		false		          12        we're going to toggle into the room here and see...				false

		262						LN		10		13		false		          13                  MS. BUMPUS:  Looks like it cut out.				false

		263						LN		10		14		false		          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  The world -- the world we				false

		264						LN		10		15		false		          15        live in.				false

		265						LN		10		16		false		          16             All right, Director Bumpus, I'm going to turn here				false

		266						LN		10		17		false		          17        to Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		267						LN		10		18		false		          18             And I think, ultimately, what Director Bumpus was				false

		268						LN		10		19		false		          19        trying to make sure and help convey is -- where we're				false

		269						LN		10		20		false		          20        at in the process, which is certainly the beginning,				false

		270						LN		10		21		false		          21        there are many aspects of things that need to happen on				false

		271						LN		10		22		false		          22        the front-end, some of which are a work in progress and				false

		272						LN		10		23		false		          23        many others still to come.				false

		273						LN		10		24		false		          24             So with that, Ami, if I can pitch this to you.				false

		274						LN		10		25		false		          25                  MS. HAFKMEYER:  Of course, thank you.				false
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		276						LN		11		1		false		           1             So thank you for joining us this evening.  We're				false

		277						LN		11		2		false		           2        here, really, to introduce ourselves as an agency,				false

		278						LN		11		3		false		           3        introduce the project that is now in front of us along				false

		279						LN		11		4		false		           4        with the Applicant.  And what we'd like to do tonight				false

		280						LN		11		5		false		           5        is tell you a little bit about ourselves.  The				false

		281						LN		11		6		false		           6        Applicant will tell you a little bit about the project.				false

		282						LN		11		7		false		           7        And this is really the initiation of our process; so				false

		283						LN		11		8		false		           8        any comments that you have tonight will certainly				false

		284						LN		11		9		false		           9        inform our review.				false

		285						LN		11		10		false		          10             We have a presentation to go over our process a				false

		286						LN		11		11		false		          11        little bit, and we want you to raise any questions or				false

		287						LN		11		12		false		          12        any initial thoughts that you have.  But I would like				false

		288						LN		11		13		false		          13        to also make it known that because this is the				false

		289						LN		11		14		false		          14        beginning, there's many opportunities for comment as we				false

		290						LN		11		15		false		          15        proceed through the process and many opportunities to				false

		291						LN		11		16		false		          16        engage with the Staff to ask any questions down the				false

		292						LN		11		17		false		          17        line, give any feedback throughout the process.  And				false

		293						LN		11		18		false		          18        so, hopefully, as the presentations come forward,				false

		294						LN		11		19		false		          19        you'll learn a little bit more about the project and a				false

		295						LN		11		20		false		          20        little bit more about our agency.				false

		296						LN		11		21		false		          21             We encourage you to engage with the process.  We				false

		297						LN		11		22		false		          22        have a project-specific mailing list.  And so if you'd				false

		298						LN		11		23		false		          23        like to stay updated on project activity, we strongly				false

		299						LN		11		24		false		          24        encourage you to sign up for that.  We also have				false

		300						LN		11		25		false		          25        monthly Council meetings where project updates will be				false
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		302						LN		12		1		false		           1        given to the Council each month on what the current				false

		303						LN		12		2		false		           2        status of the project is.  So if this is something that				false

		304						LN		12		3		false		           3        you'd like to continue to be engaged in and would like				false

		305						LN		12		4		false		           4        to stay up to date on, please sign up for the mailing				false

		306						LN		12		5		false		           5        list, please join our monthly Council meetings.				false

		307						LN		12		6		false		           6             And I think that concludes my remarks.  I'll hand				false

		308						LN		12		7		false		           7        it over to our siting specialists, Maria Belkina and				false

		309						LN		12		8		false		           8        Lance Captuto.				false

		310						LN		12		9		false		           9                  MS. BELKINA:  Thank you, Ami.				false

		311						LN		12		10		false		          10             Welcome, everybody.  Thank you all for coming to				false

		312						LN		12		11		false		          11        participate this evening.  My name is Maria Belkina.				false

		313						LN		12		12		false		          12        I'm siting specialist for EFSEC, and I would like to				false

		314						LN		12		13		false		          13        introduce my colleague, Lance Caputo.  We will be				false

		315						LN		12		14		false		          14        giving a short presentation on the EFSEC process for				false

		316						LN		12		15		false		          15        those who are unfamiliar with our agency.				false

		317						LN		12		16		false		          16             A little bit of the history of the EFSEC agency.				false

		318						LN		12		17		false		          17        EFSEC was created in 1970 for the siting of thermal				false

		319						LN		12		18		false		          18        power plants.  The intent was to create a one-stop				false

		320						LN		12		19		false		          19        permitting agency for large energy facilities.  EFSEC				false

		321						LN		12		20		false		          20        is comprised of state and local government members who				false

		322						LN		12		21		false		          21        review each application before voting to make a Council				false

		323						LN		12		22		false		          22        recommendation to the governor.				false

		324						LN		12		23		false		          23             If recommending approval, the package to the				false

		325						LN		12		24		false		          24        governor includes a draft certification agreement, or				false

		326						LN		12		25		false		          25        SCA, which defines all pre-construction, construction				false

		327						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		328						LN		13		1		false		           1        and operation plans.  If approved by the Governor's				false

		329						LN		13		2		false		           2        Office, the decision preempts other state or local				false

		330						LN		13		3		false		           3        regulations.				false

		331						LN		13		4		false		           4             EFSEC is comprised of members from several				false

		332						LN		13		5		false		           5        different state-level agencies.  The chairperson's				false

		333						LN		13		6		false		           6        appointed by the governor, and there are standing				false

		334						LN		13		7		false		           7        members from five other agencies appointed by those				false

		335						LN		13		8		false		           8        agencies to sit on the Council.  There are additional				false

		336						LN		13		9		false		           9        agencies that may elect to appoint a Council member				false

		337						LN		13		10		false		          10        during the review of a new application.				false

		338						LN		13		11		false		          11             The local county shall also appoint a Council				false

		339						LN		13		12		false		          12        member for the review -- a new application.  If a				false

		340						LN		13		13		false		          13        proposal project is located at a port, the port may				false

		341						LN		13		14		false		          14        appoint an non-voting member.				false

		342						LN		13		15		false		          15             Multiple energy generation facilities fall under				false

		343						LN		13		16		false		          16        EFSEC jurisdiction.  Some projects, such as thermal				false

		344						LN		13		17		false		          17        power plants greater than 350 megawatts and nuclear				false

		345						LN		13		18		false		          18        generation for the purpose of generating electricity,				false

		346						LN		13		19		false		          19        are required to be sited through EFSEC.  While others				false

		347						LN		13		20		false		          20        such as wind, solar, green hydrogen, storage, or clean				false

		348						LN		13		21		false		          21        energy manufacturing can opt in at any size.				false

		349						LN		13		22		false		          22        Transmission lines greater then 115 kilovolts can also				false

		350						LN		13		23		false		          23        opt in while lines greater than 500 kilovolts				false

		351						LN		13		24		false		          24        alternating current or 300 kilovolts direct current are				false

		352						LN		13		25		false		          25        required.				false
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		354						LN		14		1		false		           1             Here is a map of the facilities that are certified				false

		355						LN		14		2		false		           2        or have applied for certification under EFSEC's				false

		356						LN		14		3		false		           3        jurisdiction.  You can see, marked in green, there are				false

		357						LN		14		4		false		           4        seven operating facilities including two natural gas				false

		358						LN		14		5		false		           5        facilities, one nuclear facility, two solar facilities,				false

		359						LN		14		6		false		           6        and two wind facilities.  The blue marks indicate the				false

		360						LN		14		7		false		           7        four additional facilities that are approved but are				false

		361						LN		14		8		false		           8        not yet constructed.  The clear circle -- the one				false

		362						LN		14		9		false		           9        facility in the process of decommissioning.  EFSEC is				false

		363						LN		14		10		false		          10        currently reviewing seven projects marked by yellow,				false

		364						LN		14		11		false		          11        including the Cascade Renewable Transmission.				false

		365						LN		14		12		false		          12                  MR. CAPUTO:  Don't be intimidated by this				false

		366						LN		14		13		false		          13        flowchart.				false

		367						LN		14		14		false		          14                  MS. BELKINA:  Your mic...				false

		368						LN		14		15		false		          15                  MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you for reminding me.				false

		369						LN		14		16		false		          16             Here's a flowchart showing the general process an				false

		370						LN		14		17		false		          17        applicant will go through when they submit an				false

		371						LN		14		18		false		          18        application to EFSEC.  There are yellow boxes on the				false

		372						LN		14		19		false		          19        chart that indicate specific milestones in the process				false

		373						LN		14		20		false		          20        where the Council and Staff seek public input.  You can				false

		374						LN		14		21		false		          21        see that there are multiple processes that happen				false

		375						LN		14		22		false		          22        concurrently when EFSEC is reviewing an application.				false

		376						LN		14		23		false		          23             The permitting process outlined across the top row				false

		377						LN		14		24		false		          24        involves identifying and preparing applicable				false

		378						LN		14		25		false		          25        environmental permits, the land use and adjudicative				false

		379						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		380						LN		15		1		false		           1        process running through the middle.  And the State				false

		381						LN		15		2		false		           2        Environmental Policy Act, or SEPA process, is shown				false

		382						LN		15		3		false		           3        along the bottom.				false

		383						LN		15		4		false		           4             All these processes ultimately feed into the				false

		384						LN		15		5		false		           5        Council's recommendation made to the governor where an				false

		385						LN		15		6		false		           6        adjudication is required following the Land Use				false

		386						LN		15		7		false		           7        Consistency Hearing, which will be later tonight.  An				false

		387						LN		15		8		false		           8        order is issued to commence proceeding and initiate				false

		388						LN		15		9		false		           9        intervention.  There are prehearing conferences through				false

		389						LN		15		10		false		          10        which parties are granted intervention status and				false

		390						LN		15		11		false		          11        issues are identified.  Adjudicative hearings are then				false

		391						LN		15		12		false		          12        held.  After this, the Council looks at all the				false

		392						LN		15		13		false		          13        information in the adjudication record and deliberates.				false

		393						LN		15		14		false		          14             Finally, the Council develops an order				false

		394						LN		15		15		false		          15        establishing their findings of fact and conclusions of				false

		395						LN		15		16		false		          16        law from the information provided throughout these				false

		396						LN		15		17		false		          17        proceedings.				false

		397						LN		15		18		false		          18             For every project proposed, a SEPA review is				false

		398						LN		15		19		false		          19        performed.  When a determination of significance and a				false

		399						LN		15		20		false		          20        decision to prepare an environmental impact				false

		400						LN		15		21		false		          21        statement -- or an EIS -- is made, public comments are				false

		401						LN		15		22		false		          22        taken on the scope of the EIS.  After public comment				false

		402						LN		15		23		false		          23        for scoping, the SEPA responsible official, which is				false

		403						LN		15		24		false		          24        the agency director, determines the scope of the EIS.				false

		404						LN		15		25		false		          25        A draft EIS is prepared and issued with a minimum				false
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		406						LN		16		1		false		           1        30-day public comment period, after which the final EIS				false

		407						LN		16		2		false		           2        is prepared and released.				false

		408						LN		16		3		false		           3             Following the conclusion of these separate avenues				false

		409						LN		16		4		false		           4        of application review, the Council develops its				false

		410						LN		16		5		false		           5        recommendation to the governor, tying together the				false

		411						LN		16		6		false		           6        information brought forth through the application				false

		412						LN		16		7		false		           7        review process.				false

		413						LN		16		8		false		           8             To be considered for expedited processing, an				false

		414						LN		16		9		false		           9        applicant must make the request in writing.  If the				false

		415						LN		16		10		false		          10        project meets two criteria of land use consistency and				false

		416						LN		16		11		false		          11        a mitigated determination of significant --				false

		417						LN		16		12		false		          12        non-significance is issued, the Council can grant				false

		418						LN		16		13		false		          13        expedited process review.  In this expedited process,				false

		419						LN		16		14		false		          14        the adjudication step is not required, and an				false

		420						LN		16		15		false		          15        environmental impact statement is not prepared.				false

		421						LN		16		16		false		          16             Applications granted for expedited processing do				false

		422						LN		16		17		false		          17        hold an additional public meeting prior to the				false

		423						LN		16		18		false		          18        Council's recommendation to hear any conditions that				false

		424						LN		16		19		false		          19        may be considered to impose on a project.  A condition				false

		425						LN		16		20		false		          20        use -- which is a conditional use -- I'm sorry -- may				false

		426						LN		16		21		false		          21        be considered to impose on the project a conditional				false

		427						LN		16		22		false		          22        use process hearing.  The Council prepares a				false

		428						LN		16		23		false		          23        recommendation to the governor an expedited time frame				false
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		430						LN		16		25		false		          25             EFSEC is also the issuing agency for any				false
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		432						LN		17		1		false		           1        applicable state and local environmental permits a				false

		433						LN		17		2		false		           2        facility may require, including water quality and air				false

		434						LN		17		3		false		           3        quality permits as they may apply.				false

		435						LN		17		4		false		           4             The permits are identified in the final package				false

		436						LN		17		5		false		           5        with the Council's recommendation to the governor.  If				false

		437						LN		17		6		false		           6        an application is approved by the governor, EFSEC then				false

		438						LN		17		7		false		           7        has oversight of the environmental compliance for the				false

		439						LN		17		8		false		           8        life of the facility through decommissioning.  EFSEC				false

		440						LN		17		9		false		           9        has standing contracts with applicable state agencies				false

		441						LN		17		10		false		          10        that assist in the monitoring and enforcement of				false
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		443						LN		17		12		false		          12        identified permits, the Environmental Impact Statement,				false
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		445						LN		17		14		false		          14             At the conclusion of the Council's review of an				false

		446						LN		17		15		false		          15        application, a recommendation is made to the governor				false

		447						LN		17		16		false		          16        to either approve or reject the application.  This				false

		448						LN		17		17		false		          17        initiates a 60-day window within which the governor				false

		449						LN		17		18		false		          18        will then either approve the application, reject the				false

		450						LN		17		19		false		          19        application, or remand the application back to the				false

		451						LN		17		20		false		          20        Council for reconsideration.  Any application that is				false

		452						LN		17		21		false		          21        rejected by the governor is a final decision on that				false

		453						LN		17		22		false		          22        application.				false

		454						LN		17		23		false		          23             As previously mentioned, EFSEC oversees facilities				false

		455						LN		17		24		false		          24        under its jurisdiction through decommission.				false

		456						LN		17		25		false		          25        Decommissioning plans must be reviewed and approved by				false

		457						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		458						LN		18		1		false		           1        the Council.  The project must also provide financial				false

		459						LN		18		2		false		           2        assurance for the decommissioning in the event that the				false

		460						LN		18		3		false		           3        project is no longer able to complete the process.				false

		461						LN		18		4		false		           4        Assuming the project decommissions while still under				false

		462						LN		18		5		false		           5        full control of the developer, these costs would be				false

		463						LN		18		6		false		           6        paid by the certificate holder directly.				false

		464						LN		18		7		false		           7                  MS. BELKINA:  And, also, I would like to add				false

		465						LN		18		8		false		           8        our work is closely coordinated with the Oregon				false

		466						LN		18		9		false		           9        Department of Energy and the U.S. Army Corps of				false

		467						LN		18		10		false		          10        Engineers, ensuring that both states and federal				false

		468						LN		18		11		false		          11        agencies are aligned in the environmental and				false

		469						LN		18		12		false		          12        permitting review.				false

		470						LN		18		13		false		          13             That wraps up our presentation for this evening.				false

		471						LN		18		14		false		          14        And before we end, I'd like to remind everyone how they				false

		472						LN		18		15		false		          15        might submit comments for this proposal.				false

		473						LN		18		16		false		          16             You may send in written comments by email to				false

		474						LN		18		17		false		          17        comments@EFSEC.wa.gov; by postal mail to our office				false

		475						LN		18		18		false		          18        at -- listed here -- 621 Woodland Square Loop,				false

		476						LN		18		19		false		          19        P.O. Box 43172, Olympia, Washington 98504-3172; or by				false

		477						LN		18		20		false		          20        phone at 360-664-1345.  When EFSEC is in an active				false

		478						LN		18		21		false		          21        comment period associated with a specific milestone,				false

		479						LN		18		22		false		          22        comment -- comments may also be submitted to our online				false

		480						LN		18		23		false		          23        comment database -- https://comments.EFSEC.wa.gov.				false

		481						LN		18		24		false		          24             All comments received regardless of timing or				false

		482						LN		18		25		false		          25        method of delivery will be saved with the project				false

		483						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		484						LN		19		1		false		           1        record and available to Council and Staff for review.				false

		485						LN		19		2		false		           2        Thank you.				false

		486						LN		19		3		false		           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you both.				false

		487						LN		19		4		false		           4             So with that, we will -- as queued up -- to our				false

		488						LN		19		5		false		           5        Applicant's presentation, which we welcome.				false

		489						LN		19		6		false		           6             Mr. Hocker.				false

		490						LN		19		7		false		           7                  MR. HOCKER:  Thanks for coming out.  Thank				false

		491						LN		19		8		false		           8        you to EFSEC.  And we'll try to make this as brief as				false

		492						LN		19		9		false		           9        we can.  Again, my --				false

		493						LN		19		10		false		          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Hocker, you might move				false

		494						LN		19		11		false		          11        that mic just a little bit closer and --				false

		495						LN		19		12		false		          12                  MR. HOCKER:  Little bit?  Okay.  Is that				false

		496						LN		19		13		false		          13        better?				false

		497						LN		19		14		false		          14                  (Interruption in proceedings.)				false

		498						LN		19		15		false		          15                  MR. HOCKER:  Are we all right?  Okay.				false

		499						LN		19		16		false		          16                  CHAIR BECKETT:  And, certainly, we appreciate				false

		500						LN		19		17		false		          17        this is the focus of the evening; so we certainly want				false

		501						LN		19		18		false		          18        to make sure you get out what you -- thank you.				false

		502						LN		19		19		false		          19                  MR. HOCKER:  So I'm Chris Hocker.  I'm with a				false

		503						LN		19		20		false		          20        company called PowerBridge.  We're based in				false

		504						LN		19		21		false		          21        Connecticut.  And PowerBridge has specialized in				false

		505						LN		19		22		false		          22        submarine transmission projects on the East Coast.  We				false

		506						LN		19		23		false		          23        developed, constructed, and currently operate two such				false

		507						LN		19		24		false		          24        projects that are very comparable to the one we are				false

		508						LN		19		25		false		          25        proposing tonight.				false

		509						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		510						LN		20		1		false		           1             Before I go any further, I do want to acknowledge				false

		511						LN		20		2		false		           2        we're very well aware that this whole area of the				false

		512						LN		20		3		false		           3        Columbia River is the ancestral home of				false

		513						LN		20		4		false		           4        Indigenous Tribes.  We have been, over the last few				false

		514						LN		20		5		false		           5        years, reaching out and continue to reach out and				false

		515						LN		20		6		false		           6        engage with the Tribes.  And I just, you know, wanted				false

		516						LN		20		7		false		           7        to make sure that everyone knows that we're very, very				false

		517						LN		20		8		false		           8        well aware of the importance of the Columbia River and				false

		518						LN		20		9		false		           9        the surrounding area, not just to the Tribes but				false

		519						LN		20		10		false		          10        everybody who lives here.				false

		520						LN		20		11		false		          11             We might as well get started.  We're going to talk				false

		521						LN		20		12		false		          12        about the situation currently and the need for the				false

		522						LN		20		13		false		          13        project as we see it.  We're going to describe the				false

		523						LN		20		14		false		          14        method of installation, what it does, how it works;				false

		524						LN		20		15		false		          15        show you where it's going; and give sort of an overview				false

		525						LN		20		16		false		          16        of the environmental reviews and the agency processes				false

		526						LN		20		17		false		          17        that will determine whether this project goes forward				false

		527						LN		20		18		false		          18        or not.				false

		528						LN		20		19		false		          19             Next, we think it's important to understand, not				false

		529						LN		20		20		false		          20        just from our perspective but from a regional				false

		530						LN		20		21		false		          21        perspective, that there's a very significant constraint				false

		531						LN		20		22		false		          22        on the current transmission system.  If you go way				false

		532						LN		20		23		false		          23        further east, that system, which is primarily BPA, is				false

		533						LN		20		24		false		          24        not so constrained.  But when you get to a point right				false

		534						LN		20		25		false		          25        around here or right around The Dalles, that's when the				false

		535						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		536						LN		21		1		false		           1        system becomes very much constrained to get it to				false

		537						LN		21		2		false		           2        basically where the people are, west of the Cascades.				false

		538						LN		21		3		false		           3        There's been any number of studies that indicate a				false

		539						LN		21		4		false		           4        tremendous additional need for the -- additional need				false

		540						LN		21		5		false		           5        for energy over the next five to ten years.				false

		541						LN		21		6		false		           6             In addition, as I'm sure you're aware, both states				false

		542						LN		21		7		false		           7        of Washington and Oregon passed clean energy laws.				false

		543						LN		21		8		false		           8        They differ slightly, but the impact is to ultimately				false

		544						LN		21		9		false		           9        require 100 percent clean energy in both states by,				false

		545						LN		21		10		false		          10        depending on which state, 2040 or 2045.				false

		546						LN		21		11		false		          11             So the dilemma is -- how do we move cleaner energy				false

		547						LN		21		12		false		          12        from east of the Cascades when there's no transmission				false

		548						LN		21		13		false		          13        available to support it?  Our project is designed to				false

		549						LN		21		14		false		          14        help meet that constraint.  It is not the ultimate				false

		550						LN		21		15		false		          15        solution to the problem, which is much larger than what				false

		551						LN		21		16		false		          16        our project can provide.				false

		552						LN		21		17		false		          17             So you can see on the screen basically what I just				false

		553						LN		21		18		false		          18        said.  I mean, there's a number of factors pointing in				false

		554						LN		21		19		false		          19        the direction of moving energy consumption in this				false

		555						LN		21		20		false		          20        region to clean and renewable.  The transmission				false

		556						LN		21		21		false		          21        constraints already exist between east of the Cascades				false

		557						LN		21		22		false		          22        and the load centers along the western part, not just				false

		558						LN		21		23		false		          23        Portland -- I'll get into that a little bit -- but all				false

		559						LN		21		24		false		          24        the way up and down the, sort of, I-5 corridor up to				false

		560						LN		21		25		false		          25        Seattle.  It's very challenging, as I'm sure you				false

		561						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		562						LN		22		1		false		           1        recognize, to build new overhead transmission lines,				false

		563						LN		22		2		false		           2        particularly in an area as sensitive as the				false

		564						LN		22		3		false		           3        Columbia Gorge.				false

		565						LN		22		4		false		           4             So this next slide is not the easiest thing to				false

		566						LN		22		5		false		           5        intuitively understand.  And I'll try not to belabor				false

		567						LN		22		6		false		           6        it, but this is kind of a depiction of the way energy				false

		568						LN		22		7		false		           7        flows from east of the Cascades to the west.  And				false

		569						LN		22		8		false		           8        there's -- there are a lot of ongoing studies that				false

		570						LN		22		9		false		           9        indicate the kind of upgrades of the transmission				false

		571						LN		22		10		false		          10        system that will be needed to actually complete the				false

		572						LN		22		11		false		          11        process of un-constraining, un-bottlenecking the				false

		573						LN		22		12		false		          12        transmission system.				false

		574						LN		22		13		false		          13             Unfort- -- well, for better or for worse, the				false

		575						LN		22		14		false		          14        transmission system is complex.  It's a system; it's				false

		576						LN		22		15		false		          15        not just a point-to-point transmission line.  So all of				false

		577						LN		22		16		false		          16        these, like the blue circles and the black and the				false

		578						LN		22		17		false		          17        red -- these are all sort of proposed upgrades that				false

		579						LN		22		18		false		          18        would be needed in order to facilitate the removal of				false

		580						LN		22		19		false		          19        the constraints that exist.				false

		581						LN		22		20		false		          20             Our project is the green line.  And the advantage				false

		582						LN		22		21		false		          21        there is that it moves directly from east to the west				false

		583						LN		22		22		false		          22        without necessitating all these other upgrades.  Now,				false

		584						LN		22		23		false		          23        in my opinion, many of those other upgrades will				false

		585						LN		22		24		false		          24        probably have to be done in order to meet the demand,				false

		586						LN		22		25		false		          25        but ours can at least bypass having to do those				false

		587						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		588						LN		23		1		false		           1        upgrades and help relieve the constraints, we think,				false

		589						LN		23		2		false		           2        earlier than the other upgrades can be done.				false

		590						LN		23		3		false		           3             So we're going to be talking about a solution				false

		591						LN		23		4		false		           4        that, in our opinion, helps meet the renewable energy				false

		592						LN		23		5		false		           5        goals, helps improve resiliency and safety.  Obviously,				false

		593						LN		23		6		false		           6        underwater transmission line does not carry the risk of				false

		594						LN		23		7		false		           7        wildfire or going down in bad weather and that kind of				false

		595						LN		23		8		false		           8        thing.  It helps the increasing load in the West, and				false

		596						LN		23		9		false		           9        won't interfere with river uses and other				false

		597						LN		23		10		false		          10        infrastructure.				false

		598						LN		23		11		false		          11             And can I go back to the -- to this confusing				false

		599						LN		23		12		false		          12        slide here.  This helps answer the question "What does				false

		600						LN		23		13		false		          13        this do for Washington?"  Because, clearly, we're				false

		601						LN		23		14		false		          14        starting in The Dalles; we're ending in Portland.  So				false

		602						LN		23		15		false		          15        this must be a strictly Oregon-beneficial project, and				false

		603						LN		23		16		false		          16        we're just sort of asking you to let us pass through.				false

		604						LN		23		17		false		          17        That's not the case.  And the reason is -- that I tried				false

		605						LN		23		18		false		          18        to explain -- that the real aim is to get to this				false

		606						LN		23		19		false		          19        north-south corridor and relieve the constraints so the				false

		607						LN		23		20		false		          20        power can flow better north and south, including north				false

		608						LN		23		21		false		          21        up to the load centers in Washington.				false

		609						LN		23		22		false		          22             So our project is about 80 miles underwater and				false

		610						LN		23		23		false		          23        about 20 miles on land.  It's hard to depict a				false

		611						LN		23		24		false		          24        hundred-mile project in one slide, but this just shows				false

		612						LN		23		25		false		          25        a map of where it is -- the green being the underwater				false

		613						PG		24		0		false		page 24				false

		614						LN		24		1		false		           1        portion, the yellow being the on-land portion.  In				false

		615						LN		24		2		false		           2        Washington, there's really only one area where there's				false

		616						LN		24		3		false		           3        a land base effect, which is about a seven-mile bypass				false

		617						LN		24		4		false		           4        around the Bonneville Dam.				false

		618						LN		24		5		false		           5             And this is a slightly easier depiction of the				false

		619						LN		24		6		false		           6        route in Skamania County.  It lands in Stevenson.  It				false

		620						LN		24		7		false		           7        primarily uses State Route 14, buried underground.  I				false

		621						LN		24		8		false		           8        should emphasize that no portion of the transmission				false

		622						LN		24		9		false		           9        line itself will be visible.  It will go around the				false

		623						LN		24		10		false		          10        Bonneville Dam, as you see, and reenter the river.  If				false

		624						LN		24		11		false		          11        you can make out -- it's hard to see, but if you can				false

		625						LN		24		12		false		          12        make out sort of a -- little purple bars, the way the				false

		626						LN		24		13		false		          13        line is brought out of the river and back into the				false

		627						LN		24		14		false		          14        river is with a construction technique that's very well				false

		628						LN		24		15		false		          15        accepted called horizontal directional drilling, or				false

		629						LN		24		16		false		          16        HDD.				false

		630						LN		24		17		false		          17             So the entry and exit in and out of the river does				false

		631						LN		24		18		false		          18        not involve trenching through shoreline or any of that.				false

		632						LN		24		19		false		          19        In fact, the drill proceeds very, very deep from the				false

		633						LN		24		20		false		          20        starting point into the river.  And when I say "very				false

		634						LN		24		21		false		          21        deep," around 40 or 50 feet deep.  So there's no				false

		635						LN		24		22		false		          22        interference with surface habitat or anything like				false

		636						LN		24		23		false		          23        that.				false

		637						LN		24		24		false		          24             Just to complete the picture, there are land				false

		638						LN		24		25		false		          25        routes, both in The Dalles and in the Portland -- it's				false

		639						PG		25		0		false		page 25				false

		640						LN		25		1		false		           1        called the Rivergate Industrial area.  So -- and,				false

		641						LN		25		2		false		           2        again, these -- the line will be buried primarily under				false

		642						LN		25		3		false		           3        public rights-of-way.  That does involve trenching				false

		643						LN		25		4		false		           4        about 4 feet in the road, very similar to what you				false

		644						LN		25		5		false		           5        would see up for an underground power line or a				false

		645						LN		25		6		false		           6        pipeline, waterline, any of that -- conventional				false

		646						LN		25		7		false		           7        construction techniques.				false

		647						LN		25		8		false		           8             So why underwater?  It's not just because we've				false

		648						LN		25		9		false		           9        done underwater.  It's because there are very few				false

		649						LN		25		10		false		          10        constructible and feasible alternatives available.  And				false

		650						LN		25		11		false		          11        we have looked at those.  And, in fact, the EFSEC				false

		651						LN		25		12		false		          12        permit application, both in Washington and in Oregon,				false

		652						LN		25		13		false		          13        as well as the Army Corps of Engineers permit				false

		653						LN		25		14		false		          14        applications require a rigorous alternatives analysis.				false

		654						LN		25		15		false		          15             But very briefly, there is no available path				false

		655						LN		25		16		false		          16        through The Gorge for an overhead transmission line.				false

		656						LN		25		17		false		          17        You would think, "Well, okay.  Can't you just bury it				false

		657						LN		25		18		false		          18        all the way in, say, I-84?"  And the answer is no.  And				false

		658						LN		25		19		false		          19        the reason for that is that that kind of linear				false

		659						LN		25		20		false		          20        parallel utility is not allowed by either Oregon DOT or				false

		660						LN		25		21		false		          21        the Federal Highway Administration.  And that's aside				false

		661						LN		25		22		false		          22        from any constructibility issues, of which there are				false

		662						LN		25		23		false		          23        many.				false

		663						LN		25		24		false		          24             The same goes for many portions of State Route 14.				false

		664						LN		25		25		false		          25        I'm sure we've all driven it.  I think we counted more				false

		665						PG		26		0		false		page 26				false

		666						LN		26		1		false		           1        than 300 obstructions, obstacles, or very, very grave				false

		667						LN		26		2		false		           2        engineering challenges that make an entire route along				false

		668						LN		26		3		false		           3        State Route 14 not constructible, not feasible.  Now,				false

		669						LN		26		4		false		           4        the area we're in, which is just a few miles, is pretty				false

		670						LN		26		5		false		           5        clear.  We've been consulting with the Washington DOT.				false

		671						LN		26		6		false		           6        And so it can be done for short distances, but not for				false

		672						LN		26		7		false		           7        the length that we're talking about.				false

		673						LN		26		8		false		           8             Same for the railroad rights-of-way on either side				false

		674						LN		26		9		false		           9        of the river.  If you drive along 14 and look at that				false

		675						LN		26		10		false		          10        railroad right-of-way, it's very, very narrow.  There				false

		676						LN		26		11		false		          11        are bridges and constructions.  The point is -- we've				false

		677						LN		26		12		false		          12        looked at this.  And in order to help meet the				false

		678						LN		26		13		false		          13        transmission needs, resolve those constraints, and meet				false

		679						LN		26		14		false		          14        the renewable energy goals, the river is the best				false

		680						LN		26		15		false		          15        alternative.				false

		681						LN		26		16		false		          16             So what is it, and how does it work?  This is the				false

		682						LN		26		17		false		          17        cable.  This is, like, a mini-scale replication that's				false

		683						LN		26		18		false		          18        about 6 inches in diameter.  It's actually a slice from				false

		684						LN		26		19		false		          19        our Neptune Project that runs about 50 miles underwater				false

		685						LN		26		20		false		          20        between New Jersey and New York.  As you can see from				false

		686						LN		26		21		false		          21        the left-hand photo, it is bundled.  There's two of				false

		687						LN		26		22		false		          22        these bundled together with a fiberoptic cable and --				false

		688						LN		26		23		false		          23                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, this is Ms. Grantham.				false

		689						LN		26		24		false		          24        It's looking like our Internet might have crashed.  So				false

		690						LN		26		25		false		          25        I might want to say -- want to pause and probably redo				false

		691						PG		27		0		false		page 27				false

		692						LN		27		1		false		           1        this slide once we get it back up.				false

		693						LN		27		2		false		           2             Are we back up?  Okay.  Can you start back from				false

		694						LN		27		3		false		           3        the beginning of this slide, please.				false

		695						LN		27		4		false		           4                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Which slide, just to...				false

		696						LN		27		5		false		           5                  MR. HOCKER:  Yeah.  Which slide?				false

		697						LN		27		6		false		           6                  MS. GRANTHAM:  The one that you're on right				false

		698						LN		27		7		false		           7        now.				false

		699						LN		27		8		false		           8                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's make sure it's -- I'm				false

		700						LN		27		9		false		           9        sorry, Mr. Hocker.  Let's just make -- give this just				false

		701						LN		27		10		false		          10        one minute here.  I see mine still...				false

		702						LN		27		11		false		          11             And thank you, everyone, for your patience.  Due				false

		703						LN		27		12		false		          12        to modern world of -- both forms at once; so...				false

		704						LN		27		13		false		          13                  THE REPORTER:  Chair, would you like to go				false

		705						LN		27		14		false		          14        off the record?				false

		706						LN		27		15		false		          15                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I can't hear you.				false

		707						LN		27		16		false		          16                  (Reporter clarification.)				false

		708						LN		27		17		false		          17                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.				false

		709						LN		27		18		false		          18                  (Break from 6:08 p.m. to 6:22 p.m.)				false

		710						LN		27		19		false		          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Just for the quick				false

		711						LN		27		20		false		          20        benefit of everyone in the room, part of the importance				false

		712						LN		27		21		false		          21        of the online portion is to ensure that Council can				false

		713						LN		27		22		false		          22        hear from you tonight too.  And, ultimately, in this				false

		714						LN		27		23		false		          23        world -- Council members have been present.  Obviously,				false

		715						LN		27		24		false		          24        we want the benefit of the full Council.				false

		716						LN		27		25		false		          25             So thanks for your patience, and we will proceed				false

		717						PG		28		0		false		page 28				false

		718						LN		28		1		false		           1        back with Mr. Hocker on the slide before us.  So thanks				false

		719						LN		28		2		false		           2        again, everyone, for your patience.				false

		720						LN		28		3		false		           3                  MR. HOCKER:  All right.  Thank you.  We'll				false

		721						LN		28		4		false		           4        start on this slide.				false

		722						LN		28		5		false		           5             What you're seeing here -- first of all, at the				false

		723						LN		28		6		false		           6        table is the actual diameter of the cable that can				false

		724						LN		28		7		false		           7        carry 1,100 megawatts for 100 miles.  The cable really				false

		725						LN		28		8		false		           8        involves two cables that are bundled with a fiberoptic				false

		726						LN		28		9		false		           9        cable.  That's what is shown on the left-hand photo.				false

		727						LN		28		10		false		          10             And as I've said, this is the type of project that				false

		728						LN		28		11		false		          11        we have successfully developed and constructed.  The				false

		729						LN		28		12		false		          12        photo on the left is actually from our Neptune Project				false

		730						LN		28		13		false		          13        showing the cable bundle being paid off the end -- the				false

		731						LN		28		14		false		          14        bottom -- not the bottom -- the back of a ship, a				false

		732						LN		28		15		false		          15        barge, and into the water, which we'll show on the next				false

		733						LN		28		16		false		          16        slide.				false

		734						LN		28		17		false		          17             How does it work?  It does not involve mechanical				false

		735						LN		28		18		false		          18        dredging.  It does not involve leaving a scar on the				false

		736						LN		28		19		false		          19        river bottom.  What it does involve is a piece of				false

		737						LN		28		20		false		          20        specialized machinery that is used in various places				false

		738						LN		28		21		false		          21        around the world, which we have used, called a				false

		739						LN		28		22		false		          22        Hydroplow or a jet plow.				false

		740						LN		28		23		false		          23             The way it works is kind of depicted on the				false

		741						LN		28		24		false		          24        right-hand figure.  A ship or barge proceeds slowly in				false

		742						LN		28		25		false		          25        the direction that it's going up or down the river.				false

		743						PG		29		0		false		page 29				false

		744						LN		29		1		false		           1        The cable is on a turntable.  You don't see it there,				false

		745						LN		29		2		false		           2        but it's a very massive turntable carrying miles of				false

		746						LN		29		3		false		           3        cable.  It is paid off the back of the vessel as it				false

		747						LN		29		4		false		           4        proceeds.  It is threaded through the Hydroplow, which				false

		748						LN		29		5		false		           5        is the white thing.  And at the bottom of the Hydroplow				false

		749						LN		29		6		false		           6        is a blade, very much like a plow blade except that it				false

		750						LN		29		7		false		           7        contains a number of high pressure water jets.  And the				false

		751						LN		29		8		false		           8        water jets create a trench about 2 feet wide by				false

		752						LN		29		9		false		           9        essentially emulsifying the sediment.				false

		753						LN		29		10		false		          10             As the sediment rises within the trench, the cable				false

		754						LN		29		11		false		          11        is simultaneously laid into the trench to the required				false

		755						LN		29		12		false		          12        depth.  Now, in this case, we believe the required				false

		756						LN		29		13		false		          13        depth -- and this is a requirement of the agencies,				false

		757						LN		29		14		false		          14        such as the Corps of Engineers -- would be a minimum of				false

		758						LN		29		15		false		          15        10 feet and maybe 15 feet below the sediment.  What				false

		759						LN		29		16		false		          16        happens is that the sediment has risen up.  The cable				false

		760						LN		29		17		false		          17        is laid down.  75, give or take, percent of the				false

		761						LN		29		18		false		          18        sediment lays back down within the trench.				false

		762						LN		29		19		false		          19             So it's a simultaneous process.  It moves very,				false

		763						LN		29		20		false		          20        very slowly.  The blade is adjustable.  The water				false

		764						LN		29		21		false		          21        pressure is adjustable.  The whole thing is being				false

		765						LN		29		22		false		          22        monitored during installation in realtime to determine				false

		766						LN		29		23		false		          23        where it is and how deep it is at any given point.				false

		767						LN		29		24		false		          24             Again, it's a proven process.  We have used it				false

		768						LN		29		25		false		          25        ourselves.  The photo on the left simply shows kind of				false

		769						PG		30		0		false		page 30				false

		770						LN		30		1		false		           1        what it looks like.  And it doesn't look a whole a lot				false

		771						LN		30		2		false		           2        different from a work barge that you might see on the				false

		772						LN		30		3		false		           3        river right now with a work boat or two around it.  And				false

		773						LN		30		4		false		           4        as it moves slowly -- maximum maybe a mile and a half a				false

		774						LN		30		5		false		           5        day -- that's what you would see.  That's the only				false

		775						LN		30		6		false		           6        visible aspect of it.				false

		776						LN		30		7		false		           7             We talked about the interconnection points at				false

		777						LN		30		8		false		           8        Big Eddy and in Portland in the Rivergate Industrial				false

		778						LN		30		9		false		           9        area.  I had said that there was no visible part of the				false

		779						LN		30		10		false		          10        transmission line.  The visible facilities are called				false

		780						LN		30		11		false		          11        converter stations.  And that's a photo of one here.				false

		781						LN		30		12		false		          12        They are very similar, clearly, to what you would see				false

		782						LN		30		13		false		          13        at a substation.  Their purpose is to convert the				false

		783						LN		30		14		false		          14        alternating current, or AC power, that comes in to				false

		784						LN		30		15		false		          15        Big Eddy, convert it to direct current, or DC power, in				false

		785						LN		30		16		false		          16        order to for it to be transported efficiently for a				false

		786						LN		30		17		false		          17        long distance underwater.				false

		787						LN		30		18		false		          18             It then goes to another converter station in				false

		788						LN		30		19		false		          19        Portland where it is converted back from AC to DC				false

		789						LN		30		20		false		          20        power -- I'm sorry -- DC to AC power.  This particular				false

		790						LN		30		21		false		          21        station is in Downtown San Francisco.  There is a very				false

		791						LN		30		22		false		          22        similar project that was not done by us called the				false

		792						LN		30		23		false		          23        Trans Bay Cable that's been operating since about 2010.				false

		793						LN		30		24		false		          24        It laid a high voltage cable, DC cable, under				false

		794						LN		30		25		false		          25        San Francisco Bay.  And there are two converter				false

		795						PG		31		0		false		page 31				false

		796						LN		31		1		false		           1        stations.  This one is in San Francisco.  The other one				false

		797						LN		31		2		false		           2        is very similar.  It's in a town called Pittsburgh in				false

		798						LN		31		3		false		           3        the East Bay.				false

		799						LN		31		4		false		           4             This is a complex project.  We know that.  It				false

		800						LN		31		5		false		           5        involves approvals from three major entities.  One of				false

		801						LN		31		6		false		           6        them is Washington EFSEC.  Another is Oregon EFSC.  And				false

		802						LN		31		7		false		           7        the other is the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, which				false

		803						LN		31		8		false		           8        has the control or approval process in waters of the				false

		804						LN		31		9		false		           9        United States.				false

		805						LN		31		10		false		          10             So we are in the process of submitting				false

		806						LN		31		11		false		          11        applications to all three entities.  We fully expect a				false

		807						LN		31		12		false		          12        complete NEPA review.  Hopefully, the state SEPA review				false

		808						LN		31		13		false		          13        and the NEPA review will be handled in a coordinated				false

		809						LN		31		14		false		          14        process.  We need all these approvals.  We can't just				false

		810						LN		31		15		false		          15        put the line in Skamania County and hope for the best.				false

		811						LN		31		16		false		          16             So that's the -- as I said, it's a complex				false

		812						LN		31		17		false		          17        approval process that is being undertaken here, and it				false

		813						LN		31		18		false		          18        involves a great deal of environmental studies and				false

		814						LN		31		19		false		          19        description, most of which was included in the				false

		815						LN		31		20		false		          20        application that was submitted to State of Washington.				false

		816						LN		31		21		false		          21        And we fully expect that there will be following				false

		817						LN		31		22		false		          22        questions from EFSEC that we will answer.				false

		818						LN		31		23		false		          23             We've been trying to encourage a highly				false

		819						LN		31		24		false		          24        coordinated process.  And we think that's what it's				false

		820						LN		31		25		false		          25        going to be.  We certainly hope so.  We also meet				false

		821						PG		32		0		false		page 32				false

		822						LN		32		1		false		           1        interconnection agreements with the BPA and with				false

		823						LN		32		2		false		           2        Portland General since Portland General owns the				false

		824						LN		32		3		false		           3        western interconnection point, Harborton.				false

		825						LN		32		4		false		           4             And as I said, there's a number of studies that				false

		826						LN		32		5		false		           5        we've either completed or are underway that talk about				false

		827						LN		32		6		false		           6        things like biological assessments, endangered species,				false

		828						LN		32		7		false		           7        sediment transport, which is -- what happens to the				false

		829						LN		32		8		false		           8        portion of the sediment that has risen out of the				false

		830						LN		32		9		false		           9        trench?  How far does it go?  What sort of impacts does				false

		831						LN		32		10		false		          10        it have?  Are there contaminants in it?  Virtually any				false

		832						LN		32		11		false		          11        question you can think of is going to be asked and				false

		833						LN		32		12		false		          12        answered.				false

		834						LN		32		13		false		          13             We have conducted a geophysical survey of the				false

		835						LN		32		14		false		          14        river bottom so that we have a pretty good idea of				false

		836						LN		32		15		false		          15        where the cable can go and where it can't go.				false

		837						LN		32		16		false		          16        Physically, there are a number of features of the river				false

		838						LN		32		17		false		          17        that would make it difficult if not impossible to				false

		839						LN		32		18		false		          18        employ a Hydroplow.  However, in the route that we have				false

		840						LN		32		19		false		          19        selected, we believe it is constructible based on the				false

		841						LN		32		20		false		          20        studies that we have done.				false

		842						LN		32		21		false		          21             Just to mention -- several of the considerations				false

		843						LN		32		22		false		          22        we have employed from the beginning are to stay away				false

		844						LN		32		23		false		          23        from the shoreline because that's a historically				false

		845						LN		32		24		false		          24        culturally sensitive area; to stay away from sensitive				false

		846						LN		32		25		false		          25        habitat areas; to, as much as possible, stay away from				false

		847						PG		33		0		false		page 33				false

		848						LN		33		1		false		           1        the navigation channel.  So -- and to stay away from				false

		849						LN		33		2		false		           2        physical constraints such as steep side slopes or rock				false

		850						LN		33		3		false		           3        formations or that kind of thing in the river.				false

		851						LN		33		4		false		           4             Where are we now?  Well, as you know, we have				false

		852						LN		33		5		false		           5        submitted our application to Washington.  We are in the				false

		853						LN		33		6		false		           6        process of submitting a comparable application to				false

		854						LN		33		7		false		           7        Oregon.  Actually, the Oregon application is pretty				false

		855						LN		33		8		false		           8        extensive, and it's being completed and submitted.  We				false

		856						LN		33		9		false		           9        have submitted -- there's actually -- when we talk				false

		857						LN		33		10		false		          10        about an Army Corps permit, there's actually kind of a				false

		858						LN		33		11		false		          11        series of permits that involve use of federal				false

		859						LN		33		12		false		          12        facilities and -- as well as the environmental permit				false

		860						LN		33		13		false		          13        called Section 404.  And part of that process includes				false

		861						LN		33		14		false		          14        extensive consultation led by the Army Corps with the				false

		862						LN		33		15		false		          15        federally recognized Native Tribes.				false

		863						LN		33		16		false		          16             So the Army Corps is conducting that.  They have				false

		864						LN		33		17		false		          17        to as the lead agency.  But as I said before, we are				false

		865						LN		33		18		false		          18        taking steps to directly engage with the Indian Tribes				false

		866						LN		33		19		false		          19        but with the full knowledge that at the end of the day,				false

		867						LN		33		20		false		          20        the consultation process belongs to the Army Corps, not				false

		868						LN		33		21		false		          21        us.				false

		869						LN		33		22		false		          22             We do expect that there will be benefits to the				false

		870						LN		33		23		false		          23        communities that we pass through.  We certainly know				false

		871						LN		33		24		false		          24        from experience that construction and installation,				false

		872						LN		33		25		false		          25        which should take about three and a half years, will				false

		873						PG		34		0		false		page 34				false

		874						LN		34		1		false		           1        provide a great many construction jobs.  This is				false

		875						LN		34		2		false		           2        primarily for the converter stations but also in				false

		876						LN		34		3		false		           3        support of the in-water installation.				false

		877						LN		34		4		false		           4             And before I forget, the in-river installation				false

		878						LN		34		5		false		           5        will take place during the winter months, probably over				false

		879						LN		34		6		false		           6        two seasons within agency-specified work windows that				false

		880						LN		34		7		false		           7        are designed to allow that kind of construction.  And				false

		881						LN		34		8		false		           8        this applies to many kinds of in-water construction,				false

		882						LN		34		9		false		           9        not just us, to avoid spawning and migration periods				false

		883						LN		34		10		false		          10        and that kind of thing.  So they're pretty narrow				false

		884						LN		34		11		false		          11        windows.				false

		885						LN		34		12		false		          12             We do expect that the communities that we				false

		886						LN		34		13		false		          13        affect -- that we will be open to providing community				false

		887						LN		34		14		false		          14        benefits.  We have in the past with our existing				false

		888						LN		34		15		false		          15        projects.  That could be just amenities to the				false

		889						LN		34		16		false		          16        community.  Could be property taxes for the on-land				false

		890						LN		34		17		false		          17        cable.  It could take any number of forms.  And, you				false

		891						LN		34		18		false		          18        know, we certainly don't believe that we can do this				false

		892						LN		34		19		false		          19        without acknowledging any impacts that might take				false

		893						LN		34		20		false		          20        place.				false

		894						LN		34		21		false		          21             Similarly, we fully expect that there will be a				false

		895						LN		34		22		false		          22        mitigation program, primarily associated with cultural				false

		896						LN		34		23		false		          23        considerations in the river, and are engaging with the				false

		897						LN		34		24		false		          24        Tribes, again, through the Corps or in partnership with				false

		898						LN		34		25		false		          25        the Corps to flesh those out.				false

		899						PG		35		0		false		page 35				false

		900						LN		35		1		false		           1             There's kind of a side benefit, which is that if				false

		901						LN		35		2		false		           2        in fact -- right now, significant renewable energy east				false

		902						LN		35		3		false		           3        of the Cascades, there's no point in building it				false

		903						LN		35		4		false		           4        because you can't get it to where the power's needed.				false

		904						LN		35		5		false		           5        So hopefully this project, along with others, will help				false

		905						LN		35		6		false		           6        open up that -- those pathways to go east to west and				false

		906						LN		35		7		false		           7        allow those planned and intended solar, wind, battery				false

		907						LN		35		8		false		           8        storage, that kind of project to go forward.  And, of				false

		908						LN		35		9		false		           9        course, those are all subject to their own permitting				false

		909						LN		35		10		false		          10        requirements and all the rest of it.  But to the extent				false

		910						LN		35		11		false		          11        they go forward, those will also provide community				false

		911						LN		35		12		false		          12        benefits to those communities -- construction jobs,				false

		912						LN		35		13		false		          13        that kind of thing.				false

		913						LN		35		14		false		          14             So with that, it is a team that is helping to				false

		914						LN		35		15		false		          15        develop this project.  PowerBridge is the lead				false

		915						LN		35		16		false		          16        developer.  One of our partners is NextEra Energy,				false

		916						LN		35		17		false		          17        which is a major utility and renewable energy provider				false

		917						LN		35		18		false		          18        in the U.S.  It's publicly held.  We have some NextEra				false

		918						LN		35		19		false		          19        folks here, and they're the ones that currently own and				false

		919						LN		35		20		false		          20        operate the Trans Bay Cable under San Francisco Bay				false

		920						LN		35		21		false		          21        that I talked about before.				false

		921						LN		35		22		false		          22             So with that, I think I'll mention -- because some				false

		922						LN		35		23		false		          23        of these -- you know what?  Let's go to the slide.				false

		923						LN		35		24		false		          24        There we go.  Just to quickly describe our experience,				false

		924						LN		35		25		false		          25        the Neptune Project was completed in 2007.  It provides				false

		925						PG		36		0		false		page 36				false

		926						LN		36		1		false		           1        25 percent average of all the electricity used on				false

		927						LN		36		2		false		           2        Long Island.  So it's a very fair significant to --				false

		928						LN		36		3		false		           3        contributor to Long Island.  It runs about 24/7.  It				false

		929						LN		36		4		false		           4        runs probably 90 -- 95, 98 percent of the time and has				false

		930						LN		36		5		false		           5        run successfully for 18 years.				false

		931						LN		36		6		false		           6             The Hudson Project came a little later.  Completed				false

		932						LN		36		7		false		           7        in 2013; so it's only 12 years old.  And it links the				false

		933						LN		36		8		false		           8        power grids in New Jersey and New York.  It was				false

		934						LN		36		9		false		           9        installed in the Hudson River under a permitting				false

		935						LN		36		10		false		          10        process that is very similar to what we're describing				false

		936						LN		36		11		false		          11        here where you have both states, New York and				false

		937						LN		36		12		false		          12        New Jersey, and the Army Corps of Engineers come				false

		938						LN		36		13		false		          13        together in a coordinated fashion to go through the				false

		939						LN		36		14		false		          14        studies and the requirements and finally issue				false

		940						LN		36		15		false		          15        approvals.				false

		941						LN		36		16		false		          16             So with that -- and I think I should mention I				false

		942						LN		36		17		false		          17        checked that this slide presentation is available, I				false

		943						LN		36		18		false		          18        believe -- and if it isn't, it will be -- online				false

		944						LN		36		19		false		          19        through the EFSEC website.  So if I went through it too				false

		945						LN		36		20		false		          20        fast, which I probably did, and you want to go look at				false

		946						LN		36		21		false		          21        it again and then send questions to us, there's a				false

		947						LN		36		22		false		          22        website, Cascade Renewable -- did I get that right?				false

		948						LN		36		23		false		          23        Yeah -- cascaderenewable.com where there's a mechanism				false

		949						LN		36		24		false		          24        that you can ask questions.  And please do.  We want to				false

		950						LN		36		25		false		          25        be open.  We want to be transparent.  As I keep saying,				false

		951						PG		37		0		false		page 37				false

		952						LN		37		1		false		           1        we've done this before and understand how important it				false

		953						LN		37		2		false		           2        is for people to understand what the process is, how it				false

		954						LN		37		3		false		           3        works, what the impacts are and are not.  And, you				false

		955						LN		37		4		false		           4        know, we want to, you know, provide whatever				false

		956						LN		37		5		false		           5        information we can to answer questions.				false

		957						LN		37		6		false		           6             And with that, thank you.				false

		958						LN		37		7		false		           7                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much,				false

		959						LN		37		8		false		           8        Mr. Hocker.  Appreciate that overview.  And trying to				false

		960						LN		37		9		false		           9        just get my camera on for folks when -- kind of going				false

		961						LN		37		10		false		          10        to each next section for online audience.				false

		962						LN		37		11		false		          11             So with this, we are going to move into public				false

		963						LN		37		12		false		          12        comment.  And generally we operate on a				false

		964						LN		37		13		false		          13        three-minutes-per-person basis, and we appreciate your				false

		965						LN		37		14		false		          14        understanding and respect to that.  Certainly, we try				false

		966						LN		37		15		false		          15        to make sure there's enough time for everybody.  And if				false

		967						LN		37		16		false		          16        you have questions, you're welcome to submit them				false

		968						LN		37		17		false		          17        including here tonight before the mic.  Know that this				false

		969						LN		37		18		false		          18        isn't necessarily by design to be -- you know,				false

		970						LN		37		19		false		          19        answering all those questions tonight.  If I think that				false

		971						LN		37		20		false		          20        we have time and there's an ability to answer kind of,				false

		972						LN		37		21		false		          21        you know, the quicker questions or just capture				false

		973						LN		37		22		false		          22        opportunity in the moment, I certainly, as Chair,				false

		974						LN		37		23		false		          23        support that.  Perhaps that's something we might				false

		975						LN		37		24		false		          24        consider at the end after we've finished questions and				false

		976						LN		37		25		false		          25        comments for the record.				false

		977						PG		38		0		false		page 38				false

		978						LN		38		1		false		           1             Again, the purpose of this is to help inform what				false

		979						LN		38		2		false		           2        the EFSEC Staff as well as the Council -- who				false

		980						LN		38		3		false		           3        ultimately, you know, sits as a body and oversees what				false

		981						LN		38		4		false		           4        should go into a Site Certificate Agreement and whether				false

		982						LN		38		5		false		           5        or not there should be one; so that's not obviously a				false

		983						LN		38		6		false		           6        given.  But ultimately, your input tonight and				false

		984						LN		38		7		false		           7        throughout the process -- but this is the beginning.				false

		985						LN		38		8		false		           8        And so where you have questions or comments that should				false

		986						LN		38		9		false		           9        be considered throughout, that's why we're here tonight				false

		987						LN		38		10		false		          10        for this portion.				false

		988						LN		38		11		false		          11             The next portion that we'll speak to in a little				false

		989						LN		38		12		false		          12        more detail, again, is specific to land use and how				false

		990						LN		38		13		false		          13        that relates to land use here in Klickitat County and				false

		991						LN		38		14		false		          14        other lands.  There will be a short presentation on the				false

		992						LN		38		15		false		          15        specific slice of the project within this particular				false

		993						LN		38		16		false		          16        county.				false

		994						LN		38		17		false		          17             So with that context, Ms. Grantham will help me				false

		995						LN		38		18		false		          18        call on these who have already signed up.  And if you				false

		996						LN		38		19		false		          19        have not, you certainly are welcome to comment tonight.				false

		997						LN		38		20		false		          20        If you want to sign up, I believe in the back there's				false

		998						LN		38		21		false		          21        also a box for written comments in addition to the				false

		999						LN		38		22		false		          22        other means, both online and email, phone, and mail,				false

		1000						LN		38		23		false		          23        et cetera.				false

		1001						LN		38		24		false		          24             And if -- once we get through the initial list,				false

		1002						LN		38		25		false		          25        you know, if you've changed your mind or a thought came				false

		1003						PG		39		0		false		page 39				false

		1004						LN		39		1		false		           1        and you want to raise your hand, I'll certainly call on				false

		1005						LN		39		2		false		           2        you.  When you come forward, if you'd just state your				false

		1006						LN		39		3		false		           3        name clearly for the record.  But actually, if you				false

		1007						LN		39		4		false		           4        do -- our staff, who ultimately maintain this record,				false

		1008						LN		39		5		false		           5        please spell your name for them.  We'd certainly				false

		1009						LN		39		6		false		           6        appreciate that.  And then we will start the clock				false

		1010						LN		39		7		false		           7        after that introduction and spelling of your name.  So				false

		1011						LN		39		8		false		           8        you'll have a full three minutes for your comments.				false

		1012						LN		39		9		false		           9             With that, Ms. Grantham.				false

		1013						LN		39		10		false		          10                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly, Chair.  The first				false

		1014						LN		39		11		false		          11        person I have signed up is Fred Greef.				false

		1015						LN		39		12		false		          12                  MR. GREEF:  Thank you for this opportunity.				false

		1016						LN		39		13		false		          13        Did you say you want me to spell my name?				false

		1017						LN		39		14		false		          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I think if you signed in,				false

		1018						LN		39		15		false		          15        you're probably okay.  But could you help us sort of --				false

		1019						LN		39		16		false		          16        someone could come forward and help with the mic if				false

		1020						LN		39		17		false		          17        need be.				false

		1021						LN		39		18		false		          18                  MR. GREEF:  I might have turned it off.				false

		1022						LN		39		19		false		          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, I think you're -- maybe				false

		1023						LN		39		20		false		          20        you just have to get a little closer.				false

		1024						LN		39		21		false		          21                  MS. GRANTHAM:  And this is Ms. Grantham.  I				false

		1025						LN		39		22		false		          22        can confirm that we already have Fred's name spelling;				false

		1026						LN		39		23		false		          23        so we --				false

		1027						LN		39		24		false		          24                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  So you can just				false

		1028						LN		39		25		false		          25        proceed.  You've pre-signed up; so you --				false

		1029						PG		40		0		false		page 40				false

		1030						LN		40		1		false		           1                  MR. GREEF:  So you have the spelling for my				false

		1031						LN		40		2		false		           2        name?				false

		1032						LN		40		3		false		           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  You do not -- just -- you may				false

		1033						LN		40		4		false		           4        begin when you're ready there.				false

		1034						LN		40		5		false		           5                  MR. GREEF:  Okay.				false

		1035						LN		40		6		false		           6             One thing I would like to say is that there was				false

		1036						LN		40		7		false		           7        very little public notice of these meetings.  The --				false

		1037						LN		40		8		false		           8        and there's very few people commenting because nobody				false

		1038						LN		40		9		false		           9        knew about this and nobody's here, and that was the				false

		1039						LN		40		10		false		          10        same thing in Stevenson.  And it is a little curious to				false

		1040						LN		40		11		false		          11        me that there's no meetings in Oregon or Portland or --				false

		1041						LN		40		12		false		          12        anyway, I assume that this is going to be an EIS.				false

		1042						LN		40		13		false		          13        Can't imagine it wouldn't be with the significance of				false

		1043						LN		40		14		false		          14        this project.  But I do have a few suggestions for the				false

		1044						LN		40		15		false		          15        SEPA responsible official at EFSEC before they -- to be				false

		1045						LN		40		16		false		          16        sure that they make that determination.  And I think				false

		1046						LN		40		17		false		          17        I'll have a lot more input once the scoping starts				false

		1047						LN		40		18		false		          18        but...				false

		1048						LN		40		19		false		          19             There's -- so SEPA -- Washington State SEPA				false

		1049						LN		40		20		false		          20        Rule 197-11-0800 [sic] "Incomplete or unavailable				false

		1050						LN		40		21		false		          21        information," there's a whole lot of that associated				false

		1051						LN		40		22		false		          22        with this proposal.  And "agencies shall obtain" --				false

		1052						LN		40		23		false		          23        when there's "information on significant adverse				false

		1053						LN		40		24		false		          24        impacts essential to a reasoned choice among				false

		1054						LN		40		25		false		          25        alternatives is not" -- when that information is -- "is				false

		1055						PG		41		0		false		page 41				false

		1056						LN		41		1		false		           1        not known and the costs are not exorbitant, agencies				false

		1057						LN		41		2		false		           2        shall include the information in their environmental				false

		1058						LN		41		3		false		           3        documents."				false

		1059						LN		41		4		false		           4             Now, if the impacts are unknown and they don't				false

		1060						LN		41		5		false		           5        choose to spend the money, then they have to assume				false

		1061						LN		41		6		false		           6        worst-case possible impacts in those cases, and so the				false

		1062						LN		41		7		false		           7        EIS definitely has to look at all the worst-case				false

		1063						LN		41		8		false		           8        impacts.  But again, this may be more related to the				false

		1064						LN		41		9		false		           9        scoping, which comes next, but that's a very important				false

		1065						LN		41		10		false		          10        part of SEPA analysis.  And you must -- so impacts that				false

		1066						LN		41		11		false		          11        are unknown but possibly very significant, those really				false

		1067						LN		41		12		false		          12        do have to be looked at as worst-case.				false

		1068						LN		41		13		false		          13             Another thing on the SEPA, on the threshold				false

		1069						LN		41		14		false		          14        determination of significance or non-significance --				false

		1070						LN		41		15		false		          15        significant -- so under SEPA, significant adverse				false

		1071						LN		41		16		false		          16        impacts in one location may not be the same as in				false

		1072						LN		41		17		false		          17        another location.  And PowerBridge talked about Neptune				false

		1073						LN		41		18		false		          18        and Hudson Projects in New York, in Long Island, in				false

		1074						LN		41		19		false		          19        New Jersey, Hudson River.  That is so different than				false

		1075						LN		41		20		false		          20        what we have here.  We have a world-class area that				false

		1076						LN		41		21		false		          21        still has wild fish and so many -- so much beauty and				false

		1077						LN		41		22		false		          22        majesty here that -- the health of the fish --				false

		1078						LN		41		23		false		          23        there's...				false

		1079						LN		41		24		false		          24             Trees are gone in Long Island.  And the whales				false

		1080						LN		41		25		false		          25        were gone early with the whaling in Connecticut.  We				false

		1081						PG		42		0		false		page 42				false

		1082						LN		42		1		false		           1        have issues here that are just completely 100 percent				false

		1083						LN		42		2		false		           2        night-and-day different that really do have to be				false

		1084						LN		42		3		false		           3        carefully looked at here.  Because we still have a very				false

		1085						LN		42		4		false		           4        precious land with values that should not be allowed to				false

		1086						LN		42		5		false		           5        have further cumulative adverse impacts to the fish				false

		1087						LN		42		6		false		           6        here.				false

		1088						LN		42		7		false		           7                  CHAIR BECKETT:  And, Mr. Greef, appreciate if				false

		1089						LN		42		8		false		           8        you could try and wrap up your comments.				false

		1090						LN		42		9		false		           9                  MR. GREEF:  Okay.				false

		1091						LN		42		10		false		          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  We had allowed some extra				false

		1092						LN		42		11		false		          11        time for you last night.  And appreciate you being here				false

		1093						LN		42		12		false		          12        tonight but --				false

		1094						LN		42		13		false		          13                  MR. GREEF:  Well, I'm just going to drop it				false

		1095						LN		42		14		false		          14        at that.  But there are some significant impacts here				false

		1096						LN		42		15		false		          15        that have to be addressed, and I hope that the				false

		1097						LN		42		16		false		          16        determination of significance is made with this				false

		1098						LN		42		17		false		          17        proposal.				false

		1099						LN		42		18		false		          18                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1100						LN		42		19		false		          19                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next speaker is Amber Carter.				false

		1101						LN		42		20		false		          20                  MS. CARTER:  Thank you.				false

		1102						LN		42		21		false		          21             Mr. Chairman and members of the Council, my name				false

		1103						LN		42		22		false		          22        is Amber Carter, spelled A-m-b-e-r; Carter,				false

		1104						LN		42		23		false		          23        C-a-r-t-e-r.  And I'm here on behalf of the				false

		1105						LN		42		24		false		          24        Columbia River Steamship Operators Association.				false

		1106						LN		42		25		false		          25             We're here to express concerns regarding the				false

		1107						PG		43		0		false		page 43				false

		1108						LN		43		1		false		           1        proposed transmission line that involves multiple				false

		1109						LN		43		2		false		           2        crossings through the Columbia River Federal Navigation				false

		1110						LN		43		3		false		           3        Channel.  This critical waterway is essential to our				false

		1111						LN		43		4		false		           4        regional economy and to our members who depend on its				false

		1112						LN		43		5		false		           5        uninterrupted, safe, and efficient operation.  Our				false

		1113						LN		43		6		false		           6        members include shipowners, operators, agents, launch				false

		1114						LN		43		7		false		           7        service, towing and bunkering, as well as facilities				false

		1115						LN		43		8		false		           8        and ports along the river system.				false

		1116						LN		43		9		false		           9             The Columbia River trade corridor is the lifeblood				false

		1117						LN		43		10		false		          10        of our regional economy and facilitates the movement of				false

		1118						LN		43		11		false		          11        over 51 million metric tons of cargo at a value of over				false

		1119						LN		43		12		false		          12        $25.3 billion in 2023 dollars and supports over 40,000				false

		1120						LN		43		13		false		          13        local jobs.  Disruption to navigability of this				false

		1121						LN		43		14		false		          14        important waterway could result in substantial economic				false

		1122						LN		43		15		false		          15        and operational consequences, especially for industries				false

		1123						LN		43		16		false		          16        reliant on this cost-effective transportation route.				false

		1124						LN		43		17		false		          17             Our concerns include transfer -- transmission line				false

		1125						LN		43		18		false		          18        depth and dredging, the lack of risk assessment, and				false

		1126						LN		43		19		false		          19        mitigation planning.  And we're also troubled by the				false

		1127						LN		43		20		false		          20        lack of public engagement with maritime during the				false

		1128						LN		43		21		false		          21        project planning stages.				false

		1129						LN		43		22		false		          22             We have submitted written comments that expand on				false

		1130						LN		43		23		false		          23        these points further.  But to conclude, we respectfully				false

		1131						LN		43		24		false		          24        ask that EFSEC require additional information in its				false

		1132						LN		43		25		false		          25        project review on how Cascade Renewable Transmission				false

		1133						PG		44		0		false		page 44				false

		1134						LN		44		1		false		           1        plans to mitigate these operational and safety				false

		1135						LN		44		2		false		           2        challenges.  Thank you.				false

		1136						LN		44		3		false		           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1137						LN		44		4		false		           4                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next speaker is Dave Berger.				false

		1138						LN		44		5		false		           5                  MR. BERGER:  Hi.  My ear's plugged; so if I'm				false

		1139						LN		44		6		false		           6        too loud or too soft, let me know.  Okay?				false

		1140						LN		44		7		false		           7                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I'll do.				false

		1141						LN		44		8		false		           8                  MR. BERGER:  Okay.				false

		1142						LN		44		9		false		           9             So regarding this project, I worked with				false

		1143						LN		44		10		false		          10        engineering students for a long time.  And we we're				false

		1144						LN		44		11		false		          11        doing a project in Africa on trying to provide safe				false

		1145						LN		44		12		false		          12        drinking water to villages in their -- in -- there are				false

		1146						LN		44		13		false		          13        people living in huts and thatched-roof houses.  And so				false

		1147						LN		44		14		false		          14        my thinking was, "Wow, let's put in a treatment				false

		1148						LN		44		15		false		          15        system."  Because that was what I was taught to do.				false

		1149						LN		44		16		false		          16        But instead, my students said, "Hey, let's change the				false

		1150						LN		44		17		false		          17        roof and get cleaner water off the roof, and whatever				false

		1151						LN		44		18		false		          18        treatment we do will be a lot better."				false

		1152						LN		44		19		false		          19             So when I look at this and I think, "Oh, we're				false

		1153						LN		44		20		false		          20        going to take all this solar energy and put it in				false

		1154						LN		44		21		false		          21        Eastern Washington and Eastern Oregon and transport				false

		1155						LN		44		22		false		          22        with a big power line underground to Portland," my head				false

		1156						LN		44		23		false		          23        scratches, and I go, "Why don't -- put the panels on				false

		1157						LN		44		24		false		          24        the roofs in Portland?"				false

		1158						LN		44		25		false		          25             So an alternative that should be looked at -- and				false

		1159						PG		45		0		false		page 45				false

		1160						LN		45		1		false		           1        I know EISs look at -- even a "no action"				false

		1161						LN		45		2		false		           2        alternative -- should be the action alternative of				false

		1162						LN		45		3		false		           3        putting in solar panels over panel -- Vancouver and				false

		1163						LN		45		4		false		           4        Portland if that's the intent, to get solar energy to				false

		1164						LN		45		5		false		           5        those people.  And it might create a hell of a lot more				false

		1165						LN		45		6		false		           6        jobs and be a lot, lot, lot, lot cheaper.  Okay?  So				false

		1166						LN		45		7		false		           7        that's one thought.				false

		1167						LN		45		8		false		           8             The other thought is -- is this really about				false

		1168						LN		45		9		false		           9        getting solar energy to people?  Or is it about getting				false

		1169						LN		45		10		false		          10        it to data centers and people -- you know, big				false

		1170						LN		45		11		false		          11        investors with AI?  So that's sort of a question that				false

		1171						LN		45		12		false		          12        comes in my mind.				false

		1172						LN		45		13		false		          13             Now, having spent a lot of time working on river				false

		1173						LN		45		14		false		          14        water quality, another issue that comes up to me is, of				false

		1174						LN		45		15		false		          15        course, re-entrainment.  And there's a lot of stuff				false

		1175						LN		45		16		false		          16        down in that river, and the river is different from				false

		1176						LN		45		17		false		          17        place to place.  And there's a lot of toxics, and that				false

		1177						LN		45		18		false		          18        stuff needs to be looked at really closely.  And on top				false

		1178						LN		45		19		false		          19        of that, we're having tremendous problems in the river				false

		1179						LN		45		20		false		          20        that are impacting Native American fishermen with				false

		1180						LN		45		21		false		          21        algae.  And with toxic algae now, all over -- I've				false

		1181						LN		45		22		false		          22        sampled for toxic algae in four places, and every place				false

		1182						LN		45		23		false		          23        I sampled, I found it.				false

		1183						LN		45		24		false		          24             So how is all this upheaval going to affect				false

		1184						LN		45		25		false		          25        nutrients and going to affect water quality in the				false

		1185						PG		46		0		false		page 46				false

		1186						LN		46		1		false		           1        future?  And once you bring it up, it comes down, and				false

		1187						LN		46		2		false		           2        it flows all the way -- flows all the way, all the way				false

		1188						LN		46		3		false		           3        to the ocean.				false

		1189						LN		46		4		false		           4             So all this stuff is going to happen in one place.				false

		1190						LN		46		5		false		           5        It's a dynamic system.  You're affecting the largest				false

		1191						LN		46		6		false		           6        break on the West Coast that -- to the Pacific Ocean				false

		1192						LN		46		7		false		           7        between San Francisco Bay and Puget Sound.  So it's				false

		1193						LN		46		8		false		           8        really a critical thing to look at the ecosystem in a				false

		1194						LN		46		9		false		           9        very deep way.  And I want to thank you for the time.				false

		1195						LN		46		10		false		          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1196						LN		46		11		false		          11                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next person is Deana Chase.				false

		1197						LN		46		12		false		          12                  CHAIR BECKETT:  And I think --				false

		1198						LN		46		13		false		          13                  MS. CHASE:  It's really tall.  Oh, now I				false

		1199						LN		46		14		false		          14        broke it.  Can I just hold it?  Okay.  It's Deana.				false

		1200						LN		46		15		false		          15        It's just Deana.  Deana Chase.  Simple.  Sounds fancy				false

		1201						LN		46		16		false		          16        when you say it but...				false

		1202						LN		46		17		false		          17             So "Osiyo" and "Wado, gadugi."  Welcome to our				false

		1203						LN		46		18		false		          18        land.  My concern is your lack of Native people here.				false

		1204						LN		46		19		false		          19        You say that you're working with Native Tribes.  It --				false

		1205						LN		46		20		false		          20        Corps of Engineers, you know, they're a federal agency.				false

		1206						LN		46		21		false		          21        They -- they're not a sovereign nation.  You have an				false

		1207						LN		46		22		false		          22        obligation to sovereign nations.  There are four				false

		1208						LN		46		23		false		          23        River Treaty Tribes.  There are several Tribes that are				false

		1209						LN		46		24		false		          24        historically recognized that you are obligated to work				false

		1210						LN		46		25		false		          25        with and not just consult -- they are the consultants.				false

		1211						PG		47		0		false		page 47				false

		1212						LN		47		1		false		           1        So that is my concern.  That there -- there are no				false

		1213						LN		47		2		false		           2        native.				false

		1214						LN		47		3		false		           3             I don't know.  Raise your hand if you're native.				false

		1215						LN		47		4		false		           4        Is that -- are there any Native Tribes here?  No.				false

		1216						LN		47		5		false		           5        Okay.  So -- and while I'm a Cherokee citizen, I do				false

		1217						LN		47		6		false		           6        work with and ally with a lot of the Four River Treaty				false

		1218						LN		47		7		false		           7        Tribes here.  I'm appalled that there are no				false

		1219						LN		47		8		false		           8        representation of Native Tribes here.  So that is my				false

		1220						LN		47		9		false		           9        biggest concern.				false

		1221						LN		47		10		false		          10             These waters that you say -- they're sacred.				false

		1222						LN		47		11		false		          11        Water, air.  You're -- you want to put this				false

		1223						LN		47		12		false		          12        transmission line through a sacred place.  There's				false

		1224						LN		47		13		false		          13        nothing more sacred than water.  There's nothing more				false

		1225						LN		47		14		false		          14        sacred than water.  Water is life.  The air we breathe.				false

		1226						LN		47		15		false		          15        That doesn't just mean Tribal people.  That means you.				false

		1227						LN		47		16		false		          16        That means your family.  That means your next				false

		1228						LN		47		17		false		          17        generations.  We're talking about all of our				false

		1229						LN		47		18		false		          18        granddaughters and grandsons that will have to live				false

		1230						LN		47		19		false		          19        with this.  And we're already recovering from tons of				false

		1231						LN		47		20		false		          20        environmental mishaps that have happened in the name of				false

		1232						LN		47		21		false		          21        progress.				false

		1233						LN		47		22		false		          22             I just think I'm going to stop there.  Consult				false

		1234						LN		47		23		false		          23        your Tribes, your sovereign nations.  The Army Corps of				false

		1235						LN		47		24		false		          24        Engineers is not a sovereign nation.  They work for and				false

		1236						LN		47		25		false		          25        with sovereign nations.  You need Tribal leadership				false

		1237						PG		48		0		false		page 48				false

		1238						LN		48		1		false		           1        here before you make another move.  I think that's				false

		1239						LN		48		2		false		           2        where I'll finish.				false

		1240						LN		48		3		false		           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1241						LN		48		4		false		           4                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next I have is Mitch Patton.				false

		1242						LN		48		5		false		           5        Mitch Patton, I see that you're online.  You're up				false

		1243						LN		48		6		false		           6        next.				false

		1244						LN		48		7		false		           7             Chair, would you like me to move on to the next				false

		1245						LN		48		8		false		           8        person?				false

		1246						LN		48		9		false		           9                  MR. PATTON:  Can you hear me?				false

		1247						LN		48		10		false		          10                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Yes, we can.				false

		1248						LN		48		11		false		          11                  MR. PATTON:  Yeah.  My mic wasn't turning on.				false

		1249						LN		48		12		false		          12             Yeah.  This is Mitch Patton.  I just found out				false

		1250						LN		48		13		false		          13        today about this meeting and the other meetings that				false

		1251						LN		48		14		false		          14        were held; so it's kind of hard to put anything really,				false

		1252						LN		48		15		false		          15        basically, together other than the fact that getting				false

		1253						LN		48		16		false		          16        the information out to the public seems to be a big				false

		1254						LN		48		17		false		          17        failure at this point.				false

		1255						LN		48		18		false		          18             I'm on the RAB board at Bradford Island as well.				false

		1256						LN		48		19		false		          19        And that's one of our biggest failures that we have				false

		1257						LN		48		20		false		          20        there is getting the community involved or getting the				false

		1258						LN		48		21		false		          21        community the information that they need to know with				false

		1259						LN		48		22		false		          22        what's going on at that Superfund site.  And now we				false

		1260						LN		48		23		false		          23        have this submarine line going in on the bottom of the				false

		1261						LN		48		24		false		          24        river.  And it's inside the NSA.  There's multiple				false

		1262						LN		48		25		false		          25        things wrong with this whole transmission line that's				false

		1263						PG		49		0		false		page 49				false

		1264						LN		49		1		false		           1        wanting to go in the river.  The bottom, we know, is				false

		1265						LN		49		2		false		           2        contaminated.  We've known that for years.  And sending				false

		1266						LN		49		3		false		           3        a submarine line down to the bottom of that to disturb				false

		1267						LN		49		4		false		           4        it just seems like really reckless and -- danger to me				false

		1268						LN		49		5		false		           5        to do something like that.				false

		1269						LN		49		6		false		           6             And I am going to submit written public comment,				false

		1270						LN		49		7		false		           7        but I thought of -- at least get the time to say that				false

		1271						LN		49		8		false		           8        we need to -- we, the public, need to know more about				false

		1272						LN		49		9		false		           9        what's going on with this thing.  It seems like it's				false

		1273						LN		49		10		false		          10        kind of coming through pretty quickly with very little				false

		1274						LN		49		11		false		          11        public input being said on it.  And, again, the Tribes				false

		1275						LN		49		12		false		          12        need to -- I mean, they have a lot to say about this,				false

		1276						LN		49		13		false		          13        and I think we need more information from them.				false

		1277						LN		49		14		false		          14             And the other thing that kind of popped into my				false

		1278						LN		49		15		false		          15        mind was -- we have some representations -- like,				false

		1279						LN		49		16		false		          16        Skamania County has a representative.  And I don't know				false

		1280						LN		49		17		false		          17        if Clark County does or Klickitat does, but I'm				false

		1281						LN		49		18		false		          18        wondering why those representatives maybe didn't make a				false

		1282						LN		49		19		false		          19        little more effort in getting that information out to				false

		1283						LN		49		20		false		          20        the public that these meetings were going to be held.				false

		1284						LN		49		21		false		          21        So we kind of need to work on that as well.  And that				false

		1285						LN		49		22		false		          22        kind of falls back onto the whole -- the whole thing of				false

		1286						LN		49		23		false		          23        getting information out to people just -- it's a				false

		1287						LN		49		24		false		          24        failure.  Whatever you're doing is not working.				false

		1288						LN		49		25		false		          25             And I'm going to probably step aside right now				false

		1289						PG		50		0		false		page 50				false

		1290						LN		50		1		false		           1        with that because there's so many questions that are				false

		1291						LN		50		2		false		           2        unanswered.  I guess the other thing is -- that I fear				false

		1292						LN		50		3		false		           3        mostly is -- if we do the written comment, which				false

		1293						LN		50		4		false		           4        basically sometimes goes to a dead-end street, some of				false

		1294						LN		50		5		false		           5        the Council will read it, but the rest of the public				false

		1295						LN		50		6		false		           6        can't read that public comment.				false

		1296						LN		50		7		false		           7             As our County commissioners did, they changed the				false

		1297						LN		50		8		false		           8        written comment from the meeting packets to -- you have				false

		1298						LN		50		9		false		           9        to do a public records request now to receive any				false

		1299						LN		50		10		false		          10        written public comment.  And I really truly hope that				false

		1300						LN		50		11		false		          11        isn't the case with what you guys have going on here				false

		1301						LN		50		12		false		          12        because you can't make a public records request on				false

		1302						LN		50		13		false		          13        information that you don't know is out there.				false

		1303						LN		50		14		false		          14             So hopefully you'll be transparent with the public				false

		1304						LN		50		15		false		          15        comments and let all the public see it.  And like I				false

		1305						LN		50		16		false		          16        said, I will do my written public comment and hopefully				false

		1306						LN		50		17		false		          17        the rest of the public will be able to see it.  So				false

		1307						LN		50		18		false		          18        thank you for your time.				false

		1308						LN		50		19		false		          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1309						LN		50		20		false		          20             And given a process question, let me -- as also				false

		1310						LN		50		21		false		          21        posted in the chat -- thank you, Ms. Grantham -- the				false

		1311						LN		50		22		false		          22        comments do go to the public website.  They are public				false

		1312						LN		50		23		false		          23        facing.  So please know that when you submit them,				false

		1313						LN		50		24		false		          24        both -- they'll be out there.  And if that gives you				false

		1314						LN		50		25		false		          25        any concern, then know that they will be out there;				false

		1315						PG		51		0		false		page 51				false

		1316						LN		51		1		false		           1        so...				false

		1317						LN		51		2		false		           2             Ms. Grantham?				false

		1318						LN		51		3		false		           3                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Thank you, Chair.  The next				false

		1319						LN		51		4		false		           4        person I have is Nathan Baker.				false

		1320						LN		51		5		false		           5                  MR. BAKER:  Good evening, Chair Beckett and				false

		1321						LN		51		6		false		           6        members of the Council.  I'm Nathan Baker, senior staff				false

		1322						LN		51		7		false		           7        attorney with Friends of the Columbia Gorge.  And I				false

		1323						LN		51		8		false		           8        will be focusing tonight on two procedural issues with				false

		1324						LN		51		9		false		           9        this hearing.  These issues will be familiar to you				false

		1325						LN		51		10		false		          10        because I brought them up each night.  But this is a				false

		1326						LN		51		11		false		          11        separate hearing in a different county; so I must raise				false

		1327						LN		51		12		false		          12        these issues again.				false

		1328						LN		51		13		false		          13             The first issue is that this hearing is premature.				false

		1329						LN		51		14		false		          14        The duty to conduct an informational public hearing is				false

		1330						LN		51		15		false		          15        triggered by, quote, "the receipt of an application for				false

		1331						LN		51		16		false		          16        site certification," end quote.  That's RCW A.50.090,				false

		1332						LN		51		17		false		          17        subsection 1.  EFSEC has not yet received an				false

		1333						LN		51		18		false		          18        application.  It has only received a draft application,				false

		1334						LN		51		19		false		          19        and draft applications don't count.				false

		1335						LN		51		20		false		          20             Last night at the Skamania County Land Use				false

		1336						LN		51		21		false		          21        Consistency Hearing, the Applicant's attorney,				false

		1337						LN		51		22		false		          22        Mr. McMahan, conceded that the document submitted is				false

		1338						LN		51		23		false		          23        only a draft application.  He then declined to explain				false

		1339						LN		51		24		false		          24        why they only submitted a draft application,				false

		1340						LN		51		25		false		          25        specifically whether they submitted a draft application				false

		1341						PG		52		0		false		page 52				false

		1342						LN		52		1		false		           1        by mistake or whether this was deliberate.  Perhaps,				false

		1343						LN		52		2		false		           2        for example, if they were trying to obtain a specific				false

		1344						LN		52		3		false		           3        vesting date for land use consistency purposes.				false

		1345						LN		52		4		false		           4             I suppose I agree with Mr. McMahan -- the reason				false

		1346						LN		52		5		false		           5        or reasons why the Applicant submitted a mere draft				false

		1347						LN		52		6		false		           6        application don't matter.  But I do find it a bit odd				false

		1348						LN		52		7		false		           7        that the Applicant is very deliberately withholding an				false

		1349						LN		52		8		false		           8        explanation about why they have pursued this course of				false

		1350						LN		52		9		false		           9        conduct.  At any rate, regardless of the motivation,				false

		1351						LN		52		10		false		          10        the legal result is the same.  EFSEC's required				false

		1352						LN		52		11		false		          11        procedures are not triggered and cannot be triggered by				false

		1353						LN		52		12		false		          12        draft applications.				false

		1354						LN		52		13		false		          13             Thus, this hearing tonight and all other hearings				false

		1355						LN		52		14		false		          14        this week are premature.  If and when an actual				false

		1356						LN		52		15		false		          15        non-draft application is submitted, that will trigger				false

		1357						LN		52		16		false		          16        the need to hold the hearings required by the plain				false

		1358						LN		52		17		false		          17        language of the statute.				false

		1359						LN		52		18		false		          18             The second issue involves Council membership.  For				false

		1360						LN		52		19		false		          19        tonight's hearings, the membership of the Council must				false

		1361						LN		52		20		false		          20        include a member appointed by Klickitat County.				false

		1362						LN		52		21		false		          21        Contrary to what the Applicant's attorney said at last				false

		1363						LN		52		22		false		          22        night's land use hearing, the Council plays no role in				false

		1364						LN		52		23		false		          23        that appointment, and there is no discretion involved.				false

		1365						LN		52		24		false		          24        Rather, the statute says that the Klickitat County				false

		1366						LN		52		25		false		          25        commissioners quote, "shall appoint," end quote, a				false

		1367						PG		53		0		false		page 53				false

		1368						LN		53		1		false		           1        voting member of the Council.  And that person quote,				false

		1369						LN		53		2		false		           2        "shall sit with the Council," end quote, for both				false

		1370						LN		53		3		false		           3        hearings tonight.				false

		1371						LN		53		4		false		           4             During EFSEC's monthly meeting earlier today,				false

		1372						LN		53		5		false		           5        EFSEC officials confirmed that Klickitat County has not				false

		1373						LN		53		6		false		           6        yet made an appointment to that council.  And for that				false

		1374						LN		53		7		false		           7        matter, neither has Clark County nor the cities of				false

		1375						LN		53		8		false		           8        North Bonneville and Stevenson.  In fact, it appears				false

		1376						LN		53		9		false		           9        that EFSEC has not even yet invited these local				false

		1377						LN		53		10		false		          10        governments about the need to make their appointments.				false

		1378						LN		53		11		false		          11        Instead, EFSEC Staff have only stated these governments				false

		1379						LN		53		12		false		          12        receive notifications about the hearings and about the				false

		1380						LN		53		13		false		          13        fact that the draft application was received.  Holding				false

		1381						LN		53		14		false		          14        this hearing without the participation of a Council				false

		1382						LN		53		15		false		          15        member appointed by Klickitat County violates this				false

		1383						LN		53		16		false		          16        statute.				false

		1384						LN		53		17		false		          17             In conclusion, if and when the Applicant submits a				false

		1385						LN		53		18		false		          18        non-draft final application, EFSEC will then need to				false

		1386						LN		53		19		false		          19        schedule informational public hearings in each of the				false

		1387						LN		53		20		false		          20        three counties, and the Klickitat County appointee to				false

		1388						LN		53		21		false		          21        the Council will need to sit with the Council for the				false

		1389						LN		53		22		false		          22        Klickitat County informational and land use consistency				false

		1390						LN		53		23		false		          23        public hearings.  Thank you very much.				false

		1391						LN		53		24		false		          24                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1392						LN		53		25		false		          25                  MS. GRANTHAM:  The next speaker I have is				false

		1393						PG		54		0		false		page 54				false

		1394						LN		54		1		false		           1        Eric Wriston.				false

		1395						LN		54		2		false		           2                  MR. WRISTON:  Thank.  You.  And good evening,				false

		1396						LN		54		3		false		           3        Council.  My name is Eric Wriston.  I am an attorney at				false

		1397						LN		54		4		false		           4        Crag Law Center.  I'm here representing				false

		1398						LN		54		5		false		           5        Columbia Riverkeeper.  I just want to quickly emphasize				false

		1399						LN		54		6		false		           6        that Columbia Riverkeeper shares and adopts the				false

		1400						LN		54		7		false		           7        procedural issues that Friends of The Gorge has raised				false

		1401						LN		54		8		false		           8        tonight and in the prior informational meetings.  Those				false

		1402						LN		54		9		false		           9        include both the objection to starting this process on				false

		1403						LN		54		10		false		          10        the submission of a draft application as opposed to a				false

		1404						LN		54		11		false		          11        complete application like the statute requires as well				false

		1405						LN		54		12		false		          12        as the lack of local appointees to the Council in all				false

		1406						LN		54		13		false		          13        of these hearings.				false

		1407						LN		54		14		false		          14             And I want to elaborate just a little bit on the				false

		1408						LN		54		15		false		          15        draft application issue.  Because it's not just some				false

		1409						LN		54		16		false		          16        technical legal issue that we're raising.  It's a real				false

		1410						LN		54		17		false		          17        problem.  The draft application that was submitted is				false

		1411						LN		54		18		false		          18        missing a remarkable amount of the information that's				false

		1412						LN		54		19		false		          19        required to be in an application by Washington				false

		1413						LN		54		20		false		          20        Administrative Code Chapter 463-60.				false

		1414						LN		54		21		false		          21             For example, the applicant is supposed to include				false

		1415						LN		54		22		false		          22        detailed fish and wildlife and habitat surveys in the				false

		1416						LN		54		23		false		          23        application, but we don't have anything even resembling				false

		1417						LN		54		24		false		          24        that for the in-river portions of this project.  No				false

		1418						LN		54		25		false		          25        surveys, mapping, or description of the habitat				false

		1419						PG		55		0		false		page 55				false

		1420						LN		55		1		false		           1        characteristics of the parts of river that this project				false

		1421						LN		55		2		false		           2        will run through.  Likewise, they're supposed to				false

		1422						LN		55		3		false		           3        include detailed information on soils and topography.				false

		1423						LN		55		4		false		           4        But as the Applicant has admitted last night, soil				false

		1424						LN		55		5		false		           5        studies are something they are still planning on doing				false

		1425						LN		55		6		false		           6        but have not done yet.				false

		1426						LN		55		7		false		           7             The list goes on and on.  And Riverkeeper will be				false

		1427						LN		55		8		false		           8        submitting a separate letter regarding all of the ways				false

		1428						LN		55		9		false		           9        that this application is incomplete.  But the bottom				false

		1429						LN		55		10		false		          10        line here is that there are serious public process				false

		1430						LN		55		11		false		          11        issues with moving forward with the application at this				false

		1431						LN		55		12		false		          12        time.  The public has a right to comment on an				false

		1432						LN		55		13		false		          13        application that is at least substantially complete.				false

		1433						LN		55		14		false		          14        The draft application that has been submitted is far				false

		1434						LN		55		15		false		          15        from that, and the draft application makes full				false

		1435						LN		55		16		false		          16        participation in this process impossible.				false

		1436						LN		55		17		false		          17             Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight.				false

		1437						LN		55		18		false		          18                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1438						LN		55		19		false		          19                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, this concludes the list				false

		1439						LN		55		20		false		          20        of people that I have.				false

		1440						LN		55		21		false		          21                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you.  And I				false

		1441						LN		55		22		false		          22        don't know if we can dial my mic down or -- I'm getting				false

		1442						LN		55		23		false		          23        a lot of feedback.  So I'll turn it on, but I don't				false

		1443						LN		55		24		false		          24        want to blow people's ears out here.  Thank you.				false

		1444						LN		55		25		false		          25             Are there other members of the public here who				false

		1445						PG		56		0		false		page 56				false

		1446						LN		56		1		false		           1        wish to speak?  I see hand with white hat first, and				false

		1447						LN		56		2		false		           2        then -- and then, I'm sorry, ma'am.  We'll take you				false

		1448						LN		56		3		false		           3        next.  Again, please come forward and...				false

		1449						LN		56		4		false		           4                  MR. WISHERD:  Tom Wisherd, W-i-s-h-e-r-d.				false

		1450						LN		56		5		false		           5        I'm with Local 701, operating engineers --				false

		1451						LN		56		6		false		           6                  (Reporter requests clarification.)				false

		1452						LN		56		7		false		           7                  MR. WISHERD:  -- just under 4,000 members.				false

		1453						LN		56		8		false		           8        We're for this project.  With the trades, we all have				false

		1454						LN		56		9		false		           9        the state-of-the-art facilities, and you'll get best of				false

		1455						LN		56		10		false		          10        the best.  Thank you much.				false

		1456						LN		56		11		false		          11                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1457						LN		56		12		false		          12             And if -- ma'am, you're next.  Welcome.				false

		1458						LN		56		13		false		          13                  MS. REUTER:  My name is Kalama Reuter.  I				false

		1459						LN		56		14		false		          14        live in White Salmon, and I wanted to --				false

		1460						LN		56		15		false		          15                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Could you spell -- spell your				false

		1461						LN		56		16		false		          16        name, please.				false

		1462						LN		56		17		false		          17                  MS. REUTER:  K-a-l-a-m-a, first name; last				false

		1463						LN		56		18		false		          18        name, Reuter, R-e-u-t-e-r.				false

		1464						LN		56		19		false		          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		1465						LN		56		20		false		          20                  MS. REUTER:  And I wanted to ask a question.				false

		1466						LN		56		21		false		          21        I heard two depths that the cable would go.  First I				false

		1467						LN		56		22		false		          22        heard 40 feet; it would be deep, deep.  Then, when the				false

		1468						LN		56		23		false		          23        hydro "thingy majiggy" was doing its thing, it sounded				false

		1469						LN		56		24		false		          24        like it would be 10 to 15 feet deep.  This is a big				false

		1470						LN		56		25		false		          25        river.  10 or 15 feet of a plowed up area might not				false

		1471						PG		57		0		false		page 57				false

		1472						LN		57		1		false		           1        stay covered.  It's a moving -- this is a massive being				false

		1473						LN		57		2		false		           2        who's moving, and I have concerns about that.				false

		1474						LN		57		3		false		           3             The other thing that I noticed, and I'm not -- I'm				false

		1475						LN		57		4		false		           4        not -- I do take notes, but I can't get everything.				false

		1476						LN		57		5		false		           5        That it looked like there's an expedited way that you				false

		1477						LN		57		6		false		           6        can avoid an environmental impact statement.  In my				false

		1478						LN		57		7		false		           7        limited understanding of being at various hearings,				false

		1479						LN		57		8		false		           8        they're -- the scoping comes with the environmental				false

		1480						LN		57		9		false		           9        impact.  I don't -- I'm not sure.  But if you do the				false

		1481						LN		57		10		false		          10        expedited thing, you cut that out.  It was sort of				false

		1482						LN		57		11		false		          11        there in the fine print over on the side.  "No				false

		1483						LN		57		12		false		          12        environmental impact statement needed."				false

		1484						LN		57		13		false		          13             So I have big concerns about that.  Thank you.				false

		1485						LN		57		14		false		          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  And I do see a				false

		1486						LN		57		15		false		          15        couple other hands.  Again, process question -- let me				false

		1487						LN		57		16		false		          16        just quickly speak to it.  The EFSEC presentation just				false

		1488						LN		57		17		false		          17        noted that that is one of the processes.  Which process				false

		1489						LN		57		18		false		          18        will be determined has not even remotely been decided,				false

		1490						LN		57		19		false		          19        including, as was noted earlier, scoping is to come and				false

		1491						LN		57		20		false		          20        things like that.  So it does exist, but it doesn't				false

		1492						LN		57		21		false		          21        mean that that's what will be used here; so...				false

		1493						LN		57		22		false		          22             Next hand.  Please come forward.  Thank you.				false

		1494						LN		57		23		false		          23                  MS. DECENT:  Hi, I'm Jennifer Decent, and				false

		1495						LN		57		24		false		          24        that's D-e-c-e-n-t.  I'm with LIUNA Local 335.  We are				false

		1496						LN		57		25		false		          25        the laborers, if you don't know what LIUNA stands for.				false

		1497						PG		58		0		false		page 58				false

		1498						LN		58		1		false		           1             For increased economic development and				false

		1499						LN		58		2		false		           2        opportunities, we need more transmission lines and				false

		1500						LN		58		3		false		           3        resilience.  As laborers, we live and work in these				false

		1501						LN		58		4		false		           4        communities; so we care about the environmental impact				false

		1502						LN		58		5		false		           5        to our beautiful backyard.  So when I read about the				false

		1503						LN		58		6		false		           6        process of burying the line having minimal impact to				false

		1504						LN		58		7		false		           7        the riverbed as it is buried in silt, which recovers				false

		1505						LN		58		8		false		           8        quickly, that seemed to be an environmentally friendly				false

		1506						LN		58		9		false		           9        alternative to me.  As Washingtonians, we have very				false

		1507						LN		58		10		false		          10        high standards.  And I realize this is in the very				false

		1508						LN		58		11		false		          11        beginning of the process; so I look forward to the				false

		1509						LN		58		12		false		          12        following -- this project and its process.				false

		1510						LN		58		13		false		          13             Thank you for your time.				false

		1511						LN		58		14		false		          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Any others in the				false

		1512						LN		58		15		false		          15        room tonight who would speak?  Please.  And then I'll				false

		1513						LN		58		16		false		          16        make one next last call for the -- yeah, please come				false

		1514						LN		58		17		false		          17        forward.  I was just going to let our online audience				false

		1515						LN		58		18		false		          18        know, if there's anyone else who wishes to speak, if				false

		1516						LN		58		19		false		          19        you'd please raise your hand online.  And then soon we				false

		1517						LN		58		20		false		          20        will conclude this portion of the meeting and move to				false

		1518						LN		58		21		false		          21        our land use consistency.  But please, thank you.				false

		1519						LN		58		22		false		          22                  MR. NICHOLS:  Thank you.  I'm Rodger Nichols,				false

		1520						LN		58		23		false		          23        R-o-d-g-e-r N-i-c-h-o-l-s.				false

		1521						LN		58		24		false		          24             And as a member working with the Goldendale				false

		1522						LN		58		25		false		          25        licensed radio station, I was surprised the only way I				false

		1523						PG		59		0		false		page 59				false

		1524						LN		59		1		false		           1        found out about this was because I had a Google alert				false

		1525						LN		59		2		false		           2        set on my Google.  And that's how I found out about				false

		1526						LN		59		3		false		           3        this yesterday.  I was able to get a little bit on the				false

		1527						LN		59		4		false		           4        radio station today this afternoon, but it's kind of				false

		1528						LN		59		5		false		           5        late in the process.  So if you're going to have				false

		1529						LN		59		6		false		           6        meetings that take place in a county, you want to have				false

		1530						LN		59		7		false		           7        all the media involved.				false

		1531						LN		59		8		false		           8             I also work with the Goldendale Sentinel.  I				false

		1532						LN		59		9		false		           9        really appreciate -- I'll be doing a story about this,				false

		1533						LN		59		10		false		          10        but I would be really appreciating if we had more				false

		1534						LN		59		11		false		          11        notice on this, and I'm taking notice of all the				false

		1535						LN		59		12		false		          12        comments as well this evening.				false

		1536						LN		59		13		false		          13             I also want to suggest that there's an agency				false

		1537						LN		59		14		false		          14        you've not talked about yet, and that's the				false

		1538						LN		59		15		false		          15        Columbia River Gorge Commission.  You have two sections				false

		1539						LN		59		16		false		          16        of the proposed line that are not going to be in the				false

		1540						LN		59		17		false		          17        water that are going to be on the ground that are going				false

		1541						LN		59		18		false		          18        to disturb the ground.  And they will -- and they are				false

		1542						LN		59		19		false		          19        in the National Scenic Area.  At least part of -- part				false

		1543						LN		59		20		false		          20        of the station near Big Eddy will not be inside				false

		1544						LN		59		21		false		          21        The Dalles city boundary -- and also the loop that goes				false

		1545						LN		59		22		false		          22        around the end that Skamania County will be on.  And				false

		1546						LN		59		23		false		          23        the Columbia River Gorge Commission is a land use				false

		1547						LN		59		24		false		          24        agency, and those approvals will be needed as well.  So				false

		1548						LN		59		25		false		          25        you might want to put that on your chart.  Thank you.				false

		1549						PG		60		0		false		page 60				false

		1550						LN		60		1		false		           1                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much.				false

		1551						LN		60		2		false		           2             Any last hands in the room?  Okay.  We will				false

		1552						LN		60		3		false		           3        proceed.  Any hands online?  Ms. Grantham, I don't see				false

		1553						LN		60		4		false		           4        any but -- okay.				false

		1554						LN		60		5		false		           5             Then I will call this opening hearing to				false

		1555						LN		60		6		false		           6        conclusion at 7:12 p.m., and we will move into our land				false

		1556						LN		60		7		false		           7        use consistency hearing.				false

		1557						LN		60		8		false		           8               (Proceedings adjourned at 7:12 p.m.)				false

		1558						LN		60		9		false		           9                              * * *				false

		1559						LN		60		10		false		          10				false

		1560						LN		60		11		false		          11				false

		1561						LN		60		12		false		          12				false

		1562						LN		60		13		false		          13				false

		1563						LN		60		14		false		          14				false

		1564						LN		60		15		false		          15				false

		1565						LN		60		16		false		          16				false

		1566						LN		60		17		false		          17				false

		1567						LN		60		18		false		          18				false

		1568						LN		60		19		false		          19				false

		1569						LN		60		20		false		          20				false

		1570						LN		60		21		false		          21				false

		1571						LN		60		22		false		          22				false

		1572						LN		60		23		false		          23				false

		1573						LN		60		24		false		          24				false

		1574						LN		60		25		false		          25				false

		1575						PG		61		0		false		page 61				false

		1576						LN		61		1		false		           1                CERTIFICATE OF SHORTHAND REPORTER				false

		1577						LN		61		2		false		           2				false

		1578						LN		61		2		false		               STATE OF OREGON        )				false

		1579						LN		61		3		false		           3                          )   ss.				false

		1580						LN		61		3		false		               COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH    )				false

		1581						LN		61		4		false		           4				false

		1582						LN		61		5		false		           5             This is to certify that I, Stephanie C. Rhinehart,				false

		1583						LN		61		5		false		               a Washington Certified Court Reporter, Oregon Certified				false

		1584						LN		61		6		false		           6   Shorthand Reporter, and Registered Professional Reporter				false

		1585						LN		61		6		false		               reported by stenographic means the within and foregoing				false

		1586						LN		61		7		false		           7   proceedings; that said proceedings were taken before me on				false

		1587						LN		61		7		false		               the date herein set forth and that I was authorized to and				false

		1588						LN		61		8		false		           8   did report said proceedings.				false

		1589						LN		61		9		false		           9				false

		1590						LN		61		9		false		                         I further certify that the foregoing transcript is				false

		1591						LN		61		10		false		          10   a full, true, and correct record of the proceedings to the				false

		1592						LN		61		10		false		               best of my ability; that said proceedings were taken by me				false

		1593						LN		61		11		false		          11   stenographically and thereafter reduced to typewriting under				false

		1594						LN		61		11		false		               my supervision; and that I am neither a relative, employee,				false

		1595						LN		61		12		false		          12   attorney or counsel of any of the parties this action and				false

		1596						LN		61		12		false		               have no financial interest in its outcome.				false

		1597						LN		61		13		false		          13				false

		1598						LN		61		14		false		          14             IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand				false

		1599						LN		61		14		false		               this 5th day of December, 2025.				false

		1600						LN		61		15		false		          15				false

		1601						LN		61		16		false		          16				false

		1602						LN		61		17		false		          17                                      _________________________				false

		1603						LN		61		17		false		                                             /s/Stephanie C. Rhinehart, RPR				false

		1604						LN		61		18		false		          18                                    Washington CCR No. 22013531				false

		1605						LN		61		18		false		                                                         Expires 05/26/2026				false

		1606						LN		61		19		false		          19                                         Oregon CSR No. 22-0014				false

		1607						LN		61		19		false		                                                         Expires 09/30/2028				false

		1608						LN		61		20		false		          20				false

		1609						LN		61		21		false		          21				false

		1610						LN		61		22		false		          22				false

		1611						LN		61		23		false		          23				false

		1612						LN		61		24		false		          24				false

		1613						LN		61		25		false		          25				false



		Index		MediaGroup		ID		FullPath		Duration		Offset







                                                                           1







           1   ____________________________________________________________



           2                       STATE OF WASHINGTON

                         ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL

           3



           4              CASCADE RENEWABLE TRANSMISSION PROJECT



           5                     EFSEC DOCKET NO. 230002



           6                   PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL HEARING

               ____________________________________________________________

           7



           8



           9



          10                        November 19, 2025



          11                            5:32 p.m.



          12                     White Salmon, Washington



          13



          14



          15   .



          16



          17



          18



          19



          20



          21



          22



          23



          24

               REPORTED BY: Stephanie C. Rhinehart, RPR,

          25                WA CCR 22013531, OR CSR 22-0014

�

                                                                           2







           1                           APPEARANCES



           2

               ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL MEMBERS:

           3

                        Kurt Beckett, Chair

           4

                        Blake Nelson

           5            Department of Ecology



           6            Nate Pamplin (*)

                        Department of Fish and Wildlife

           7

                        Maverick Ryan (*)

           8            Department of Natural Resources



           9            Brian Rybarik (*)

                        Department of Utilities & Transportation Commission

          10



          11   ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL:



          12            Jon Thompson (*)



          13

               ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE:

          14

                        Russell Mikow (*)

          15



          16   COUNCIL STAFF:



          17   Sonia Bumpus (*)     Lance Caputo      Lisa McLean

               Ami Hafkemeyer       Alex Shiley       Adrienne Barker (*)

          18   Joan Owens           Karl Holappa

               Andrea Grantham      Maria Belkina

          19



          20   COUNSEL FOR THE ENVIRONMENT:



          21            Yuriy Korol (*)



          22   IN ATTENDANCE:



          23            Chris Hocker, PowerBridge

                        Susan Brown, PowerBridge

          24



          25   (*) indicates remote attendees

�

                                                                           3







           1                          HEARING INDEX



           2



           3   EVENT:                                                  PAGE



           4   Call to order                                              4



           5   Opening comments By Chair Beckett                          4



           6   Roll call                                                  5



           7   Opening comments                                           7



           8   EFSEC process overview                                    11



           9   Applicant presentation                                    19



          10   Public comments                                           37



          11   Adjournment                                               60



          12                              * * *



          13



          14



          15



          16



          17



          18



          19



          20



          21



          22



          23



          24



          25

�

                                                                           4







           1                    BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,



           2   November 19, 2025, at Mountain View Grange #98, 1085 North



           3   Main Avenue, White Salmon, Washington, and via



           4   videoconference, the following Public Informational Hearing



           5   of the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation



           6   Council was held at 5:32 p.m.:



           7



           8                              * * *



           9                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, good evening, everyone.



          10        I'm Kurt Beckett.  I'm Chair of the Energy Facility



          11        Site Evaluation Council, the Washington Energy Facility



          12        Site Evaluation Council.  And let me get, I guess, my



          13        other document here.  Sorry.  Busy day.



          14             I'm going to call this meeting to order at



          15        5:32 p.m.  And just a couple opening remarks, and then



          16        we will officially further kind of gavel in and call



          17        our roll for our EFSEC Council and do a few



          18        introductions.



          19             So again, welcome.  For those of you who are here



          20        in person tonight, we certainly appreciate you joining



          21        us and certainly appreciate those who are online, both



          22        other Council and Staff members and, most importantly,



          23        other members of the public.



          24             We'll begin this evening with a public



          25        informational meeting, as required by state law.  And
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           1        the purpose of this meeting is to provide an overview



           2        of both the EFSEC review process followed by a little



           3        deeper overview of the Cascade Renewable Transmission



           4        project.  We will then receive any public comments from



           5        both our in-room and online attendees on issues and



           6        questions that you believe should be included in the



           7        EFSEC project review.



           8             The second meeting, which will begin after,



           9        obviously, the first project informational meeting



          10        ends.  And that is specifically about land use



          11        consistency.  We will have Judge Russell Mikow joining



          12        us for that portion, which we'll speak to more once we



          13        get there.



          14             And with that, let me further call this order --



          15        to order -- and Ms. Grantham would please call the



          16        EFSEC Council roll.



          17                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly, Chair.



          18             Department of Commerce.



          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Will be absent tonight.



          20                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Ecology.



          21                  MR. NELSON:  Blake Nelson, present.



          22                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Fish and



          23        Wildlife.



          24                  MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin.  Present and



          25        participating virtually.
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           1                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Natural



           2        Resources.



           3                  MR. RYAN:  Maverick Ryan, present,



           4        participating virtually.



           5                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Utilities and Transportation



           6        Commission.



           7                  MR. RYBARIK:  Brian Rybarik, present and



           8        participating virtually.



           9                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Assistant Attorney General



          10        Jon Thompson.



          11                  MR. THOMPSON:  I'm present online.



          12                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Administrative Law



          13        Judge Russell Mikow.



          14                  JUDGE MIKOW:  I'm present online.



          15                  MS. GRANTHAM:  For Council Staff here today,



          16             Sonia Bumpus.



          17                  MS. BUMPUS:  I'm present online.



          18                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Ami Hafkemeyer.



          19                  MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.



          20                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Lance Caputo.



          21                  MR. CAPUTO:  Present.



          22                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Karl Holappa.



          23                  MR. HOLAPPA:  Present.



          24                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Maria Belkina.



          25                  MS. BELKINA:  Present.
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           1                  MS. GRANTHAM:  And Lisa McLean.



           2                  MS. McLEAN:  Online.



           3                  MS. GRANTHAM:  And do we have anyone present



           4        for the Counsel for the Environment?



           5                  MR. KOROL:  Yuriy Korol, present appearing



           6        online.



           7                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Thank you.



           8             Chair, there is a quorum.



           9                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much.  Let me



          10        next do a couple additional introductions.  And if I



          11        could give our Counsel for the Environment a quick



          12        heads-up that, when I'm done with a couple of these, I



          13        would turn this back to you for a brief word on the



          14        role of the Counsel for the Environment.



          15             And first, let me recognize our colleague from



          16        Oregon, Chris Clark, who's also with EFSC of Oregon,



          17        which is housed within the Department of Energy within



          18        that state.  One key distinction is Washington -- like,



          19        with kind of two "vees" -- we have two Es, and Oregon



          20        is the EFSC with one E.  So quick way to think about



          21        that.  This is ultimately a joint project.  We're



          22        focusing on the Washington side of these issues



          23        tonight.



          24             And with that, let me also ask if our Applicants



          25        will go ahead and introduce their team, and then we'll
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           1        move to the EFSEC Staff and soon into presentation.



           2                  MR. HOCKER:  Sure.  Thank you.  I'm



           3        Chris Hocker with the lead developer PowerBridge; my



           4        colleague, Susan Brown.  And there are a few others in



           5        the audience associated with the project who,



           6        hopefully, some of you have been talking to already.



           7        And, certainly, any questions like that that you might



           8        have, someone can answer.



           9                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Let me go ahead



          10        and actually turn this back to our Counsel for the



          11        Environment just so that we can make sure that everyone



          12        understands the role of that -- well, that role for the



          13        people of Washington.



          14             Counsel?



          15                  MR. KOROL:  Hello, everyone.  My name is



          16        Yuriy Korol.  I'm an Assistant Attorney General with



          17        the Environment Protection Division.  I have been



          18        appointed Counsel for the Environment -- for this



          19        particular project.  And in my role, which is statutory



          20        in nature, my job is to represent the public and its



          21        interest in protecting the quality in the environment.



          22        So in practice, that means I can submit comments.  I'm



          23        also a party participant in any adjudications, should



          24        there be any.



          25             I will be looking at the environmental impacts of
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           1        this project on my own, but I also encourage public



           2        participation.  So if you feel like you have any



           3        information that I should be aware of or should



           4        consider, please feel free to send them my way.  My



           5        name and contact information is on the project-specific



           6        website, on the EFSEC website, and I can also drop them



           7        in the chat for this meeting.



           8             Yeah.  I think that pretty much covers it.  If you



           9        have any questions, please let me know.



          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Counsel.



          11             All right.  With that, let me turn this to our



          12        EFSEC Staff, starting with our director, Sonia Bumpus,



          13        for any opening remarks.  And then we'll move to our



          14        PowerPoint overview of the EFSEC process.



          15                  MS. BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett -- sounding clear?



          16                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I think we've got you now.



          17        But if it starts to fade, I might note to "douse" your



          18        camera.  But we've got you so far.



          19                  MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Yeah.  Just let me know.



          20        I think there's a lag.



          21             So I just have to make a few remarks before we



          22        begin the presentation by Staff.  My name is



          23        Sonia Bumpus.  I am the executive director of the



          24        Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council agency.  I want



          25        to welcome you this evening and thank you -- it means a
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           1        lot to us.  We know everybody...



           2                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, it is



           3        starting to fade out, perhaps.  It may be on our end.



           4        But why don't you try your camera, and then we'll see



           5        how that goes.  And otherwise, we can turn to



           6        Ms. Hafkemeyer.



           7             All right.  Let's pause on that.



           8             And, Ami, I'm going to start.  And if you want to



           9        supplement --



          10                  (Interruption in proceedings.)



          11                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, I think



          12        we're going to toggle into the room here and see...



          13                  MS. BUMPUS:  Looks like it cut out.



          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  The world -- the world we



          15        live in.



          16             All right, Director Bumpus, I'm going to turn here



          17        to Ms. Hafkemeyer.



          18             And I think, ultimately, what Director Bumpus was



          19        trying to make sure and help convey is -- where we're



          20        at in the process, which is certainly the beginning,



          21        there are many aspects of things that need to happen on



          22        the front-end, some of which are a work in progress and



          23        many others still to come.



          24             So with that, Ami, if I can pitch this to you.



          25                  MS. HAFKMEYER:  Of course, thank you.

�

                                                                          11







           1             So thank you for joining us this evening.  We're



           2        here, really, to introduce ourselves as an agency,



           3        introduce the project that is now in front of us along



           4        with the Applicant.  And what we'd like to do tonight



           5        is tell you a little bit about ourselves.  The



           6        Applicant will tell you a little bit about the project.



           7        And this is really the initiation of our process; so



           8        any comments that you have tonight will certainly



           9        inform our review.



          10             We have a presentation to go over our process a



          11        little bit, and we want you to raise any questions or



          12        any initial thoughts that you have.  But I would like



          13        to also make it known that because this is the



          14        beginning, there's many opportunities for comment as we



          15        proceed through the process and many opportunities to



          16        engage with the Staff to ask any questions down the



          17        line, give any feedback throughout the process.  And



          18        so, hopefully, as the presentations come forward,



          19        you'll learn a little bit more about the project and a



          20        little bit more about our agency.



          21             We encourage you to engage with the process.  We



          22        have a project-specific mailing list.  And so if you'd



          23        like to stay updated on project activity, we strongly



          24        encourage you to sign up for that.  We also have



          25        monthly Council meetings where project updates will be
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           1        given to the Council each month on what the current



           2        status of the project is.  So if this is something that



           3        you'd like to continue to be engaged in and would like



           4        to stay up to date on, please sign up for the mailing



           5        list, please join our monthly Council meetings.



           6             And I think that concludes my remarks.  I'll hand



           7        it over to our siting specialists, Maria Belkina and



           8        Lance Captuto.



           9                  MS. BELKINA:  Thank you, Ami.



          10             Welcome, everybody.  Thank you all for coming to



          11        participate this evening.  My name is Maria Belkina.



          12        I'm siting specialist for EFSEC, and I would like to



          13        introduce my colleague, Lance Caputo.  We will be



          14        giving a short presentation on the EFSEC process for



          15        those who are unfamiliar with our agency.



          16             A little bit of the history of the EFSEC agency.



          17        EFSEC was created in 1970 for the siting of thermal



          18        power plants.  The intent was to create a one-stop



          19        permitting agency for large energy facilities.  EFSEC



          20        is comprised of state and local government members who



          21        review each application before voting to make a Council



          22        recommendation to the governor.



          23             If recommending approval, the package to the



          24        governor includes a draft certification agreement, or



          25        SCA, which defines all pre-construction, construction
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           1        and operation plans.  If approved by the Governor's



           2        Office, the decision preempts other state or local



           3        regulations.



           4             EFSEC is comprised of members from several



           5        different state-level agencies.  The chairperson's



           6        appointed by the governor, and there are standing



           7        members from five other agencies appointed by those



           8        agencies to sit on the Council.  There are additional



           9        agencies that may elect to appoint a Council member



          10        during the review of a new application.



          11             The local county shall also appoint a Council



          12        member for the review -- a new application.  If a



          13        proposal project is located at a port, the port may



          14        appoint an non-voting member.



          15             Multiple energy generation facilities fall under



          16        EFSEC jurisdiction.  Some projects, such as thermal



          17        power plants greater than 350 megawatts and nuclear



          18        generation for the purpose of generating electricity,



          19        are required to be sited through EFSEC.  While others



          20        such as wind, solar, green hydrogen, storage, or clean



          21        energy manufacturing can opt in at any size.



          22        Transmission lines greater then 115 kilovolts can also



          23        opt in while lines greater than 500 kilovolts



          24        alternating current or 300 kilovolts direct current are



          25        required.
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           1             Here is a map of the facilities that are certified



           2        or have applied for certification under EFSEC's



           3        jurisdiction.  You can see, marked in green, there are



           4        seven operating facilities including two natural gas



           5        facilities, one nuclear facility, two solar facilities,



           6        and two wind facilities.  The blue marks indicate the



           7        four additional facilities that are approved but are



           8        not yet constructed.  The clear circle -- the one



           9        facility in the process of decommissioning.  EFSEC is



          10        currently reviewing seven projects marked by yellow,



          11        including the Cascade Renewable Transmission.



          12                  MR. CAPUTO:  Don't be intimidated by this



          13        flowchart.



          14                  MS. BELKINA:  Your mic...



          15                  MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you for reminding me.



          16             Here's a flowchart showing the general process an



          17        applicant will go through when they submit an



          18        application to EFSEC.  There are yellow boxes on the



          19        chart that indicate specific milestones in the process



          20        where the Council and Staff seek public input.  You can



          21        see that there are multiple processes that happen



          22        concurrently when EFSEC is reviewing an application.



          23             The permitting process outlined across the top row



          24        involves identifying and preparing applicable



          25        environmental permits, the land use and adjudicative
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           1        process running through the middle.  And the State



           2        Environmental Policy Act, or SEPA process, is shown



           3        along the bottom.



           4             All these processes ultimately feed into the



           5        Council's recommendation made to the governor where an



           6        adjudication is required following the Land Use



           7        Consistency Hearing, which will be later tonight.  An



           8        order is issued to commence proceeding and initiate



           9        intervention.  There are prehearing conferences through



          10        which parties are granted intervention status and



          11        issues are identified.  Adjudicative hearings are then



          12        held.  After this, the Council looks at all the



          13        information in the adjudication record and deliberates.



          14             Finally, the Council develops an order



          15        establishing their findings of fact and conclusions of



          16        law from the information provided throughout these



          17        proceedings.



          18             For every project proposed, a SEPA review is



          19        performed.  When a determination of significance and a



          20        decision to prepare an environmental impact



          21        statement -- or an EIS -- is made, public comments are



          22        taken on the scope of the EIS.  After public comment



          23        for scoping, the SEPA responsible official, which is



          24        the agency director, determines the scope of the EIS.



          25        A draft EIS is prepared and issued with a minimum
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           1        30-day public comment period, after which the final EIS



           2        is prepared and released.



           3             Following the conclusion of these separate avenues



           4        of application review, the Council develops its



           5        recommendation to the governor, tying together the



           6        information brought forth through the application



           7        review process.



           8             To be considered for expedited processing, an



           9        applicant must make the request in writing.  If the



          10        project meets two criteria of land use consistency and



          11        a mitigated determination of significant --



          12        non-significance is issued, the Council can grant



          13        expedited process review.  In this expedited process,



          14        the adjudication step is not required, and an



          15        environmental impact statement is not prepared.



          16             Applications granted for expedited processing do



          17        hold an additional public meeting prior to the



          18        Council's recommendation to hear any conditions that



          19        may be considered to impose on a project.  A condition



          20        use -- which is a conditional use -- I'm sorry -- may



          21        be considered to impose on the project a conditional



          22        use process hearing.  The Council prepares a



          23        recommendation to the governor an expedited time frame



          24        under this process.



          25             EFSEC is also the issuing agency for any
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           1        applicable state and local environmental permits a



           2        facility may require, including water quality and air



           3        quality permits as they may apply.



           4             The permits are identified in the final package



           5        with the Council's recommendation to the governor.  If



           6        an application is approved by the governor, EFSEC then



           7        has oversight of the environmental compliance for the



           8        life of the facility through decommissioning.  EFSEC



           9        has standing contracts with applicable state agencies



          10        that assist in the monitoring and enforcement of



          11        conditions, either in the Site Certification Agreement,



          12        identified permits, the Environmental Impact Statement,



          13        or the Mitigated Determination of Non-significance.



          14             At the conclusion of the Council's review of an



          15        application, a recommendation is made to the governor



          16        to either approve or reject the application.  This



          17        initiates a 60-day window within which the governor



          18        will then either approve the application, reject the



          19        application, or remand the application back to the



          20        Council for reconsideration.  Any application that is



          21        rejected by the governor is a final decision on that



          22        application.



          23             As previously mentioned, EFSEC oversees facilities



          24        under its jurisdiction through decommission.



          25        Decommissioning plans must be reviewed and approved by
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           1        the Council.  The project must also provide financial



           2        assurance for the decommissioning in the event that the



           3        project is no longer able to complete the process.



           4        Assuming the project decommissions while still under



           5        full control of the developer, these costs would be



           6        paid by the certificate holder directly.



           7                  MS. BELKINA:  And, also, I would like to add



           8        our work is closely coordinated with the Oregon



           9        Department of Energy and the U.S. Army Corps of



          10        Engineers, ensuring that both states and federal



          11        agencies are aligned in the environmental and



          12        permitting review.



          13             That wraps up our presentation for this evening.



          14        And before we end, I'd like to remind everyone how they



          15        might submit comments for this proposal.



          16             You may send in written comments by email to



          17        comments@EFSEC.wa.gov; by postal mail to our office



          18        at -- listed here -- 621 Woodland Square Loop,



          19        P.O. Box 43172, Olympia, Washington 98504-3172; or by



          20        phone at 360-664-1345.  When EFSEC is in an active



          21        comment period associated with a specific milestone,



          22        comment -- comments may also be submitted to our online



          23        comment database -- https://comments.EFSEC.wa.gov.



          24             All comments received regardless of timing or



          25        method of delivery will be saved with the project
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           1        record and available to Council and Staff for review.



           2        Thank you.



           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you both.



           4             So with that, we will -- as queued up -- to our



           5        Applicant's presentation, which we welcome.



           6             Mr. Hocker.



           7                  MR. HOCKER:  Thanks for coming out.  Thank



           8        you to EFSEC.  And we'll try to make this as brief as



           9        we can.  Again, my --



          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Hocker, you might move



          11        that mic just a little bit closer and --



          12                  MR. HOCKER:  Little bit?  Okay.  Is that



          13        better?



          14                  (Interruption in proceedings.)



          15                  MR. HOCKER:  Are we all right?  Okay.



          16                  CHAIR BECKETT:  And, certainly, we appreciate



          17        this is the focus of the evening; so we certainly want



          18        to make sure you get out what you -- thank you.



          19                  MR. HOCKER:  So I'm Chris Hocker.  I'm with a



          20        company called PowerBridge.  We're based in



          21        Connecticut.  And PowerBridge has specialized in



          22        submarine transmission projects on the East Coast.  We



          23        developed, constructed, and currently operate two such



          24        projects that are very comparable to the one we are



          25        proposing tonight.
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           1             Before I go any further, I do want to acknowledge



           2        we're very well aware that this whole area of the



           3        Columbia River is the ancestral home of



           4        Indigenous Tribes.  We have been, over the last few



           5        years, reaching out and continue to reach out and



           6        engage with the Tribes.  And I just, you know, wanted



           7        to make sure that everyone knows that we're very, very



           8        well aware of the importance of the Columbia River and



           9        the surrounding area, not just to the Tribes but



          10        everybody who lives here.



          11             We might as well get started.  We're going to talk



          12        about the situation currently and the need for the



          13        project as we see it.  We're going to describe the



          14        method of installation, what it does, how it works;



          15        show you where it's going; and give sort of an overview



          16        of the environmental reviews and the agency processes



          17        that will determine whether this project goes forward



          18        or not.



          19             Next, we think it's important to understand, not



          20        just from our perspective but from a regional



          21        perspective, that there's a very significant constraint



          22        on the current transmission system.  If you go way



          23        further east, that system, which is primarily BPA, is



          24        not so constrained.  But when you get to a point right



          25        around here or right around The Dalles, that's when the
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           1        system becomes very much constrained to get it to



           2        basically where the people are, west of the Cascades.



           3        There's been any number of studies that indicate a



           4        tremendous additional need for the -- additional need



           5        for energy over the next five to ten years.



           6             In addition, as I'm sure you're aware, both states



           7        of Washington and Oregon passed clean energy laws.



           8        They differ slightly, but the impact is to ultimately



           9        require 100 percent clean energy in both states by,



          10        depending on which state, 2040 or 2045.



          11             So the dilemma is -- how do we move cleaner energy



          12        from east of the Cascades when there's no transmission



          13        available to support it?  Our project is designed to



          14        help meet that constraint.  It is not the ultimate



          15        solution to the problem, which is much larger than what



          16        our project can provide.



          17             So you can see on the screen basically what I just



          18        said.  I mean, there's a number of factors pointing in



          19        the direction of moving energy consumption in this



          20        region to clean and renewable.  The transmission



          21        constraints already exist between east of the Cascades



          22        and the load centers along the western part, not just



          23        Portland -- I'll get into that a little bit -- but all



          24        the way up and down the, sort of, I-5 corridor up to



          25        Seattle.  It's very challenging, as I'm sure you

�

                                                                          22







           1        recognize, to build new overhead transmission lines,



           2        particularly in an area as sensitive as the



           3        Columbia Gorge.



           4             So this next slide is not the easiest thing to



           5        intuitively understand.  And I'll try not to belabor



           6        it, but this is kind of a depiction of the way energy



           7        flows from east of the Cascades to the west.  And



           8        there's -- there are a lot of ongoing studies that



           9        indicate the kind of upgrades of the transmission



          10        system that will be needed to actually complete the



          11        process of un-constraining, un-bottlenecking the



          12        transmission system.



          13             Unfort- -- well, for better or for worse, the



          14        transmission system is complex.  It's a system; it's



          15        not just a point-to-point transmission line.  So all of



          16        these, like the blue circles and the black and the



          17        red -- these are all sort of proposed upgrades that



          18        would be needed in order to facilitate the removal of



          19        the constraints that exist.



          20             Our project is the green line.  And the advantage



          21        there is that it moves directly from east to the west



          22        without necessitating all these other upgrades.  Now,



          23        in my opinion, many of those other upgrades will



          24        probably have to be done in order to meet the demand,



          25        but ours can at least bypass having to do those
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           1        upgrades and help relieve the constraints, we think,



           2        earlier than the other upgrades can be done.



           3             So we're going to be talking about a solution



           4        that, in our opinion, helps meet the renewable energy



           5        goals, helps improve resiliency and safety.  Obviously,



           6        underwater transmission line does not carry the risk of



           7        wildfire or going down in bad weather and that kind of



           8        thing.  It helps the increasing load in the West, and



           9        won't interfere with river uses and other



          10        infrastructure.



          11             And can I go back to the -- to this confusing



          12        slide here.  This helps answer the question "What does



          13        this do for Washington?"  Because, clearly, we're



          14        starting in The Dalles; we're ending in Portland.  So



          15        this must be a strictly Oregon-beneficial project, and



          16        we're just sort of asking you to let us pass through.



          17        That's not the case.  And the reason is -- that I tried



          18        to explain -- that the real aim is to get to this



          19        north-south corridor and relieve the constraints so the



          20        power can flow better north and south, including north



          21        up to the load centers in Washington.



          22             So our project is about 80 miles underwater and



          23        about 20 miles on land.  It's hard to depict a



          24        hundred-mile project in one slide, but this just shows



          25        a map of where it is -- the green being the underwater
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           1        portion, the yellow being the on-land portion.  In



           2        Washington, there's really only one area where there's



           3        a land base effect, which is about a seven-mile bypass



           4        around the Bonneville Dam.



           5             And this is a slightly easier depiction of the



           6        route in Skamania County.  It lands in Stevenson.  It



           7        primarily uses State Route 14, buried underground.  I



           8        should emphasize that no portion of the transmission



           9        line itself will be visible.  It will go around the



          10        Bonneville Dam, as you see, and reenter the river.  If



          11        you can make out -- it's hard to see, but if you can



          12        make out sort of a -- little purple bars, the way the



          13        line is brought out of the river and back into the



          14        river is with a construction technique that's very well



          15        accepted called horizontal directional drilling, or



          16        HDD.



          17             So the entry and exit in and out of the river does



          18        not involve trenching through shoreline or any of that.



          19        In fact, the drill proceeds very, very deep from the



          20        starting point into the river.  And when I say "very



          21        deep," around 40 or 50 feet deep.  So there's no



          22        interference with surface habitat or anything like



          23        that.



          24             Just to complete the picture, there are land



          25        routes, both in The Dalles and in the Portland -- it's
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           1        called the Rivergate Industrial area.  So -- and,



           2        again, these -- the line will be buried primarily under



           3        public rights-of-way.  That does involve trenching



           4        about 4 feet in the road, very similar to what you



           5        would see up for an underground power line or a



           6        pipeline, waterline, any of that -- conventional



           7        construction techniques.



           8             So why underwater?  It's not just because we've



           9        done underwater.  It's because there are very few



          10        constructible and feasible alternatives available.  And



          11        we have looked at those.  And, in fact, the EFSEC



          12        permit application, both in Washington and in Oregon,



          13        as well as the Army Corps of Engineers permit



          14        applications require a rigorous alternatives analysis.



          15             But very briefly, there is no available path



          16        through The Gorge for an overhead transmission line.



          17        You would think, "Well, okay.  Can't you just bury it



          18        all the way in, say, I-84?"  And the answer is no.  And



          19        the reason for that is that that kind of linear



          20        parallel utility is not allowed by either Oregon DOT or



          21        the Federal Highway Administration.  And that's aside



          22        from any constructibility issues, of which there are



          23        many.



          24             The same goes for many portions of State Route 14.



          25        I'm sure we've all driven it.  I think we counted more
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           1        than 300 obstructions, obstacles, or very, very grave



           2        engineering challenges that make an entire route along



           3        State Route 14 not constructible, not feasible.  Now,



           4        the area we're in, which is just a few miles, is pretty



           5        clear.  We've been consulting with the Washington DOT.



           6        And so it can be done for short distances, but not for



           7        the length that we're talking about.



           8             Same for the railroad rights-of-way on either side



           9        of the river.  If you drive along 14 and look at that



          10        railroad right-of-way, it's very, very narrow.  There



          11        are bridges and constructions.  The point is -- we've



          12        looked at this.  And in order to help meet the



          13        transmission needs, resolve those constraints, and meet



          14        the renewable energy goals, the river is the best



          15        alternative.



          16             So what is it, and how does it work?  This is the



          17        cable.  This is, like, a mini-scale replication that's



          18        about 6 inches in diameter.  It's actually a slice from



          19        our Neptune Project that runs about 50 miles underwater



          20        between New Jersey and New York.  As you can see from



          21        the left-hand photo, it is bundled.  There's two of



          22        these bundled together with a fiberoptic cable and --



          23                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, this is Ms. Grantham.



          24        It's looking like our Internet might have crashed.  So



          25        I might want to say -- want to pause and probably redo
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           1        this slide once we get it back up.



           2             Are we back up?  Okay.  Can you start back from



           3        the beginning of this slide, please.



           4                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Which slide, just to...



           5                  MR. HOCKER:  Yeah.  Which slide?



           6                  MS. GRANTHAM:  The one that you're on right



           7        now.



           8                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's make sure it's -- I'm



           9        sorry, Mr. Hocker.  Let's just make -- give this just



          10        one minute here.  I see mine still...



          11             And thank you, everyone, for your patience.  Due



          12        to modern world of -- both forms at once; so...



          13                  THE REPORTER:  Chair, would you like to go



          14        off the record?



          15                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I can't hear you.



          16                  (Reporter clarification.)



          17                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.



          18                  (Break from 6:08 p.m. to 6:22 p.m.)



          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Just for the quick



          20        benefit of everyone in the room, part of the importance



          21        of the online portion is to ensure that Council can



          22        hear from you tonight too.  And, ultimately, in this



          23        world -- Council members have been present.  Obviously,



          24        we want the benefit of the full Council.



          25             So thanks for your patience, and we will proceed
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           1        back with Mr. Hocker on the slide before us.  So thanks



           2        again, everyone, for your patience.



           3                  MR. HOCKER:  All right.  Thank you.  We'll



           4        start on this slide.



           5             What you're seeing here -- first of all, at the



           6        table is the actual diameter of the cable that can



           7        carry 1,100 megawatts for 100 miles.  The cable really



           8        involves two cables that are bundled with a fiberoptic



           9        cable.  That's what is shown on the left-hand photo.



          10             And as I've said, this is the type of project that



          11        we have successfully developed and constructed.  The



          12        photo on the left is actually from our Neptune Project



          13        showing the cable bundle being paid off the end -- the



          14        bottom -- not the bottom -- the back of a ship, a



          15        barge, and into the water, which we'll show on the next



          16        slide.



          17             How does it work?  It does not involve mechanical



          18        dredging.  It does not involve leaving a scar on the



          19        river bottom.  What it does involve is a piece of



          20        specialized machinery that is used in various places



          21        around the world, which we have used, called a



          22        Hydroplow or a jet plow.



          23             The way it works is kind of depicted on the



          24        right-hand figure.  A ship or barge proceeds slowly in



          25        the direction that it's going up or down the river.
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           1        The cable is on a turntable.  You don't see it there,



           2        but it's a very massive turntable carrying miles of



           3        cable.  It is paid off the back of the vessel as it



           4        proceeds.  It is threaded through the Hydroplow, which



           5        is the white thing.  And at the bottom of the Hydroplow



           6        is a blade, very much like a plow blade except that it



           7        contains a number of high pressure water jets.  And the



           8        water jets create a trench about 2 feet wide by



           9        essentially emulsifying the sediment.



          10             As the sediment rises within the trench, the cable



          11        is simultaneously laid into the trench to the required



          12        depth.  Now, in this case, we believe the required



          13        depth -- and this is a requirement of the agencies,



          14        such as the Corps of Engineers -- would be a minimum of



          15        10 feet and maybe 15 feet below the sediment.  What



          16        happens is that the sediment has risen up.  The cable



          17        is laid down.  75, give or take, percent of the



          18        sediment lays back down within the trench.



          19             So it's a simultaneous process.  It moves very,



          20        very slowly.  The blade is adjustable.  The water



          21        pressure is adjustable.  The whole thing is being



          22        monitored during installation in realtime to determine



          23        where it is and how deep it is at any given point.



          24             Again, it's a proven process.  We have used it



          25        ourselves.  The photo on the left simply shows kind of
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           1        what it looks like.  And it doesn't look a whole a lot



           2        different from a work barge that you might see on the



           3        river right now with a work boat or two around it.  And



           4        as it moves slowly -- maximum maybe a mile and a half a



           5        day -- that's what you would see.  That's the only



           6        visible aspect of it.



           7             We talked about the interconnection points at



           8        Big Eddy and in Portland in the Rivergate Industrial



           9        area.  I had said that there was no visible part of the



          10        transmission line.  The visible facilities are called



          11        converter stations.  And that's a photo of one here.



          12        They are very similar, clearly, to what you would see



          13        at a substation.  Their purpose is to convert the



          14        alternating current, or AC power, that comes in to



          15        Big Eddy, convert it to direct current, or DC power, in



          16        order to for it to be transported efficiently for a



          17        long distance underwater.



          18             It then goes to another converter station in



          19        Portland where it is converted back from AC to DC



          20        power -- I'm sorry -- DC to AC power.  This particular



          21        station is in Downtown San Francisco.  There is a very



          22        similar project that was not done by us called the



          23        Trans Bay Cable that's been operating since about 2010.



          24        It laid a high voltage cable, DC cable, under



          25        San Francisco Bay.  And there are two converter
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           1        stations.  This one is in San Francisco.  The other one



           2        is very similar.  It's in a town called Pittsburgh in



           3        the East Bay.



           4             This is a complex project.  We know that.  It



           5        involves approvals from three major entities.  One of



           6        them is Washington EFSEC.  Another is Oregon EFSC.  And



           7        the other is the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, which



           8        has the control or approval process in waters of the



           9        United States.



          10             So we are in the process of submitting



          11        applications to all three entities.  We fully expect a



          12        complete NEPA review.  Hopefully, the state SEPA review



          13        and the NEPA review will be handled in a coordinated



          14        process.  We need all these approvals.  We can't just



          15        put the line in Skamania County and hope for the best.



          16             So that's the -- as I said, it's a complex



          17        approval process that is being undertaken here, and it



          18        involves a great deal of environmental studies and



          19        description, most of which was included in the



          20        application that was submitted to State of Washington.



          21        And we fully expect that there will be following



          22        questions from EFSEC that we will answer.



          23             We've been trying to encourage a highly



          24        coordinated process.  And we think that's what it's



          25        going to be.  We certainly hope so.  We also meet
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           1        interconnection agreements with the BPA and with



           2        Portland General since Portland General owns the



           3        western interconnection point, Harborton.



           4             And as I said, there's a number of studies that



           5        we've either completed or are underway that talk about



           6        things like biological assessments, endangered species,



           7        sediment transport, which is -- what happens to the



           8        portion of the sediment that has risen out of the



           9        trench?  How far does it go?  What sort of impacts does



          10        it have?  Are there contaminants in it?  Virtually any



          11        question you can think of is going to be asked and



          12        answered.



          13             We have conducted a geophysical survey of the



          14        river bottom so that we have a pretty good idea of



          15        where the cable can go and where it can't go.



          16        Physically, there are a number of features of the river



          17        that would make it difficult if not impossible to



          18        employ a Hydroplow.  However, in the route that we have



          19        selected, we believe it is constructible based on the



          20        studies that we have done.



          21             Just to mention -- several of the considerations



          22        we have employed from the beginning are to stay away



          23        from the shoreline because that's a historically



          24        culturally sensitive area; to stay away from sensitive



          25        habitat areas; to, as much as possible, stay away from
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           1        the navigation channel.  So -- and to stay away from



           2        physical constraints such as steep side slopes or rock



           3        formations or that kind of thing in the river.



           4             Where are we now?  Well, as you know, we have



           5        submitted our application to Washington.  We are in the



           6        process of submitting a comparable application to



           7        Oregon.  Actually, the Oregon application is pretty



           8        extensive, and it's being completed and submitted.  We



           9        have submitted -- there's actually -- when we talk



          10        about an Army Corps permit, there's actually kind of a



          11        series of permits that involve use of federal



          12        facilities and -- as well as the environmental permit



          13        called Section 404.  And part of that process includes



          14        extensive consultation led by the Army Corps with the



          15        federally recognized Native Tribes.



          16             So the Army Corps is conducting that.  They have



          17        to as the lead agency.  But as I said before, we are



          18        taking steps to directly engage with the Indian Tribes



          19        but with the full knowledge that at the end of the day,



          20        the consultation process belongs to the Army Corps, not



          21        us.



          22             We do expect that there will be benefits to the



          23        communities that we pass through.  We certainly know



          24        from experience that construction and installation,



          25        which should take about three and a half years, will
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           1        provide a great many construction jobs.  This is



           2        primarily for the converter stations but also in



           3        support of the in-water installation.



           4             And before I forget, the in-river installation



           5        will take place during the winter months, probably over



           6        two seasons within agency-specified work windows that



           7        are designed to allow that kind of construction.  And



           8        this applies to many kinds of in-water construction,



           9        not just us, to avoid spawning and migration periods



          10        and that kind of thing.  So they're pretty narrow



          11        windows.



          12             We do expect that the communities that we



          13        affect -- that we will be open to providing community



          14        benefits.  We have in the past with our existing



          15        projects.  That could be just amenities to the



          16        community.  Could be property taxes for the on-land



          17        cable.  It could take any number of forms.  And, you



          18        know, we certainly don't believe that we can do this



          19        without acknowledging any impacts that might take



          20        place.



          21             Similarly, we fully expect that there will be a



          22        mitigation program, primarily associated with cultural



          23        considerations in the river, and are engaging with the



          24        Tribes, again, through the Corps or in partnership with



          25        the Corps to flesh those out.

�

                                                                          35







           1             There's kind of a side benefit, which is that if



           2        in fact -- right now, significant renewable energy east



           3        of the Cascades, there's no point in building it



           4        because you can't get it to where the power's needed.



           5        So hopefully this project, along with others, will help



           6        open up that -- those pathways to go east to west and



           7        allow those planned and intended solar, wind, battery



           8        storage, that kind of project to go forward.  And, of



           9        course, those are all subject to their own permitting



          10        requirements and all the rest of it.  But to the extent



          11        they go forward, those will also provide community



          12        benefits to those communities -- construction jobs,



          13        that kind of thing.



          14             So with that, it is a team that is helping to



          15        develop this project.  PowerBridge is the lead



          16        developer.  One of our partners is NextEra Energy,



          17        which is a major utility and renewable energy provider



          18        in the U.S.  It's publicly held.  We have some NextEra



          19        folks here, and they're the ones that currently own and



          20        operate the Trans Bay Cable under San Francisco Bay



          21        that I talked about before.



          22             So with that, I think I'll mention -- because some



          23        of these -- you know what?  Let's go to the slide.



          24        There we go.  Just to quickly describe our experience,



          25        the Neptune Project was completed in 2007.  It provides
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           1        25 percent average of all the electricity used on



           2        Long Island.  So it's a very fair significant to --



           3        contributor to Long Island.  It runs about 24/7.  It



           4        runs probably 90 -- 95, 98 percent of the time and has



           5        run successfully for 18 years.



           6             The Hudson Project came a little later.  Completed



           7        in 2013; so it's only 12 years old.  And it links the



           8        power grids in New Jersey and New York.  It was



           9        installed in the Hudson River under a permitting



          10        process that is very similar to what we're describing



          11        here where you have both states, New York and



          12        New Jersey, and the Army Corps of Engineers come



          13        together in a coordinated fashion to go through the



          14        studies and the requirements and finally issue



          15        approvals.



          16             So with that -- and I think I should mention I



          17        checked that this slide presentation is available, I



          18        believe -- and if it isn't, it will be -- online



          19        through the EFSEC website.  So if I went through it too



          20        fast, which I probably did, and you want to go look at



          21        it again and then send questions to us, there's a



          22        website, Cascade Renewable -- did I get that right?



          23        Yeah -- cascaderenewable.com where there's a mechanism



          24        that you can ask questions.  And please do.  We want to



          25        be open.  We want to be transparent.  As I keep saying,

�

                                                                          37







           1        we've done this before and understand how important it



           2        is for people to understand what the process is, how it



           3        works, what the impacts are and are not.  And, you



           4        know, we want to, you know, provide whatever



           5        information we can to answer questions.



           6             And with that, thank you.



           7                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much,



           8        Mr. Hocker.  Appreciate that overview.  And trying to



           9        just get my camera on for folks when -- kind of going



          10        to each next section for online audience.



          11             So with this, we are going to move into public



          12        comment.  And generally we operate on a



          13        three-minutes-per-person basis, and we appreciate your



          14        understanding and respect to that.  Certainly, we try



          15        to make sure there's enough time for everybody.  And if



          16        you have questions, you're welcome to submit them



          17        including here tonight before the mic.  Know that this



          18        isn't necessarily by design to be -- you know,



          19        answering all those questions tonight.  If I think that



          20        we have time and there's an ability to answer kind of,



          21        you know, the quicker questions or just capture



          22        opportunity in the moment, I certainly, as Chair,



          23        support that.  Perhaps that's something we might



          24        consider at the end after we've finished questions and



          25        comments for the record.
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           1             Again, the purpose of this is to help inform what



           2        the EFSEC Staff as well as the Council -- who



           3        ultimately, you know, sits as a body and oversees what



           4        should go into a Site Certificate Agreement and whether



           5        or not there should be one; so that's not obviously a



           6        given.  But ultimately, your input tonight and



           7        throughout the process -- but this is the beginning.



           8        And so where you have questions or comments that should



           9        be considered throughout, that's why we're here tonight



          10        for this portion.



          11             The next portion that we'll speak to in a little



          12        more detail, again, is specific to land use and how



          13        that relates to land use here in Klickitat County and



          14        other lands.  There will be a short presentation on the



          15        specific slice of the project within this particular



          16        county.



          17             So with that context, Ms. Grantham will help me



          18        call on these who have already signed up.  And if you



          19        have not, you certainly are welcome to comment tonight.



          20        If you want to sign up, I believe in the back there's



          21        also a box for written comments in addition to the



          22        other means, both online and email, phone, and mail,



          23        et cetera.



          24             And if -- once we get through the initial list,



          25        you know, if you've changed your mind or a thought came
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           1        and you want to raise your hand, I'll certainly call on



           2        you.  When you come forward, if you'd just state your



           3        name clearly for the record.  But actually, if you



           4        do -- our staff, who ultimately maintain this record,



           5        please spell your name for them.  We'd certainly



           6        appreciate that.  And then we will start the clock



           7        after that introduction and spelling of your name.  So



           8        you'll have a full three minutes for your comments.



           9             With that, Ms. Grantham.



          10                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly, Chair.  The first



          11        person I have signed up is Fred Greef.



          12                  MR. GREEF:  Thank you for this opportunity.



          13        Did you say you want me to spell my name?



          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I think if you signed in,



          15        you're probably okay.  But could you help us sort of --



          16        someone could come forward and help with the mic if



          17        need be.



          18                  MR. GREEF:  I might have turned it off.



          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, I think you're -- maybe



          20        you just have to get a little closer.



          21                  MS. GRANTHAM:  And this is Ms. Grantham.  I



          22        can confirm that we already have Fred's name spelling;



          23        so we --



          24                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  So you can just



          25        proceed.  You've pre-signed up; so you --
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           1                  MR. GREEF:  So you have the spelling for my



           2        name?



           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  You do not -- just -- you may



           4        begin when you're ready there.



           5                  MR. GREEF:  Okay.



           6             One thing I would like to say is that there was



           7        very little public notice of these meetings.  The --



           8        and there's very few people commenting because nobody



           9        knew about this and nobody's here, and that was the



          10        same thing in Stevenson.  And it is a little curious to



          11        me that there's no meetings in Oregon or Portland or --



          12        anyway, I assume that this is going to be an EIS.



          13        Can't imagine it wouldn't be with the significance of



          14        this project.  But I do have a few suggestions for the



          15        SEPA responsible official at EFSEC before they -- to be



          16        sure that they make that determination.  And I think



          17        I'll have a lot more input once the scoping starts



          18        but...



          19             There's -- so SEPA -- Washington State SEPA



          20        Rule 197-11-0800 [sic] "Incomplete or unavailable



          21        information," there's a whole lot of that associated



          22        with this proposal.  And "agencies shall obtain" --



          23        when there's "information on significant adverse



          24        impacts essential to a reasoned choice among



          25        alternatives is not" -- when that information is -- "is
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           1        not known and the costs are not exorbitant, agencies



           2        shall include the information in their environmental



           3        documents."



           4             Now, if the impacts are unknown and they don't



           5        choose to spend the money, then they have to assume



           6        worst-case possible impacts in those cases, and so the



           7        EIS definitely has to look at all the worst-case



           8        impacts.  But again, this may be more related to the



           9        scoping, which comes next, but that's a very important



          10        part of SEPA analysis.  And you must -- so impacts that



          11        are unknown but possibly very significant, those really



          12        do have to be looked at as worst-case.



          13             Another thing on the SEPA, on the threshold



          14        determination of significance or non-significance --



          15        significant -- so under SEPA, significant adverse



          16        impacts in one location may not be the same as in



          17        another location.  And PowerBridge talked about Neptune



          18        and Hudson Projects in New York, in Long Island, in



          19        New Jersey, Hudson River.  That is so different than



          20        what we have here.  We have a world-class area that



          21        still has wild fish and so many -- so much beauty and



          22        majesty here that -- the health of the fish --



          23        there's...



          24             Trees are gone in Long Island.  And the whales



          25        were gone early with the whaling in Connecticut.  We

�

                                                                          42







           1        have issues here that are just completely 100 percent



           2        night-and-day different that really do have to be



           3        carefully looked at here.  Because we still have a very



           4        precious land with values that should not be allowed to



           5        have further cumulative adverse impacts to the fish



           6        here.



           7                  CHAIR BECKETT:  And, Mr. Greef, appreciate if



           8        you could try and wrap up your comments.



           9                  MR. GREEF:  Okay.



          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  We had allowed some extra



          11        time for you last night.  And appreciate you being here



          12        tonight but --



          13                  MR. GREEF:  Well, I'm just going to drop it



          14        at that.  But there are some significant impacts here



          15        that have to be addressed, and I hope that the



          16        determination of significance is made with this



          17        proposal.



          18                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



          19                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next speaker is Amber Carter.



          20                  MS. CARTER:  Thank you.



          21             Mr. Chairman and members of the Council, my name



          22        is Amber Carter, spelled A-m-b-e-r; Carter,



          23        C-a-r-t-e-r.  And I'm here on behalf of the



          24        Columbia River Steamship Operators Association.



          25             We're here to express concerns regarding the
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           1        proposed transmission line that involves multiple



           2        crossings through the Columbia River Federal Navigation



           3        Channel.  This critical waterway is essential to our



           4        regional economy and to our members who depend on its



           5        uninterrupted, safe, and efficient operation.  Our



           6        members include shipowners, operators, agents, launch



           7        service, towing and bunkering, as well as facilities



           8        and ports along the river system.



           9             The Columbia River trade corridor is the lifeblood



          10        of our regional economy and facilitates the movement of



          11        over 51 million metric tons of cargo at a value of over



          12        $25.3 billion in 2023 dollars and supports over 40,000



          13        local jobs.  Disruption to navigability of this



          14        important waterway could result in substantial economic



          15        and operational consequences, especially for industries



          16        reliant on this cost-effective transportation route.



          17             Our concerns include transfer -- transmission line



          18        depth and dredging, the lack of risk assessment, and



          19        mitigation planning.  And we're also troubled by the



          20        lack of public engagement with maritime during the



          21        project planning stages.



          22             We have submitted written comments that expand on



          23        these points further.  But to conclude, we respectfully



          24        ask that EFSEC require additional information in its



          25        project review on how Cascade Renewable Transmission
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           1        plans to mitigate these operational and safety



           2        challenges.  Thank you.



           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



           4                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next speaker is Dave Berger.



           5                  MR. BERGER:  Hi.  My ear's plugged; so if I'm



           6        too loud or too soft, let me know.  Okay?



           7                  CHAIR BECKETT:  I'll do.



           8                  MR. BERGER:  Okay.



           9             So regarding this project, I worked with



          10        engineering students for a long time.  And we we're



          11        doing a project in Africa on trying to provide safe



          12        drinking water to villages in their -- in -- there are



          13        people living in huts and thatched-roof houses.  And so



          14        my thinking was, "Wow, let's put in a treatment



          15        system."  Because that was what I was taught to do.



          16        But instead, my students said, "Hey, let's change the



          17        roof and get cleaner water off the roof, and whatever



          18        treatment we do will be a lot better."



          19             So when I look at this and I think, "Oh, we're



          20        going to take all this solar energy and put it in



          21        Eastern Washington and Eastern Oregon and transport



          22        with a big power line underground to Portland," my head



          23        scratches, and I go, "Why don't -- put the panels on



          24        the roofs in Portland?"



          25             So an alternative that should be looked at -- and
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           1        I know EISs look at -- even a "no action"



           2        alternative -- should be the action alternative of



           3        putting in solar panels over panel -- Vancouver and



           4        Portland if that's the intent, to get solar energy to



           5        those people.  And it might create a hell of a lot more



           6        jobs and be a lot, lot, lot, lot cheaper.  Okay?  So



           7        that's one thought.



           8             The other thought is -- is this really about



           9        getting solar energy to people?  Or is it about getting



          10        it to data centers and people -- you know, big



          11        investors with AI?  So that's sort of a question that



          12        comes in my mind.



          13             Now, having spent a lot of time working on river



          14        water quality, another issue that comes up to me is, of



          15        course, re-entrainment.  And there's a lot of stuff



          16        down in that river, and the river is different from



          17        place to place.  And there's a lot of toxics, and that



          18        stuff needs to be looked at really closely.  And on top



          19        of that, we're having tremendous problems in the river



          20        that are impacting Native American fishermen with



          21        algae.  And with toxic algae now, all over -- I've



          22        sampled for toxic algae in four places, and every place



          23        I sampled, I found it.



          24             So how is all this upheaval going to affect



          25        nutrients and going to affect water quality in the
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           1        future?  And once you bring it up, it comes down, and



           2        it flows all the way -- flows all the way, all the way



           3        to the ocean.



           4             So all this stuff is going to happen in one place.



           5        It's a dynamic system.  You're affecting the largest



           6        break on the West Coast that -- to the Pacific Ocean



           7        between San Francisco Bay and Puget Sound.  So it's



           8        really a critical thing to look at the ecosystem in a



           9        very deep way.  And I want to thank you for the time.



          10                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



          11                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next person is Deana Chase.



          12                  CHAIR BECKETT:  And I think --



          13                  MS. CHASE:  It's really tall.  Oh, now I



          14        broke it.  Can I just hold it?  Okay.  It's Deana.



          15        It's just Deana.  Deana Chase.  Simple.  Sounds fancy



          16        when you say it but...



          17             So "Osiyo" and "Wado, gadugi."  Welcome to our



          18        land.  My concern is your lack of Native people here.



          19        You say that you're working with Native Tribes.  It --



          20        Corps of Engineers, you know, they're a federal agency.



          21        They -- they're not a sovereign nation.  You have an



          22        obligation to sovereign nations.  There are four



          23        River Treaty Tribes.  There are several Tribes that are



          24        historically recognized that you are obligated to work



          25        with and not just consult -- they are the consultants.
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           1        So that is my concern.  That there -- there are no



           2        native.



           3             I don't know.  Raise your hand if you're native.



           4        Is that -- are there any Native Tribes here?  No.



           5        Okay.  So -- and while I'm a Cherokee citizen, I do



           6        work with and ally with a lot of the Four River Treaty



           7        Tribes here.  I'm appalled that there are no



           8        representation of Native Tribes here.  So that is my



           9        biggest concern.



          10             These waters that you say -- they're sacred.



          11        Water, air.  You're -- you want to put this



          12        transmission line through a sacred place.  There's



          13        nothing more sacred than water.  There's nothing more



          14        sacred than water.  Water is life.  The air we breathe.



          15        That doesn't just mean Tribal people.  That means you.



          16        That means your family.  That means your next



          17        generations.  We're talking about all of our



          18        granddaughters and grandsons that will have to live



          19        with this.  And we're already recovering from tons of



          20        environmental mishaps that have happened in the name of



          21        progress.



          22             I just think I'm going to stop there.  Consult



          23        your Tribes, your sovereign nations.  The Army Corps of



          24        Engineers is not a sovereign nation.  They work for and



          25        with sovereign nations.  You need Tribal leadership
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           1        here before you make another move.  I think that's



           2        where I'll finish.



           3                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



           4                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Next I have is Mitch Patton.



           5        Mitch Patton, I see that you're online.  You're up



           6        next.



           7             Chair, would you like me to move on to the next



           8        person?



           9                  MR. PATTON:  Can you hear me?



          10                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Yes, we can.



          11                  MR. PATTON:  Yeah.  My mic wasn't turning on.



          12             Yeah.  This is Mitch Patton.  I just found out



          13        today about this meeting and the other meetings that



          14        were held; so it's kind of hard to put anything really,



          15        basically, together other than the fact that getting



          16        the information out to the public seems to be a big



          17        failure at this point.



          18             I'm on the RAB board at Bradford Island as well.



          19        And that's one of our biggest failures that we have



          20        there is getting the community involved or getting the



          21        community the information that they need to know with



          22        what's going on at that Superfund site.  And now we



          23        have this submarine line going in on the bottom of the



          24        river.  And it's inside the NSA.  There's multiple



          25        things wrong with this whole transmission line that's
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           1        wanting to go in the river.  The bottom, we know, is



           2        contaminated.  We've known that for years.  And sending



           3        a submarine line down to the bottom of that to disturb



           4        it just seems like really reckless and -- danger to me



           5        to do something like that.



           6             And I am going to submit written public comment,



           7        but I thought of -- at least get the time to say that



           8        we need to -- we, the public, need to know more about



           9        what's going on with this thing.  It seems like it's



          10        kind of coming through pretty quickly with very little



          11        public input being said on it.  And, again, the Tribes



          12        need to -- I mean, they have a lot to say about this,



          13        and I think we need more information from them.



          14             And the other thing that kind of popped into my



          15        mind was -- we have some representations -- like,



          16        Skamania County has a representative.  And I don't know



          17        if Clark County does or Klickitat does, but I'm



          18        wondering why those representatives maybe didn't make a



          19        little more effort in getting that information out to



          20        the public that these meetings were going to be held.



          21        So we kind of need to work on that as well.  And that



          22        kind of falls back onto the whole -- the whole thing of



          23        getting information out to people just -- it's a



          24        failure.  Whatever you're doing is not working.



          25             And I'm going to probably step aside right now
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           1        with that because there's so many questions that are



           2        unanswered.  I guess the other thing is -- that I fear



           3        mostly is -- if we do the written comment, which



           4        basically sometimes goes to a dead-end street, some of



           5        the Council will read it, but the rest of the public



           6        can't read that public comment.



           7             As our County commissioners did, they changed the



           8        written comment from the meeting packets to -- you have



           9        to do a public records request now to receive any



          10        written public comment.  And I really truly hope that



          11        isn't the case with what you guys have going on here



          12        because you can't make a public records request on



          13        information that you don't know is out there.



          14             So hopefully you'll be transparent with the public



          15        comments and let all the public see it.  And like I



          16        said, I will do my written public comment and hopefully



          17        the rest of the public will be able to see it.  So



          18        thank you for your time.



          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



          20             And given a process question, let me -- as also



          21        posted in the chat -- thank you, Ms. Grantham -- the



          22        comments do go to the public website.  They are public



          23        facing.  So please know that when you submit them,



          24        both -- they'll be out there.  And if that gives you



          25        any concern, then know that they will be out there;
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           1        so...



           2             Ms. Grantham?



           3                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Thank you, Chair.  The next



           4        person I have is Nathan Baker.



           5                  MR. BAKER:  Good evening, Chair Beckett and



           6        members of the Council.  I'm Nathan Baker, senior staff



           7        attorney with Friends of the Columbia Gorge.  And I



           8        will be focusing tonight on two procedural issues with



           9        this hearing.  These issues will be familiar to you



          10        because I brought them up each night.  But this is a



          11        separate hearing in a different county; so I must raise



          12        these issues again.



          13             The first issue is that this hearing is premature.



          14        The duty to conduct an informational public hearing is



          15        triggered by, quote, "the receipt of an application for



          16        site certification," end quote.  That's RCW A.50.090,



          17        subsection 1.  EFSEC has not yet received an



          18        application.  It has only received a draft application,



          19        and draft applications don't count.



          20             Last night at the Skamania County Land Use



          21        Consistency Hearing, the Applicant's attorney,



          22        Mr. McMahan, conceded that the document submitted is



          23        only a draft application.  He then declined to explain



          24        why they only submitted a draft application,



          25        specifically whether they submitted a draft application
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           1        by mistake or whether this was deliberate.  Perhaps,



           2        for example, if they were trying to obtain a specific



           3        vesting date for land use consistency purposes.



           4             I suppose I agree with Mr. McMahan -- the reason



           5        or reasons why the Applicant submitted a mere draft



           6        application don't matter.  But I do find it a bit odd



           7        that the Applicant is very deliberately withholding an



           8        explanation about why they have pursued this course of



           9        conduct.  At any rate, regardless of the motivation,



          10        the legal result is the same.  EFSEC's required



          11        procedures are not triggered and cannot be triggered by



          12        draft applications.



          13             Thus, this hearing tonight and all other hearings



          14        this week are premature.  If and when an actual



          15        non-draft application is submitted, that will trigger



          16        the need to hold the hearings required by the plain



          17        language of the statute.



          18             The second issue involves Council membership.  For



          19        tonight's hearings, the membership of the Council must



          20        include a member appointed by Klickitat County.



          21        Contrary to what the Applicant's attorney said at last



          22        night's land use hearing, the Council plays no role in



          23        that appointment, and there is no discretion involved.



          24        Rather, the statute says that the Klickitat County



          25        commissioners quote, "shall appoint," end quote, a
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           1        voting member of the Council.  And that person quote,



           2        "shall sit with the Council," end quote, for both



           3        hearings tonight.



           4             During EFSEC's monthly meeting earlier today,



           5        EFSEC officials confirmed that Klickitat County has not



           6        yet made an appointment to that council.  And for that



           7        matter, neither has Clark County nor the cities of



           8        North Bonneville and Stevenson.  In fact, it appears



           9        that EFSEC has not even yet invited these local



          10        governments about the need to make their appointments.



          11        Instead, EFSEC Staff have only stated these governments



          12        receive notifications about the hearings and about the



          13        fact that the draft application was received.  Holding



          14        this hearing without the participation of a Council



          15        member appointed by Klickitat County violates this



          16        statute.



          17             In conclusion, if and when the Applicant submits a



          18        non-draft final application, EFSEC will then need to



          19        schedule informational public hearings in each of the



          20        three counties, and the Klickitat County appointee to



          21        the Council will need to sit with the Council for the



          22        Klickitat County informational and land use consistency



          23        public hearings.  Thank you very much.



          24                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



          25                  MS. GRANTHAM:  The next speaker I have is
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           1        Eric Wriston.



           2                  MR. WRISTON:  Thank.  You.  And good evening,



           3        Council.  My name is Eric Wriston.  I am an attorney at



           4        Crag Law Center.  I'm here representing



           5        Columbia Riverkeeper.  I just want to quickly emphasize



           6        that Columbia Riverkeeper shares and adopts the



           7        procedural issues that Friends of The Gorge has raised



           8        tonight and in the prior informational meetings.  Those



           9        include both the objection to starting this process on



          10        the submission of a draft application as opposed to a



          11        complete application like the statute requires as well



          12        as the lack of local appointees to the Council in all



          13        of these hearings.



          14             And I want to elaborate just a little bit on the



          15        draft application issue.  Because it's not just some



          16        technical legal issue that we're raising.  It's a real



          17        problem.  The draft application that was submitted is



          18        missing a remarkable amount of the information that's



          19        required to be in an application by Washington



          20        Administrative Code Chapter 463-60.



          21             For example, the applicant is supposed to include



          22        detailed fish and wildlife and habitat surveys in the



          23        application, but we don't have anything even resembling



          24        that for the in-river portions of this project.  No



          25        surveys, mapping, or description of the habitat
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           1        characteristics of the parts of river that this project



           2        will run through.  Likewise, they're supposed to



           3        include detailed information on soils and topography.



           4        But as the Applicant has admitted last night, soil



           5        studies are something they are still planning on doing



           6        but have not done yet.



           7             The list goes on and on.  And Riverkeeper will be



           8        submitting a separate letter regarding all of the ways



           9        that this application is incomplete.  But the bottom



          10        line here is that there are serious public process



          11        issues with moving forward with the application at this



          12        time.  The public has a right to comment on an



          13        application that is at least substantially complete.



          14        The draft application that has been submitted is far



          15        from that, and the draft application makes full



          16        participation in this process impossible.



          17             Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight.



          18                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



          19                  MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, this concludes the list



          20        of people that I have.



          21                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you.  And I



          22        don't know if we can dial my mic down or -- I'm getting



          23        a lot of feedback.  So I'll turn it on, but I don't



          24        want to blow people's ears out here.  Thank you.



          25             Are there other members of the public here who
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           1        wish to speak?  I see hand with white hat first, and



           2        then -- and then, I'm sorry, ma'am.  We'll take you



           3        next.  Again, please come forward and...



           4                  MR. WISHERD:  Tom Wisherd, W-i-s-h-e-r-d.



           5        I'm with Local 701, operating engineers --



           6                  (Reporter requests clarification.)



           7                  MR. WISHERD:  -- just under 4,000 members.



           8        We're for this project.  With the trades, we all have



           9        the state-of-the-art facilities, and you'll get best of



          10        the best.  Thank you much.



          11                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



          12             And if -- ma'am, you're next.  Welcome.



          13                  MS. REUTER:  My name is Kalama Reuter.  I



          14        live in White Salmon, and I wanted to --



          15                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Could you spell -- spell your



          16        name, please.



          17                  MS. REUTER:  K-a-l-a-m-a, first name; last



          18        name, Reuter, R-e-u-t-e-r.



          19                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



          20                  MS. REUTER:  And I wanted to ask a question.



          21        I heard two depths that the cable would go.  First I



          22        heard 40 feet; it would be deep, deep.  Then, when the



          23        hydro "thingy majiggy" was doing its thing, it sounded



          24        like it would be 10 to 15 feet deep.  This is a big



          25        river.  10 or 15 feet of a plowed up area might not
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           1        stay covered.  It's a moving -- this is a massive being



           2        who's moving, and I have concerns about that.



           3             The other thing that I noticed, and I'm not -- I'm



           4        not -- I do take notes, but I can't get everything.



           5        That it looked like there's an expedited way that you



           6        can avoid an environmental impact statement.  In my



           7        limited understanding of being at various hearings,



           8        they're -- the scoping comes with the environmental



           9        impact.  I don't -- I'm not sure.  But if you do the



          10        expedited thing, you cut that out.  It was sort of



          11        there in the fine print over on the side.  "No



          12        environmental impact statement needed."



          13             So I have big concerns about that.  Thank you.



          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  And I do see a



          15        couple other hands.  Again, process question -- let me



          16        just quickly speak to it.  The EFSEC presentation just



          17        noted that that is one of the processes.  Which process



          18        will be determined has not even remotely been decided,



          19        including, as was noted earlier, scoping is to come and



          20        things like that.  So it does exist, but it doesn't



          21        mean that that's what will be used here; so...



          22             Next hand.  Please come forward.  Thank you.



          23                  MS. DECENT:  Hi, I'm Jennifer Decent, and



          24        that's D-e-c-e-n-t.  I'm with LIUNA Local 335.  We are



          25        the laborers, if you don't know what LIUNA stands for.
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           1             For increased economic development and



           2        opportunities, we need more transmission lines and



           3        resilience.  As laborers, we live and work in these



           4        communities; so we care about the environmental impact



           5        to our beautiful backyard.  So when I read about the



           6        process of burying the line having minimal impact to



           7        the riverbed as it is buried in silt, which recovers



           8        quickly, that seemed to be an environmentally friendly



           9        alternative to me.  As Washingtonians, we have very



          10        high standards.  And I realize this is in the very



          11        beginning of the process; so I look forward to the



          12        following -- this project and its process.



          13             Thank you for your time.



          14                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Any others in the



          15        room tonight who would speak?  Please.  And then I'll



          16        make one next last call for the -- yeah, please come



          17        forward.  I was just going to let our online audience



          18        know, if there's anyone else who wishes to speak, if



          19        you'd please raise your hand online.  And then soon we



          20        will conclude this portion of the meeting and move to



          21        our land use consistency.  But please, thank you.



          22                  MR. NICHOLS:  Thank you.  I'm Rodger Nichols,



          23        R-o-d-g-e-r N-i-c-h-o-l-s.



          24             And as a member working with the Goldendale



          25        licensed radio station, I was surprised the only way I
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           1        found out about this was because I had a Google alert



           2        set on my Google.  And that's how I found out about



           3        this yesterday.  I was able to get a little bit on the



           4        radio station today this afternoon, but it's kind of



           5        late in the process.  So if you're going to have



           6        meetings that take place in a county, you want to have



           7        all the media involved.



           8             I also work with the Goldendale Sentinel.  I



           9        really appreciate -- I'll be doing a story about this,



          10        but I would be really appreciating if we had more



          11        notice on this, and I'm taking notice of all the



          12        comments as well this evening.



          13             I also want to suggest that there's an agency



          14        you've not talked about yet, and that's the



          15        Columbia River Gorge Commission.  You have two sections



          16        of the proposed line that are not going to be in the



          17        water that are going to be on the ground that are going



          18        to disturb the ground.  And they will -- and they are



          19        in the National Scenic Area.  At least part of -- part



          20        of the station near Big Eddy will not be inside



          21        The Dalles city boundary -- and also the loop that goes



          22        around the end that Skamania County will be on.  And



          23        the Columbia River Gorge Commission is a land use



          24        agency, and those approvals will be needed as well.  So



          25        you might want to put that on your chart.  Thank you.
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           1                  CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you very much.



           2             Any last hands in the room?  Okay.  We will



           3        proceed.  Any hands online?  Ms. Grantham, I don't see



           4        any but -- okay.



           5             Then I will call this opening hearing to



           6        conclusion at 7:12 p.m., and we will move into our land



           7        use consistency hearing.



           8               (Proceedings adjourned at 7:12 p.m.)



           9                              * * *
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