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19 May 2026 

Ref:  Comments for the EFSEC STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT  
Determination of Significance and Request for Comments on Scope of Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) For the Cascade Renewable Transmission (CRT) 
from Mary Repar, Stevenson, WA resident 
 

To EFSEC: 

I urge EFSEC to implement the NO ACTION alternative for this project.  The Cascade 
Transmission proposal is dangerous and ecologically unfeasible and should be dropped from 
consideration.  The cumulative impacts of this proposal are egregious, extreme, and do not 
benefit any of the wildlife or human communities that would be impacted.  This project is not a 
“green” project.  Just because WA state has legislation that calls for us to do better on the 
renewable energy front does not mean that we should permit any private companies’ projects that 
come along, especially those that would do lasting, cumulative damage to the National Scenic 
Area resources and those resources of the surrounding communities, and a project that has been 
denounced by the indigenous local population that depends on the River for food, sustenance, 
and spiritual enrichment.  Water is essential to Life.  Why would we stress Mother Earth more 
just to provide energy to soul-sucking, environmentally destructive data centers (and this project 
aims to do just that!)? 

If this is such a great project why did Oregon refuse to put it under I-84, a pathway that is 
already built out and constructed??? 

Even the USACE scoping letter had nothing much good to say about this proposal, see 
Reference 1:  “The project is likely to have adverse effects on: the aquatic ecosystem; fish 
and wildlife; navigation; recreation; water quality; and safety. The project is likely to 
adversely affect Endangered Species Act-listed species, designated critical habitats, and 
essential fish habitat.” 

There is nothing in this proposal that proves that local ratepayers would benefit from this project.  
It appears that this project is to benefit data centers that suck the water out of communities and 
leave dirty, carcinogenic waste behind to harm local citizens and wildlife. We do not need data 
centers.  We do need clean air and clean water! 

 https://www.techspot.com/news/110442-amazon-data-centers-linked-rare-cancers-miscarriages-
oregon.html 

“Connecting the dots: The environmental damage caused by data centers could be having a 
greater impact on people's health than we realized. According to a new report, several of 
Amazon's facilities in Oregon have contributed to a rise in rare cancers, muscle disorders, and 
miscarriages among nearby residents.  
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The Lower Umatilla Basin aquifer in Morrow County, Oregon, is the only source of water for up 
to 45,000 residents, reports Rolling Stone. But samples from the aquifer show that chemical 
toxins have increased over the years. 

Nitrate concentrations in some wells have been found as high as 73 ppm (parts per million), 10 
times the state limit of 7 ppm and seven times the federal limit. It was discovered that 68 of the 
70 wells in the area violated the federal limit for nitrates in the drinking water. 

Jim Doherty, a cattle rancher and former county commissioner of Morrow County, told the 
publication that he noticed more people in the area were reporting unexplained medical 
conditions, including cancers that usually affected the elderly. 

Doherty said that of the first 30 homes he visited where residents were reliant on well water, 
around 25 people had recently had miscarriages, while six had lost kidneys. There was also a 60-
year-old who had his voice box taken out because of a smoking-related cancer, but he'd never 
smoked in his life.” 

 
Endangered Species Act and States Listed Species.  This proposal would impact endangered 
and listed species in the Columbia River and its basin.  There is more than enough scientific data 
available to show that this project should never be built and why it was even proposed for the 
Columbia River which is part of the Columbia River National Scenic Area, is a mystery to me. 

“The Endangered Species Act establishes protections for fish, wildlife, and plants that are listed 
as threatened or endangered; provides for adding species to and removing them from the list of 
threatened and endangered species, and for preparing and implementing plans for their recovery; 
provides for interagency cooperation to avoid take of listed species and for issuing permits for 
otherwise prohibited activities; provides for cooperation with States, including authorization of 
financial assistance; and implements the provisions of the Convention on International Trade in 
Endangered Species of Wild Flora and Fauna (CITES).”  (Date Enacted: Dec 28, 1973, Citation 
16 U.S.C. 1531-1544) 

“The Endangered Species Act of 1973 has a long and litigious history in the Columbia River 
Basin. Twelve specific populations, or evolutionarily significant units, of four species of 
Columbia River Basin salmon and steelhead, and two resident species, bull trout and Kootenai 
River white sturgeon, have been listed for protection under the ESA since 1991. Recovery plans 
have been proposed, biological opinions issued and re-issued, and legal battles fought over what 
actions, proposed and implemented, should be taken to avoid further jeopardizing the listed 
species, especially salmon and steelhead directly affected by hydropower dams. 

The ESA has been hailed by some as a savior of salmon and the environment that will force 
necessary sacrifices to benefit society in the long term, and derided by others as a politically 
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manipulated tool of industry to avoid any real sacrifices to protect salmon or the environment. It 
has become full-employment legislation for many lawyers. 

In the Columbia River Basin salmon became the lightning rod of the ESA because salmon are 
affected by so many human activities, from hydropower to agriculture to land development. 
What is done under the auspices of the ESA for salmon affects many important economic 
activities, and therefore stirs controversy. The effort to recover Snake River salmon is the 
primary ESA battleground, with its undertones of the potential for breaching Snake River (dams 
and for restrictions on logging, agriculture, river navigation and fish harvest.” 
https://www.nwcouncil.org/reports/columbia-river-history/endangeredspeciesact/) 

“The proposed 79-mile  Cascade Renewable Transmission project faces concerns regarding 
significant adverse effects on endangered species in the Columbia River, particularly during the 
installation of 12-inch cables 10-15 feet below the riverbed. Key risks include disturbance to 
critical habitats for salmon, steelhead, Pacific lamprey, and eulachon, alongside potential impacts 
from heat, electromagnetic fields, and sediment disturbance.  

Specific Impacts on Endangered Species: 

Salmon and Steelhead: The project could disrupt migration routes and critical spawning 
habitats for endangered salmonids, compounding challenges from the existing hydropower 
system. 

Pacific Lamprey: Concerns exist that dredging activities may destroy habitat for the Pacific 
lamprey, a species of concern for regional Native nations. 

Eulachon and Sturgeon: The Columbia Riverkeeper and other groups are tracking potential 
negative effects on endangered Eulachon and other benthic species from construction and 
operation.  

Environmental and Operational Concerns: 

Habitat Disturbance: Dredging a "giant trench" for the cable could cause long-term disruptions 
to benthic habitats and potentially disturb contaminated sediment. 

Heat and Electromagnetic Fields: There are concerns that heat from the cable could exacerbate 
existing high-temperature issues in the river, further threatening cold-water species. 

Structural Risks: Risks include potential damage from vessel/anchor strikes or seismic events, 
which could damage the cables and disrupt the river ecosystem.  

While developers state the project will use methods with no permanent impacts, the US Army 
Corps of Engineers and environmental organizations are conducting close review due to potential 
impacts on Endangered Species Act-listed species.”  Now, we have EFSEC doing the SEPA. 
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Not only the ESA applies to the Columbia River ecosystem.  There are also State listed species, 
WA State Fish & Wildlife Department.  See https://wdfw.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2024-03/wa-
state-listed-and-candidate-species-list.pdf 

Since the Columbia River and Willamette are also part of Oregon, which this project would 
impact, see 
https://www.dfw.state.or.us/wildlife/diversity/species/threatened_endangered_candidate_list.asp.  
Listed are salmon, steelhead, suckers, etc.  Although fish would be immediately harmed by 
sedimentation caused by the proposed hydroplowing, and sedimentation floating for years in the 
waters, other species birds, mammals, amphibians, reptiles, invertebrates, would also be 
impacted.  The food web would be impacted.  The Trophic Cascade Effect is real and a 
disturbance and imbalance in the food web has consequences for all those who depend on the 
Columbia River for food and water.   

https://www.biointeractive.org/professional-learning/science-talks/trophic-cascades-rivers.   

“In this talk, ecologist Mary Power discusses how herbivorous fish and their predators contribute 
to the regulation of aquatic ecosystems. 

The ecosystem of a river depends on interactions between primary producers, grazers, and 
predators. These interactions, in turn, are determined by the traits of the species involved and the 
physical conditions of the river. Power illustrates these principles by describing how species of 
grazing fish play a critical role in shaping the aquascape of river ecosystems. 

This talk is from a 2016 Holiday Lecture Series, Ecology of Rivers and Coasts: Food Webs and 
Human Impacts.” 

https://www.britannica.com/science/trophic-cascade 

“Trophic cascade, an ecological phenomenon triggered by the addition or removal of top 
predators and involving reciprocal changes in the relative populations of predator and prey 
through a food chain, which often results in dramatic changes in ecosystem structure and nutrient 
cycling. 

In a three-level food chain, an increase (or decrease) in carnivores causes a decrease (or increase) 
in herbivores and an increase (or decrease) in primary producers such as plants and 
phytoplankton. For example, in eastern North America the removal of wolves (Canis lupus) has 
been associated with an increase in white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus) and a decline in 
plants eaten by the deer. American zoologist Robert Paine coined the term trophic cascade in 
1980 to describe reciprocal changes in food webs caused by experimental manipulations of top 
predators. In the 1980s others used the term to describe changes in aquatic ecosystems arising 
from factors such as sudden increases in predatory fish populations from stocking or dramatic 
declines in predatory fishes caused by overfishing.” 
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Transportation on the Columbia River. There are many concerns from a variety of river users 
about the impact of this proposal on traffic usage on the Columbia River, traffic usage that 
supports 83% of commodity cargo on the River.  
https://wpcdn.web.wsu.edu/cahnrs/uploads/sites/5/The-Importance-of-Columbia-Snake-River-
Navigation-to-U.S.-Agriculture.pdf 
 
“Background 
The 465-mile Columbia-Snake River Inland Waterway System is essential for the movement of 
bulk raw materials which supports the regional economies it connects in Idaho, Washington and 
Oregon. This freight network includes trucks, which support the first and last mile movement of 
goods, typically less than 30 miles to a long-haul freight mode, such as a barge or a railroad. 

Barge and rail systems have historically competed over the last 100 years and cargo owners have 
often used both services to develop a resilient competitive transportation system to connect to 
global markets. The objective of this research is to complement previous research—the 
Importance of Inland Waterways to U.S. Agriculture (Agribusiness Consulting for USDA, 
2019)—with a focus on the Columbia-Snake River Inland Waterway. Total transportation costs 
and total economic impacts are evaluated under a baseline scenario as well as across three 
alternative operating scenarios using historical river volumes and transportation optimization 
models of primary commodities. 

Five commodity supply chains were included in the analysis: grain, fertilizer, petroleum 
products, forest products and sand & gravel aggregates. These products represent 83% of the 
cargo on the Columbia River and 88% of the cargo on the Snake River (USACE Waterborne 
Commerce and Statistics). The total transportation costs and economic impacts of river 
navigation are evaluated for each economy across a baseline scenario, where river operating 
conditions/efficiency remain at their current levels, and three alternative operating scenarios:  (1) 
an improved scenario in which all planned, outstanding, and proposed maintenance projects are 
completed, improving river transportation efficiency;  (2) an unimproved scenario in which 
planned maintenance projects are deferred, resulting in reduced river transportation efficiency;  
(3) and a degraded scenario in which river maintenance is neglected, resulting in a substantial 
decrease in river transportation efficiency. The differences in transportation costs and economic 
activity across the baseline and alternative operating scenarios will help to inform the appropriate 
level of maintenance and marine investment required to support job creation and sustainability in 
the region.” 

There are more concerns from users:  https://www.columbian.com/news/2025/dec/09/columbia-
river-navigators-grow-worried-as-under-river-power-line-project-charges-ahead/   

“Columbia River navigators are growing worried as a project to put a 100-mile power 
transmission line under the river charges ahead without offering ways to mitigate its impacts on 
the industry. 
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The Cascade Renewable Transmission project’s 1-foot-thick line would run from The Dalles, 
Ore., to the Vancouver-Portland area, with most of it being buried under the river. 

But shippers worry that the project’s construction may block vessels carrying grain, trash, 
riverboat passengers and the fuel that keeps Eastern Washington running. 

“However, if in-water work is not well coordinated,” he added in a statement, “it could create 
avoidable challenges for vessels and operators on the system, including Tidewater and our 
customers.” 

Maunu said balancing everything to keep cargo moving on the river is tremendously difficult and 
pointed to routine lock maintenance at the dams as one example of that. 

“We — the stakeholders and folks like Tidewater and all their terminals — have to plan months 
and months ahead of time so they know how they’re going to get that fuel and where they’re 
going to get that fuel from during that outage,” he said. 

Riverboat cruise line operators, grain exporters and trash barging operations could also be 
impacted.” 

Steigerwald Lake National Wildlife Refuge. This refuge lies in the path of this transmission 
line proposal and the migrating and local wildlife that uses the Columbia River and this area  
would all be impacted. Increased turbidity in the Columbia River will impact all species, 
especially those species that are biologically dependent on the River!  

Located just east of Washougal WA, the refuge is the Western gateway to the Columbia River 
Gorge National Scenic Area.  Steigerwald Lake NWR was established in 1987 to offset lowland 
habitat loss caused by construction at the Bonneville dam. These lands were established to 
reduce the impact of this loss and provide more habitat for migrating and resident wildlife. 
Since then smaller pieces of land have been added to create what is now Steigerwald Lake 
NWR. Wildlife conservation is at the heart of the National Wildlife Refuge System. It drives 
everything we do from projects and research to the recreational activities offered. Using 
conservation best practices, the Refuge System manages Service lands and waters to help ensure 
the survival of native wildlife species. 

 
Columbia River Treaty. This treaty between Canada and the United States was just updated, I 
believe in July, 2024.  Since there would be environmental impacts from any proposal to put a 
power transmission line in the Columbia River complex, I believe that this proposed project 
would not be allowed under the negotiated updates to the Treaty. This is something that needs to 
be verified. 

“Yes, the Columbia River basin extends into Canada, with about 15% of its total area located 
in British Columbia, Canada.  
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Key details regarding the Columbia River's Canadian connection include: 

 Headwaters: The Columbia River originates at Columbia Lake in the Canadian Rockies 
of British Columbia. 

 Length in Canada: Of the river's roughly 1,243-mile (2,000 km) total length, 498 miles 
(801 km) are in Canada. 

 Water Contribution: Although only 15% of the basin is in Canada, that portion provides 
approximately 40% of the annual runoff for the entire river system. 

 International Treaty: The Columbia River Treaty (implemented in 1964) manages the 
water flow between the two nations for flood control and power. Three dams were built 
in Canada (Mica, Keenleyside, and Duncan) as part of this agreement. 

 Drainage Basin: The overall drainage basin, which is similar in size to France, covers 
parts of British Columbia in Canada, along with Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Montana, 
Utah, Wyoming, and Nevada in the US.” 

Land Use Consistency Certificates needed from the cities of Stevenson, N. Bonneville, and 
Skamania County.  To my knowledge, the cities of Stevenson and N. Bonneville and Skamania 
County have not produced or given any Land Use Consistency Certificates to EFSEC for this 
project.  The November 18, 2025 informational and land use consistency hearing in 
Stevenson, WA was NOT noticed in the paper of record, The Skamania County Pioneer, 
and deprived the public of adequate time to gather data for both hearings.  We were 
blindsided by the appearance of a land use judge at the un-noticed hearing. 
(https://efsec.wa.gov/hearings-and-meetings/2025/cascade-renewable-transmission-
informational-hearing-and-land-use-consistency-hearing-skamania) 

Skamania County Shoreline Master Program.  I don’t have to reinvent the wheel, the 
Columbia RiverkKeeper folks did a good job on documenting the land use consistency issue 
inconsistencies:  “The Cable is not consistent with the Skamania County Shoreline Master 
Program. The Skamania County Shoreline Master Program expressly prohibits the Cable. 
The Cable cuts through areas designated Natural Environment. Utility corridors that can be 
located elsewhere—like the Cable—are expressly prohibited in these areas. Additionally, 
transmission line specific regulations for all shoreline areas require lines to spend as little time in 
the shoreline as possible, crossing through perpendicular to the shore. However, the Cable runs 
parallel along the shore, through multiple areas of shoreline jurisdiction. Accordingly, the Cable 
is not allowed outright or conditionally in these areas, and EFSEC should find the Cable to be 
inconsistent with these provisions.”  

https://efsec.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2025-
11/2025.11.17_CRK%20Land%20Use%20Consistency%20Hearing%20Comments.pdf 

and 

https://efsec.wa.gov/sites/default/files/202512/20251118_CRT_Skamania_LUhearingminutes.pdf 
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NEPA.  I think both NEPA and SEPA are very important and the NEPA guidance for 
cumulative impacts analyses need to be followed for this proposed project.  The real NEPA and 
cumulative impacts:  https://ceq.doe.gov/ 

“Section 101 of NEPA sets forth a national policy "to use all practicable means and measures, 
including financial and technical assistance, in a manner calculated to foster and promote the 
general welfare, to create and maintain conditions under which man and nature can exist in 
productive harmony, and fulfill the social, economic, and other requirements of present and 
future generations of Americans." 42 U.S.C. 4331(a). Section 102 of NEPA establishes 
procedural requirements, applying that national policy to proposals for major Federal actions 
significantly affecting the quality of the human environment by requiring Federal agencies to 
prepare a detailed statement on: (1) the environmental impact of the proposed action; (2) any 
adverse effects that cannot be avoided; (3) alternatives to the proposed action; (4) the 
relationship between local short-term uses of man's environment and the maintenance and 
enhancement of long-term productivity; and (5) any irreversible and irretrievable commitments 
of resources that would be involved in the proposed action. 42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C). 

NEPA ensures agencies consider the significant environmental consequences of their proposed 
actions and inform the public about their decision making. Countries and non-governmental 
organizations all over the globe have created their own environmental impact assessment 
programs, modeled upon NEPA, making NEPA an international catalyst in the field of 
environmental protection.   

CEQ's NEPA implementing regulations are found at 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508. CEQ has been 
engaged in a comprehensive review of its regulations consistent with Executive Order (January 
20, 2021). See the CEQ NEPA Regulations page for information on CEQ's rulemakings.” 

Further explanation of how cumulative impacts need to be evaluated, especially for this 
proposed project which would have egregious cumulative impacts on our environment:  
https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2014-08/documents/cumulative.pdf 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The combined, incremental effects of human activity, referred to as cumulative impacts, pose a 
serious threat to the environment. While they may be insignificant by themselves, cumulative 
impacts accumulate over time, from one or more sources, and can result in the degradation of 
important resources. Because federal projects cause or are affected by cumulative impacts, this 
type of impact must be assessed in documents prepared under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA). The purpose of this guidance is to assist EPA reviewers of NEPA documents in 
providing accurate, realistic, and consistent comments on the assessment of cumulative impacts. 
The guidance focuses on specific issues that are critical in EPA's review of NEPA documents 
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under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. While there is no "cookbook" method of assessing 
cumulative impacts, the guidance offers information on what issues to look for in the analysis, 
what practical considerations should be kept in mind when reviewing the analysis, and what 
should be said in EPA comments concerning the adequacy of the analysis. The assessment of 
cumulative impacts in NEPA documents is required by Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) regulations (CEQ, 1987). Cumulative impacts, however, are not often fully addressed in 
NEPA documents due to the difficulty in understanding the complexities of these impacts, a lack 
of available information on their consequences, and the desire to limit the scope of 
environmental analysis. To improve how cumulative impacts are assessed in environmental 
impact analysis, CEQ developed a handbook entitled "Considering Cumulative Effects 
under the National Environmental Policy Act" (CEQ 1997). (my bold)  CEQ's handbook 
offers the most comprehensive and useful information to date on practical methods for 
addressing cumulative effects in NEPA documents. Consequently, the concepts presented in the 
handbook serve as the foundation for this guidance. Reviewers are urged to use this guidance and 
the CEQ handbook simultaneously. The guidance has four sections including this introduction.  

Section 2 What are Cumulative Impacts briefly summarizes the definition and basic concepts 
used in this guidance. Section 3 EPA's Review of Cumulative Impacts addresses several 
fundamental questions concerning EPA's review of cumulative effects in a NEPA analysis. 
Section 4 Major Review Areas discusses several of the key areas that should be considered to 
adequately analyze cumulative impacts and offers practical suggestions on how to prepare 
comments to address cumulative impacts in NEPA documents. References are cited in a 
bibliography. 

2. WHAT ARE CUMULATIVE IMPACTS? 

Cumulative impacts result when the effects of an action are added to or interact with other effects 
in a particular place and within a particular time. It is the combination of these effects, and any 
resulting environmental degradation, that should be the focus of cumulative impact analysis. 
While impacts can be differentiated by direct, indirect, and cumulative, the concept of 
cumulative impacts takes into account all disturbances since cumulative impacts result in 
thecompounding of the effects of all actions over time. (my bold) Thus the cumulative 
impacts of an action can be viewed as the total effects on a resource, ecosystem, or human 
community of that action and all other activities affecting that resource no matter what entity 
(federal, non-federal, or private) is taking the actions. Consistent with the CEQ regulations 
(CEQ, 1987), effects and impacts are used synonymously in the guidance. 

CEQ's regulations (CEQ, 1987) explicitly state that cumulative impacts must be evaluated along 
with the direct effects and indirect effects of each alternative. By mandating the consideration of 
cumulative impacts, the regulations ensure that the range of actions that is considered in NEPA 
documents includes not only the project proposal but also all actions that could contribute to 
cumulative impacts. Federal agencies prepare cumulative impact analysis using different terms 
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and approaches. To avoid arguing over semantic differences, EPA reviewers should avoid 
conflicts over terminology and pursue a common sense approach. The concept of cumulative 
impacts as total impacts provided above is meant to facilitate discussion in this document, but it 
is not intended to replace other usages that meet the intent of good cumulative effects analysis.” 

Outgrants.  I urged USACE not to give an outgrant to the Cascade Transmission Proposal on 
the lands and waters that fall under USACE jurisdiction.  These lands and waters are actually 
public property and I as a member of the public, along with numerous other residents, object.  
“Outgrant is a legal term that refers to the process of granting a right or interest in government-
owned real property. This can be done through various agreements such as leases, easements, 
licenses, or permits. Essentially, an outgrant allows a private individual or entity to use or enjoy 
a specified interest in government property, subject to the terms outlined in the agreement.”  
https://legal-resources.uslegalforms.com/o/outgrant 

 

Columbia and Lower Snake Rivers Temperature Data. 
https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2022-06/tmdl-columbia-snake-temperature-errata-
update-05102022.pdf 

Temperature and EMFs.  Transmission lines produce heat and our Columbia River waters are 
already experiencing rising temperatures.  This proposal would heat up the sediments and waters 
in the Columbia River and produce harmful electromagnetic fields (that impact navigation for 
aquatic wildlife).  Temperatures and EMFs do not only affect the water but the diverse life 
within the sediments! 

Columbia and Lower Snake Rivers Temperature, Total Maximum Daily Load, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 155, Seattle, WA 
98101-3188 

EPA determined that the warming trend due to climate change has significantly affected 
temperatures in the rivers since the 1960s, and these adverse thermal impacts continue to 
increase. A synthesis of available scientific evidence indicates that climate change has increased 
summer water temperatures in the Columbia and Snake Rivers by approximately 1.5°C since the 
1960s.Columbia Riverkeeper 
roSsdotnep18ia21fi8 035J3,9 0unau363e96h9c2t432t8i127ic6cm25  

E.coli Warning! 

Our recent water quality tests detected high levels of E.coli bacteria at the Riverfront Park Beach 
in The Dalles and at the Inner Hook in Hood River. Avoid swallowing water, wash hands before 
eating, and consider limiting water contact at this site until bacteria levels are back within safe 
limits. Check Swim Guide for the latest water quality results.  https://www.theswimguide.org 



11 
 

 

Bradford Island Cleanup. I was involved in the 2006 – 2007 effort to get Bradford Island 
cleaned up and listed as a superfund site by the EPA.  That effort stalled and went nowhere until 
2022.   https://www.oregon.gov/deq/hazards-and-cleanup/cleanupsites/pages/bradford-
island.aspx   

Current status 
 
“On March 17, 2022, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency added Bradford Island to the 
National Priorities List, making it a Superfund site. The listing comes after DEQ, Washington 
Department of Ecology and the Yakama Nation wrote joint messages in 2019 and 2021 to the 
EPA seeking to have the site placed on the National Priorities List. 

DEQ, Yakama Nation, Washington Department of Ecology, and others have been working for 
years with the Corps to clean up the site, but adequate progress has not been made in a timely 
manner. Listing Bradford Island as an EPA Superfund site will help provide consistent federal 
funding and other requirements that are expected to re-energize cleanup of the site. 

Site summary  

Bradford Island lies within the Bonneville Dam complex, near Cascade Locks on the Columbia 
River. DEQ has been working with the US Army Corps of Engineers to evaluate and oversee 
cleanup of various contamination sources on the island. 

From 1942 until 1982, the Army Corps of Engineers used the east end of the island as a landfill 
and dumped electrical components and other debris in the river near the northeast corner of the 
island. Some of this equipment contained polychlorinated biphenyls, commonly known as PCBs, 
which are highly toxic, do not break down readily and can accumulate in the bodies of resident 
fish. Of particular note, PCBs in smallmouth bass were found at concentrations as high as 
183,000 parts per billion. A safe level for human consumption of fish is less than 1 part per 
billion.  

Both Oregon Health Authority and the Washington State Department of Health have “Do Not 
Eat" fish consumption advisories in effect for resident fish in the area. OHA added a fish 
advisory for sturgeon in March 2022 as well.  

Other known contaminants includes polyaromatic hydrocarbons, or PAHs, in the upland and in 
the sediment, which are from oil and gasoline, and metals contamination in the upland.” 

https://usace.contentdm.oclc.org/digital/collection/p16021coll7/id/24201/rec/3 

[Bradford Island meeting documents] 

TAG meeting minutes: Date: 08 February 2018 
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Geology of the Columbia River. The presentations to date have not addressed the geology of 
the Columbia River before dam inundation. Nor has there been any geophysical data presented 
on how much sediment buildup there is in the river, what underwater hazards may be present, 
i.e., trees, rocks, etc.  The Columbia River Gorge is a rift valley that was flooded for the dams.  It 
is in a tectonically active area, with Mt. Hood sitting on the south side of the Columbia River, in 
the National Scenic area.  

 https://www.usgs.gov/volcanoes/mount-hood/science/seismic-monitoring-mount-hood-oregon 

“Mount Hood is one of the most seismically active volcanoes in the Washington and Oregon 
Cascades, and the most seismically active volcano in Oregon. In an average month 1 
2 earthquakes are located by the Pacific Northwest Seismic Network (PNSN) within 3 miles of 
the summit. Most Hood earthquakes don't actually occur directly beneath the volcano's summit, 
but instead in one of several clusters located 2-5 km west, southwest, and southeast of the 
summit. The largest earthquake recorded in the vicinity of Mount Hood was a M 4.5 in 2002 that 
was widely felt and followed 4 hours later by a M 3.8 aftershock. M > 3.0 events also occurred in 
1989, 1990, 1996, and 2010. Earthquakes in these clusters tend to occur in swarms (defined as 
three or more located earthquakes in a single day) or "mainshock- aftershock" sequences. The 
most notable such swarm occurred 06/29-08/18, 2002, when 200+ earthquakes were located by 
the PNSN following the June 29, 2002, M 4.5 mainshock. Scientists believe that earthquakes in 
the clusters south of the summit occur on tectonic faults and aren't directly related to volcanic 
processes occurring beneath Mount Hood. The largest earthquake recorded beneath the summit 
was a M 3.5 in 1989 that was felt, with a M > 3.0 event also occurring in 1982. In contrast to the 
southerly clusters, earthquakes directly beneath the summit rarely occur in swarms.” 

https://earthquake.usgs.gov/cfusion/external_grants/reports/01HQGR0211.pdf 

Columbia River, Oregon and Washington 
Project Award Number: 01HQGR0211 
Lee M. Liberty 
Center for Geophysical Investigation of the Shallow Subsurface (CGISS) 
Boise State University 
Boise, Idaho 83725-1536 
Phone: 208-426-1166 
Fax: 208-426-3888 
lml@cgiss.boisestate.edu 
http://cgiss.boisestate.edu/~lml 
Program Element: II 
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Research supported by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), Department of the Interior, under 
USGS award number 01HQGR0211. The views and conclusions contained in this document are 
those of the authors and should not be interpreted as necessarily representing the official policies, 
either expressed or implied, of the U.S. Government. 
 
ABSTRACT 
The evolution of the tectonic style within the Portland Basin can have a profound impact on 
earth-quake hazards of the region. Modern seismicity in the region and probabilistic hazards 
maps for the region show that the greatest regional risk for earthquakes lies in the upper crustal 
faults. A seismic reflection profile along the Columbia River through the Portland/Vancouver 
metropolitan area reveals new insights into the tectonic and depositional history of the Portland 
Basin. The basin contains 500 m of late Miocene to Recent fine to coarse-grained sediments that 
lie on top of Miocene-age Columbia River Basalts that tilt to the southwest. The Portland Basin 
appears to have two active basin margins, the Frontal Fault zone to the northeast, and the 
Portland Hills fault zone to the southwest. The Frontal Fault appears on the east-west and north-
south seismic profiles, and if connected, suggest the fault may be regionally significant. The 
seismic reflection results document a fundamental shift in tectonic activity occurred prior to the 
deposition of Plioence-age Troutdale gravels but after emplacement of Miocene-age Columbia 
River Basalts. The basin appears to have tilted westward, in part due to the uplift of the Cascade 
volcanic range less than 5 Ma. The Portland Hills fault zone acts as a backstop to the Cascade 
inflation and has produced more than 750 m of vertical offset. Fault activity continues on both 
the Frontal Fault and the Portland Hills Fault to accommodate the continued broad uplift to the 
east and clockwise crustal rotation. Vertical slip rates on the Frontal fault zone are roughly half 
that of the Portland Hills fault zone. Since the preexisting fault trends are oblique to the 
orientation of the Cascade Range, wrench-style faulting that appears along the southern portion 
of the Portland Hills fault may be related to Cascade uplift. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

In 1980, a 500 km long seismic reflection profile was acquired on the Columbia River from off- 
shore to the confluence of the Snake River for the purposes of oil and gas exploration. A subset 
of this dataset extends through the Portland, Oregon and Vancouver, Washington metropolitan 
area and crosses the central portion and the northern and eastern margins of the Portland Basin. 
Recent high-resolution geophysical studies, in conjunction with an excavation trench, document 
fault-related deformation on modern sediments across the Portland Hills fault on the southwest 
margin of the Portland Basin, thus classifying the Portland Basin as active. Other studies suggest 
that the northeast basin margin may also be active, but no direct evidence to date appears. I 
reprocessed the seismic reflection profile to characterize the northeast margin of the Portland 
Basin and also to determine the structural and depositional style for the entire basin. Earthquakes 
from shallow crustal faults can produce severe ground shaking. Therefore, a detailed 
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characterization of potentially active structures should help assess the hazards related to 
earthquakes in the Portland/ Vancouver metropolitan area. (my bold) 

AI generated when asked if there are seismic studies:   

Yes, extensive seismic studies have been conducted on the Columbia River , focusing on tectonic 
stability, flood basalt structures, and infrastructure safety. Studies include 500 km of seismic 
reflection profiling (1980), analysis of earthquake swarms, and monitoring for Cascadia 
Subduction Zone risks. These investigations cover areas from the mouth to the Hanford Site.  

Key findings and studies include: 

Seismic Surveys: In 1980, a 500 km long seismic reflection profile was acquired, stretching 
from the offshore area to the confluence of the Snake River, including the Portland/Vancouver 
metro area. 

Fault Identification: Studies have identified 12 major faults in the region, with research 
suggesting that active faults, such as those near the Hanford Site, pose risks to infrastructure. 

Earthquake Swarms: Research has analyzed aseismic slip and earthquake swarms within the 
Columbia River Basalt Group (CRBG) at the Hanford Site, utilizing InSAR data to identify 
shallow thrust and horizontal faults. 

Tectonic Stability: Investigations along the middle Columbia River (between Priest Rapids 
Dam and Richland, Washington) have examined the stability of Pleistocene-age surfaces. 

Infrastructure Risks: The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of Reclamation 
monitor the impacts of seismic events on dams, including studies on potential soil liquefaction 
under embankments. 

Magmatic Activity: Seismic tomography has been used to study the crustal structure and 
magma-driven uplift in the Columbia River Gorge.  

These studies are crucial for assessing the risk of earthquakes on the river’s dams, particularly in 
preparation for a potential magnitude 9+ Cascadia Subduction Zone event.  

What Are the Key Sedimentary Environments in the Columbia River Basin? 

The Columbia River Basin contains a diverse array of sedimentary environments that provide 
crucial insights into the region's geological history. These environments preserve evidence of 
environmental changes during periods of volcanic activity, offering a unique window into 
ancient ecosystems and their responses to Large Igneous Province (LIP) volcanism. 

Fluvial Systems and Their Distribution 
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Fluvial environments dominated the Columbia River Basin landscape, particularly during the 
Wanapum time period. These river systems exhibited a fascinating pattern of distribution, 
predominantly establishing themselves along the margins of lava fields rather than cutting 
through their centers. This peripheral distribution wasn't random—it represented the path of least 
resistance for water flowing across a landscape repeatedly transformed by volcanic activity. 

AI generated:  Sediment in the Columbia River is highly diverse and strongly heterogeneous, 
featuring a mix of fine silt, volcanic material, and coarse-grained deposits, with, in some areas, 
one of the deepest sediment fills in North America. It varies from deep, muddy deposits in the 
lower river to complex mixtures of sand, silt, and volcanic debris in the upper reaches and 
reservoir areas.  

Geological Composition: The sediment includes significant amounts of material from the 
Columbia River Basalt Group. 

Volcanic and Industrial Impact: Massive influxes of fine sediment (silt/sand) occurred after 
the 1980 Mt. St. Helens eruption, and contaminants like dioxins and furans are found in specific 
areas. 

Spatial Heterogeneity: The riverbed is not uniform; it varies from sandy, fast-flowing areas to 
silty, slow-moving sections near dams. 

Biogeochemical Activity: The sediment holds a diverse, active microbiome, acting as a 
"hotspot" for nutrient cycling and microbial life. 

Depth and Layers: In the lower river near Portland and Astoria, sediment layers can reach up to 
120 meters deep, showing distinct layering.  

 

Microbiome of the Columbia River.  There would also be impacts to the microbiome diversity 
that exists in the Columbia River, if this project were to be approved.  
https://data.microbiomedata.org/details/study/nmdc:sty-11-aygzgv51 

“Riverbed sediment microbial communities from the Columbia River, Washington, USA 

This research project aimed to understand how molecular-scale processes govern the 
biogeochemical function of subsurface groundwater-surface water mixing zones (i.e., the 
hyporheic zone). This project was conducted along the Columbia River in Eastern Washington 
State, which exhibits variation in microbiome composition, biogeochemical activity, and 
substrate biogeochemistry, making it an ideal environment for studying biogeochemical hotspots. 
To capture a range of biogeochemical activities, samples were collected from areas with dense 
vegetation and virtually no vegetation.\n\nThis project’s long-term goal is to develop models that 
can simulate impacts of disturbance on river corridor hydro-biogeochemistry by understanding 
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fundamental molecular processes that lead to emergent function. This project is part of PNNL’s 
River Corridor Hydrobiogeochemistry Science Focus Area.” 

 

AI generated:  The Columbia River microbiome is a complex, dynamic community of 
microorganisms, including bacteria and archaea, that drive nutrient cycling and water 
quality, acting as a "river's liver" (PNNL). Key findings indicate high microbial activity in 
the streambed (hyporheic zone), where bacteria break down organic matter, with 
community composition significantly influenced by fluctuating water levels, river flow, and 
mixing with groundwater.  (my bold) 

Key Aspects of the Columbia River Microbiome 

Hyporheic Zone Activity: The microbiome in the riverbed sediments (hyporheic zone) plays a 
crucial role in biogeochemical cycling. Studies near the Hanford site show that high river 
discharge increases oxygen levels in the sediment, stimulating aerobic respiration, while lower 
flow allows for more anaerobic, nutrient-processing activity. 

Key Bacterial Groups: Research indicates that dominant bacteria in these environments include 
Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Cyanobacteria, Gammaproteobacteria, and Verrucomicrobia. 

Contaminant Degradation & Resistance: Microbiomes in the Columbia River interact with 
contaminants, with studies suggesting they can degrade microplastics and show antibiotic 
resistance genes, particularly near wastewater treatment plants. 

Seasonal Dynamics: Microbial activity and composition shift with the seasons, heavily 
influenced by the timing of snowmelt. 

Role in Carbon Cycling: Microbes are central to processing carbon and nutrients, particularly in 
areas with high organic matter, such as sediment interfaces, where they act as, "master 
orchestrators" (Berkeley Lab) 

 

Cultural relics and cultural surveys.  I have not seen any data presented by either the 
applicants or USACE addressing the issue of cultural relics and indigenous cemeteries and 
villages that were buried when the dams were built and how the Cascade Transmission Project 
would impact cultural artifacts.  During the public hearing on January 29th, 2026, many of the 
indigenous folks mentioned villages and cemeteries that were buried by the waters when the 
dams went online.  Would the cultural artifacts that are still underwater be disturbed by the 
project actitivies?   

https://www.nwp.usace.army.mil/Missions/Cultural-Resources/WPKK-Survey/ 
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The U.S Army Corps of Engineers preserves and protects cultural resources and historic 
properties by complying with the National Historic Preservation Act, Native American Graves 
Protection and Repatriation Act, Archaeological Resources Protection Act, and other federal 
laws and executive orders. We work closely with federal, state, local, and tribal partners to 
ensure that cultural resources and historic properties are considered early in project planning and 
that adverse effects are avoided, minimized, or mitigated. We are also responsible for the proper 
curation of archaeological collections and the repatriation of human remains. 

Cultural resources and historic properties can include historically significant buildings, sites, 
objects, structures, districts, and properties that have religious and cultural significance to Indian 
tribes. For the Portland District, this includes everything from Bonneville Dam to pile dike 
systems to petroglyph panels to so much more. 

For additional information about tribal consultation and trust resources, visit the Portland District 
Tribal Relationships page.  

Cultural Resources Coordination (Section 106)  

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires Federal agencies consider the 
effects of undertakings on historic properties. The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), 
tribes, other interested parties, and the public assist the Portland District in identifying historic 
properties and reducing or avoiding any adverse effects that might result from the project. 

Projects that require Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors 
Act of 1899, and Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA) 
coordination or permits might require cultural resource coordination and consideration. Please 
visit the Portland District Regulatory webpage for additional information and guidance.  

A interesting historical document from 1958 sheds some light on the indigenous populations and 
offers a historical perspective on how many cultural artifacts were destroyed by the dam 
inundations.  https://dnr.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2025-04/ger_ic30_archeology_in_wa.pdf 

 

What is a Jet Plow?  The Cascade Renewable Transmission System would primarily use a 
Hydro Jet Cable Burial Machine (or "jet plow") to install the HVDC line 10–15 feet beneath 
the Columbia River bed. This machine uses high-pressure water jets to fluidize sediment, 
creating a 24-inch-wide trench for the cable.  This is not a innocuous machine.  Questions 
remain to be answered as to how the fluidized sediment would impact fish and other 
invertebrates living in the waters would be impacts, how long would the sediments linger in 
the water preventing sunlight from entering the waters, how would all this sediment impact 
the dams along the Columbia River, and many more questions. 

“Site Description:  
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The Cascade Renewable Transmission System is a proposed 320-kilovolt high-voltage direct 
current (HVDC) transmission line that would span approximately 100 miles between The Dalles 
and Portland. The majority of the HVDC line would be installed in the bed of the Columbia 
River using a Hydro Jet Cable Burial Machine, or “jet plow”. The jet plow temporarily fluidizes 
sediment in an approximately 18-inch wide trench, places the cable in the trench, and allows the 
sediment to settle back over the cable, burying it at the prescribed depth in the riverbed. Where 
the cable cannot be buried, a concrete mattress or a rock berm would be used to keep the cable 
weighted down and protected from damage. An approximately 7.5-mile segment of the HDVC 
line would be buried in lands adjacent to the river near Stevenson, Washington to avoid the 
Bonneville Lock and Dam.  
 
Additional underground segments would connect in-river transmission lines to two converter 
stations constructed near points of interconnection at both ends of the line. The Eastern 
Converter Station would be located near The Dalles and would connect to the Bonneville Power 
Administration’s Big Eddy Substation with approximately 500 feet of overhead 500-kV AC 
transmission line. The Western Converter Station would be located in the Rivergate Industrial 
District in North Portland and would be connected to Portland General Electric’s Harborton 
Substation with 230-kV AC cables installed under the Willamette River using horizontal-
directional drilling.” 

AI generated jet plow info: 

“A jet plow is a specialized underwater trenching tool used to install cables and pipelines by 
using high-pressure water pumps to fluidize seabed sediment, creating a trench 6–12 feet deep. 
Towed by a surface vessel, it opens the sediment, allows the cable to settle by gravity, and lets 
the sediment settle back, burying the cable in one pass.  

Key Characteristics and Usage 

Function: It is a hybrid between a sub-sea plow and a jet sled, using hydraulic nozzles on its 
blades to liquify soil, particularly in soft materials like silt or sand. 

Applications: Primarily used for burying subsea power cables, telecommunication cables, and 
fiber optics in riverbeds, lakes, and oceans. 

Efficiency: It provides a faster, more efficient alternative to traditional mechanical trenching, 
often operating at reduced tow tension. 

Environmental Impact: While effective, the process stirs up sediment, leading to concerns 
regarding its impact on marine ecosystems.” 
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The environment impact is of major concern from the disturbed sediments.  How would 
marine ecosystems be impacted?  That question has not been answered.  There are 
cumulative impacts that have not been addressed. 

Historical data gives some information on the sedimentation in the Columbia River: 

“Changing Ecosystem: Reservoir Sedimentation 

Oct 5, 2015 

https://critfc.org/2015/10/05/changing-ecosystem-reservoir-sedimentation/ 

From the moment springs and creeks begin in the mountains, they begin a process of erosion, 
slowly eating away the rock and soil over which they flow. The water picks up bits of silt and 
sand on its journey to the sea and carries these materials as long as it has enough speed. As the 
water slows, it drops what it is carrying, with the larger pebbles and sand falling out first and the 
silt and fine sediment falling out last. It is a natural process that, among other things, helps to 
clean out waterways and supply downstream areas with fertile new soil. Salmon benefitted from 
this annual cycle because the gravel streambeds were cleaned of silt in time for them to build 
redds and the estuary received nutrients that helped the migrating smolts. Historically, the 
Columbia River basin carried millions of tons of sediment. Some made it all the way to the ocean 
while some dropped to the riverbed in the slower stretches. This riverbed sediment was not 
permanent since the spring floods would wash it further downstream and out to the ocean. The 
map to the right shows the Columbia River bar and lighter colored shallow area that extends past 
the river mouth into the Pacific Ocean. This is the result of millions of tons of sediment 
deposited by the river. The Columbia is a low sediment, fast moving river, so its sediment build 
up is below the ocean surface or carried further up the coast by ocean currents. In the 1930s, 
humans began a complete transformation of this natural system with the construction of the first 
mainstem dams. Once the free-flowing river was converted into series of reservoirs and much of 
sediment that the river carried settled behind the dams instead of travelling further downstream. 
As each dam was added to the system, more sediment was trapped, where it is slowly filling each 
reservoir. 

Scientists estimate that the Columbia River transported 16.4 million tons of sediment each year 
up until 1935, when Bonneville Dam was built. To give an idea of how much sediment that is, it 
would take a Liebherr T-282b, the largest dump truck in the world capable of carrying 400 tons, 
around 41,000 loads to transport it. Despite a significant increase in soil runoff from agriculture 
and other human development, only 8 million tons of Columbia River sediment reaches the 
Pacific Ocean. Sediment still enters the river system, only now over half of it builds up 
behind each of the dams. (my bold) High water years can help somewhat, as the faster water 
speed and open dam floodgates flushes extra sediment downriver. Unfortunately, these events 
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aren’t common enough to prevent sediment build-up. Without the annual floods to wash 
sediment downstream, the reservoirs are slowly filling in.” 

Would the sedimentation from the plowing add further to the reservoirs filling in?  That question 
should be addressed during the NEPA process. 

 

Buried Transmission Lines and Cumulative Impacts:  Unknown. 

Jun 23, 2025  The Promise and Unseen Costs of Underground Power Transmission 

https://www.cai-engr.com/about/blog/1247/underground-power-transmission-and-its-impact-on-
the-soil 

Underground transmission lines (UTLs) seem like an obvious solution to large areas of the grid 
being destroyed by adverse weather. But everything we do has the potential to create unintended 
consequences. Such was the impetus behind a study looking at the impacts of underground 
power transmission on the soil. The study was published last summer. 

Researchers were primarily interested in knowing whether UTLs generate heat during normal 
operation. And if they do, is that heat enough to negatively impact soil temperature and moisture 
content? Because if it is, underground transmission could affect agriculture. It could also upset 
the delicate balance of certain ecosystems. 

“The good news is that we now know more about underground power transmission. We know 
that it generates heat that gets absorbed by the soil. But we do not know the long-term 
impacts. The German researchers said their results are not conclusive. They said more 
research is necessary to fully understand the ramifications of burying power transmission 
cables underground.” (my bold)   

Cumulative impacts are always there to stop us from being too confident in our human 
engineering!! 

https://www.boem.gov/sites/default/files/documents/renewable-
energy/studies/Transmission_Cable_Heat_WhitePaper.pdf  Citation:  Middleton, P., Barnhart, B. 
2023. Supporting National Environmental Policy Act Documentation for Offshore Wind Energy 
Development Related to Heat from Buried Transmission Cables. Washington (DC): U.S. 
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Ocean Energy Management. OCS Study BOEM 2023-006. 
16 p. 

“Executive Summary 

Concerns have been raised by stakeholders regarding heat generated by transmission cables in 
offshore wind farms. Offshore wind farms use a range of cable sizes, voltage levels, and cable 
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types depending on the location and arrangement of the wind farm. Most wind farms bury cables 
to protect them from boat anchors and fishing operations. The effect of heat from buried 
transmission cables is influenced by many ranging factors, including submarine terrain, sediment 
type, water depth, water temperature, and species composition. Many elements in concert make a 
definitive description of effects from heat radiating from submarine high voltage transmission 
cables very challenging. Research has been conducted investigating heat transmission through 
submarine sediment and impacts to sediment dwelling marine life from heated submarine cables, 
but the overall body of research is limited.  (my bold) 

This paper provides information about heat generated by electricity and electrical transmission, 
the use of buried cables for transmission of electricity, heat generated by buried submarine 
transmission cables, and what is currently known about the effects to undersea life from the heat 
generated from buried cables. As more offshore wind farms are developed, further research may 
illuminate deeper levels of information about how cable heat affects sediment dwelling 
communities. Based on the current research, studies show that the effects of heat on most 
sediment and seafloor dwelling species overall are low.” 

There is not enough research data to show what temperatures the proposed Cascade 
Transmission line would produce under water and how it would affect the sedimentary 
layers and the diverse Life/biome in the sediments. 

https://www.polywater.com/en/knowledge-hub/heat-management-in-underground-power-cable-
installations/ 

“The demand for electrical power around the world is increasing and utilities, service providers, 
and network owners are investing in expanding and securing the grid. This increase in demand is 
driven by several factors including the need for more reliable electricity, new power generation 
sources such as renewable energy, the growth of electric vehicles (EV), the increase in virtual 
currency mining, the proliferation of data centers, the migration of rural populations in many 
developing countries to urban areas, and the need to protect infrastructure from environmental 
damage. More and more, these systems are moving to underground installations that use conduit 
(duct, pipe) systems rather than direct burial. While historically undergrounding cable in duct has 
been perceived as more expensive and less practical, there is a growing trend to move towards 
ducted systems because of the long-term economic, operational, and safety benefits. Specifically, 
building the infrastructure for ducted systems provides a future-ready framework to more 
efficiently maintain, monitor, and upgrade cable systems.” 

 

Has due diligence been done on the Companies involved in the proposed Cascade 
Transmission project?  I don’t believe so and I urged USACE to do due diligence on the 
companies involved in the proposed project, and I am also urging EFSEC to do the same.  The 
companies are:   “Cascade Renewable Transmission, LLC includes three principal 
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companies: PowerBridge, LLC, Sun2o Partners, LLC and NextEra Energy Transmission, 
LLC.  https://www.cascaderenewable.com/team/team 

I did some research and found this information on NextEra: 

NextEra Energy: ESG Challenges and Legal Disputes 
Environmental concerns involve growing opposition to its solar and battery projects and 
lobbying against rooftop solar policies, along with protests over its wind and drilling operations 
in Florida, which are subject to a class-action lawsuit for environmental risks. Oct 1, 2025 

https://media.ca11.uscourts.gov/opinions/pub/files/202413372.pdf 

FOR PUBLICATION 
In the United States Court of Appeals For the Eleventh Circuit 
__________________ 
No. 24-13372 
Non-Argument Calendar 
____________________ 
MAHA JASTRAM, 
individually and on behalf of all others similarly situated, 
Plaintiff, 
CITY OF HOLLYWOOD POLICE OFFICERS’ RETIREMENT 
SYSTEM AND THE PEMBROKE PINES FIREFIGHTERS AND POLICE OFFICERS’ 
PENSION FUND, Lead-Plaintiff, 
a.k.a. the Retirement Funds, Plaintiff-Appellant, 
versus 
NEXTERA ENERGY, INC., 
JAMES ROBO, 
ERIC SILAGY, 
DAVID P. REUTER, 
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY, 
USCA11 Case: 24-13372 Document: 51-1 Date Filed: 11/26/2025 Page: 1 of 38 
2 Opinion of the Court 24-13372 
Defendants-Appellees. 
____________________ 
Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida D.C. Docket 
No. 9:23-cv-80833-AMC 

____________________ 

Before B RANCH, KIDD, and TJOFLAT, Circuit Judges. 

TJOFLAT, Circuit Judge: 

I. I NTRODUCTION 
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Investors sued NextEra Energy, Inc. (“NextEra”), claiming the company materially 
misrepresented its involvement in a Florida election-interference scheme. The scheme was 
allegedly orchestrated by NextEra’s main subsidiary Florida Power & Light Company (“FPL”) 
and FPL’s CEO, Eric Silagy. The complaint has it all: corporate malfeasance, bribery, off-the-
books recordkeeping, surveilling journalists, creating ‘ghost’ candidates, corrupting independent 
media outlets, and a failed acquisition that spiraled into two federal indictments. 

When reporters began to uncover traces of the alleged conspiracy, NextEra and FPL executives 
were quick to put the claims to rest. They denied all direct and indirect involvement to the press 
and asserted the allegations had “no basis.” NextEra relayed that same message to investors on 
an earnings call. But after some time, leadership began to backpedal. On January 25, 2023, FPL 
abruptly parted with its CEO and NextEra filed unscheduled disclosures about potential legal and 
reputational risk stemming from the USCA11 Case: 24-13372 Document: 51-1 Date Filed: 
11/26/2025 Page: 2 of 38 24-13372 Opinion of the Court 3 allegations. That very day, NextEra’s 
stock plunged 8.7 percent, wiping out more than $14 billion in market capitalization. 

Plaintiffs allege that NextEra executives knowingly lied to investors. They sued NextEra in the 
United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida. The District Court dismissed the 
complaint with prejudice, holding that plaintiffs failed to adequately plead loss causation. We 
disagree. For the following reasons, we reverse.” 

AI generated information: 

NextEra Energy's controversies center on alleged political misconduct, including using "ghost 
candidates" for election interference in Florida, anti-competitive "scorched-earth" tactics against 
rival clean energy projects (like a Maine hydropower bid), and regulatory issues, with ongoing 
investor lawsuits and investigations into its subsidiary Florida Power & Light (FPL) for 
potentially misleading investors about these actions. The company also faces local opposition to 
its renewable projects and past issues with illegal construction in Oklahoma. 

Key Controversies:  

Florida Election Interference:  

Investors are suing NextEra, alleging its subsidiary FPL orchestrated a scheme involving "ghost 
candidates," bribery, and media manipulation to influence Florida elections, with claims of 
corporate misconduct and secret funding of political groups.  

Anti-Competitive Practices:  

A major lawsuit by Avangrid accuses NextEra of using baseless legal and political challenges to 
block competitors (like a hydropower project) and delay clean energy transitions in New 
England, inflating consumer costs.  
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Journalist Surveillance:  

Investigations revealed NextEra consultants surveilled journalists critical of FPL, adding to 
accusations of unethical practices.  

Market Dominance Tactics:  

Lawsuits claim NextEra engaged in "scorched-earth" tactics, including potentially delaying 
necessary infrastructure upgrades to maintain market control and harm competition in the region.  

Regulatory Violations:  

NextEra received a cease-and-desist order in Oklahoma for building wind turbines without 
required FAA approval, violating state law.  

Legal & Investor Action:  

A federal appeals court recently allowed a major investor lawsuit to proceed, rejecting an earlier 
dismissal and bringing the allegations of political misconduct and securities fraud back into the 
spotlight.  

NextEra markets itself as a renewable energy leader, creating a paradox with these accusations of 
undermining competition and engaging in questionable political tactics, notes Guernsey Gazette. 

 

I vehemently oppose the Cascade Transmission proposal to bury a electric transmission line in 
the Columbia River in the National Scenic Area, a project that that should not be allowed or 
permitted due to the egregious cumulative impacts to the River and to all the wildlife and the 
inhabitants who use the river for recreation, for the economy, for fishing, and so much more.  

Sincerely, 

/e-signature/Mary Repar 
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REFERENCE 1: 

Scoping Notice for the Proposal.  This notice initiates the NEPA process with a 30-day scoping 
period. USACE is requesting public comment on alternatives or effects and on relevant 
information, studies, or analysis that should be considered or analyzed during the NEPA process 
with respect to the proposed project. 

The proposed project requires authorization from USACE under Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act (33 U.S.C. § 1344), for the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United 
States; under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act 1899 (33 U.S.C. § 403) for work in or 
affecting navigable waters of the United States; and under Section 14 of the Rivers and Harbors 
Act 1899 (33 U.S.C. § 408) (referred to as “Section 408”) for work to alter a USACE civil works 
project. The proposed project will also require a USACE decision for real estate outgrant(s) for 
activities proposed on USACE fee owned land(s) at the Bonneville Lock and Dam Project. 

Install 78.9 miles of 12-inch HVDC cable bundle buried in the bed of the Columbia River via 
hydroplow methods. The cable bundle would be installed at a planned depth in the bed of the 
river 10 to 15 feet below the mudline. Where the cable bundle crosses the navigation channel 
prism below Bonneville Dam, the cable bundle would be installed to an elevation of at least -34 
feet Columbia River Datum (CRD). Where the cable bundle would cross the navigation channel 
prism above Bonneville Dam, the cable bundle would be installed to an elevation of at least -34 
feet Mean Pool Elevation (MPE). In certain reaches, an installation deeper than 10 feet below the 
mudline may be required to achieve these required elevations which may require pre-dredging 
the area. Hydroplow installation would excavate and redeposit as much as 305,100 cubic yards 
(cy) ofsediment in the Columbia River. 

Temporarily impact (excavation and backfill) 40-square feet of palustrine emergent wetland near 
Stevenson, WA to facilitate open-trench installation of the cable bundle along WA State Road 
14. 

The project is likely to have beneficial effects on economics and energy needs. The project is 
likely to have adverse effects on: the aquatic ecosystem; fish and wildlife; navigation; 
recreation; water quality; and safety. The project is likely to adversely affect Endangered Species 
Act-listed species, designated critical habitats, and essential fish habitat. 

 

Submitting Comments: The USACE public involvement program includes several opportunities 
to provide verbal and written comments during the EIS process. Scoping comments may be 
submitted by email, conventional mail or voicemail. All comments must include the Corps 
number NWP-2022-00126-2. In order to be accepted, email comments must originate from the 
author’s email account. All comments received will become part of the administrative record and 
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are subject to public release under the Freedom of Information Act including any personally 
identifiable information such as names, phone numbers, and addresses.  

Scoping comments may be submitted to the addresses below:  By email to: 
CRT_EIS@usace.army.mil  

By conventional mail to: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Portland District, Attn: Mr. Joe Brock – 
CRT Project, P.O. Box 2946, Portland, Oregon 97208-2946 

By voicemail to: 503-808-4377 and include your name and email/mailing address 

Any comments received during the scoping period and at the virtual scoping meetings will 
be considered by USACE in preparing the Draft EIS. USACE will consider written 
comments and oral comments equally. All comments must be received or postmarked by 
February 4, 2026. 
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