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Department of Energy

Bonneville Power Administration
PO. Box 3621
Portland, Oregon 97208-3621

September 3, 1991

In reply refer to EF BG

Dear Reviewer:

Here are some suggestions to help you review the draft environmental impact statement
(DEIS) on the Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan.

First, read through the DEIS, using these questions to guide you.

* Why is action being considered? Chapter 1 explains the need for action.

* What is proposed? Chapter 2 describes the alternatives for the Puget Sound Area Elec-
tric Reliability Plan.

* How would potential actions affect the environment? Chapter 3 describes generally
the existing environment in the Puget Sound area and areas outside of Puget Sound that
might be affected by the alternatives considered. Chapter 4 describes the impacts
anticipated with any of the actions considered.

* Is the Preferred Alternative the best balance between environmental, economic, and
technical objectives?

Second, consider these questions.

* Are there other wars to meet the need not considered in the DEIS? What are they?
* Can environmental impacts be reduced? If so, how?

Third, give BPA your comments. Where possible, please refer specific comments to the
appropriate page number. You can call, write, or testify at one of the public meetings held to
discuss this DEIS.

Please comment by the deadline listed on the cover sheet. Your comments will be evalu-
ated, and all comment letters and BPA’s response will Le published in the Final EIS. The
decision on the proposed action will be made available in a Record of Decision.

If you need more information or would like any BPA publications mentioned in the DEIS,
Flease call, toll free, from within Oregon (800) 452-8429; from other western states,
800) 547-6048; from elsewhere (not free) (503) 230-3476.

Thank you for your interest in this plan.

Sincerely,

() (we—

Charles F. Clark
Assistant Administrator
for Engineering

DO NOT WRITE ON THIS COVER AS IT IS |

TENDED FOR RE-U

RETURN IT WITH THE FILE COPIES TC ORIGINATING OFFIC

(7]



Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Responsible Agency: Department of Energy, Bonneville Power Administration (BPA)

Title of Proposed Action: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Puget Sound Area Electric
Reliability Plan, DOE/EIS - 0160

State and Counties Involved: Washington - Chelan, Clallam, Douglas, Grant, Grays Harbor,
Island, Jefferson, King, Kitsap, Kittitas, Mason, Okanogan, Pierce, San Juan, Skagit,
Snohomish, Thurston, Whatcom, Yakima

Abstract: BPA and Puget Sound Power & Light, Seattle City Light, Snohomish County Public
Utility District No. 1, and Tacoma City Li§ht, are working on a coordinated plan to address a
power system problem in the Puget Sound area of Washington State. A load forecast
developed jointly by the utilities indicates an operating problem may develor) on the power
system if loads grow as expected. Indeﬁendent action by utilities is not precluded by this
coordination effort, however BPA and these Puget Sound area utilities have developed

certain solutions for this problem, and have selected a preferred alternative.

The preferred alternative (modified Alternative Strategy 2) would accelerate conservation
programs in Puget Sound, add capacitors in BPA's EcKo Lake Substation, establish a new
500-kV substation near Ellensburg, Washington, and as a contingency against higher than
expected demand begin environmental and permitting work on a new cross-Cascades
transmission line. Other a..ernatives considered were Alternative Strategy 1 - Transmission
line, Alternative Strategy 3 - Load Management and Fuel Switching, and Alternative
Strategy 4 - Combustion Turbines. The preferred alternative would have lower
environmental impacts than Alternative Strategies 1 & 4, and slightly higher impacts than
Alternative Strategy 3. Other alternatives, including other local generation measures, were
evaluated and found not feasible. Taking no action would put the area at risk for blackouts,
and would violate regional utility criteria.

The DEIS is being mailed to about 1000 agencies, groups, and individuals. There will be a
60-day Eublic review period. Comments may be submitted in writing. Also, public meetings
will be held at the following locations and times to receive comments:

November 6, Wednesday

7:00 - 10:00 P.M.

Mountaineers Club, Rhododendron Room
300 Third Ave. West

Seattle, Washington

November 7, Thursday

7:00 - 10:00 P.M.

Mason County Public Utility District Office
Third and Cota Street

Shelton, Washington

November 12, Tuesday

7:00 - 10:00 P.M.

Red Lion Inn, Chelan/Wenatchee Room
1225 North Wenatchee Ave.
Wenatchee, Washington



November 13, Wednesday

7:00 - 10:00 P.M.

Central Washington University, Samuelson Union Building Theater
Ellensburg, Washington

November 14, Thursday

7:00 - 10:00 P.M.

LaQuinta Inn, Olympia Echo Room
1425 East 27th Street

Tacoma, Washington

November 18, Monday

7:00 - 10:00 P.M.

Bellevue Concourse, Eagle Room
505 106th Ave. NE

Bellevue, Washington

November 19, Tuesday

7:00 - 10:00 P.M.

West Coast Everett Pacific Hotel, Shaw/Loper Room
3105 Pine Street

Everett, Washington

Send comment letters, requests for copies of the Draft EIS, or requests for additional
information on this project to the Public Involvement Manager, P.O. Box 12999, Portland,
Oregon 97212.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kenneth Barnhart, Environmental Team Leader,
at 503-230-3667, or call the Public Involvement Office at 503-230-3478 in Portland; toll-free
800-452-8429 for Oregon outside Portland; 800-547-6048 for other Western States.
Information may also be obtained from:

Mr. Terence Esvelt, Puget Sound Area Manager, 201 Queen Anne Avenue, North, Suite 400,
Seattle, Washington 98109-1030, 206-553-4130.

Mr. Wayne Lee, Upper Columbia Area Manager, Room 561, West 920 Riverside Avenue,
Spokane, Washington 99201, 509-353-2518

Mr. Ron Rodewald, Wenatchee District Manager, 301 Yakima Street, Wenatchee,
Washington 98807-0741, 509-662-4377
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SUMMARY

The Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) identifies the
alternatives for solving a power system problem in the Puget Sound area. This Plan is undertaken by Bonneville
Power Administration (BPA), Puget Sound Power & Light, Seattle City Light, Snohomish Public Utility District
No. 1 (PUD), and Tacoma Public Utilities. The Plan consists of potential actions in Puget Sound and other areas in
the State of Washington.

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

A specific need exists in the Puget Sound area for balance between east-west transmission capacity and the
increasing demand to import power generated east of the Cascades. At certain times of the year, there is more
demand for power than the electric system can supply in the Puget Sound area. This high demand, called peak
demand, occurs during the winter months when unusually cold weather increases electricity use for heating. The
existing power system can supply enough power if no emergencies occur. However, during emergencies, the system
will not operate properly. As demand grows, the system becomes more strained. To meet demand, the rate of
growth of demand must be reduced or the ubility to serve the demand inust be increased, or both.

The plan to balance Puget Sound's power demand and supply has these purposes:

* The plan should define a set of actions that would accommodate ten years of load grov.th (1994-2003).
* Federal and State environmental quality requirements should be met.

The plan should be consistent with the p'ans of the Northwest Power Planning Council.

The plan should serve as a consensus guideline for coordinated utility action.

The plan should be flexible to accommodate uncertainties and differing utility needs.

The plan should balance environmental impacts and eronomic costs.

The plan should provide electric system reliability consistent with customer expectations.

This plan is different from other ongoing regional planning processes that are related but address unique needs.
The scope of this plan is to solve the peak load reliability problem whose root cause is that growth in demand has
been highest in the Puget Sound area but most of the generation resources are east of the Cascades and existing
transmission capacity limits how much power can be imported from the easi to Puget Sound.

The growing need for new energy resources in the Northwest is a distinctly different problem. Each utility has

its own independent energy planning process under the cooidinating umbrella of the Northwest Power Planning
Council's regional energy plan.

Transmission problems within the Puget Sound area also are not addressed by this plan. These problems,

brought on by load growth, development of new generation, and iimpacts of power exchange with Canada, are being
aadressed by the affected utilities under separate planning processes.

Actions planned to be completed now through late 1993, such as the Winter Operating Plan, are not part of

this planning process. These actions will help prevent problems on the system during extreme weather conditions
until late 1993.

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This DEIS covers the Puget Sound area, and parts of the Columbia River Basin that might be affected. The {and
use, vegetation, topography, and natural and man-made features are varied. Land uses range from urban to forest
and agricultural. Vegetaiion west of the Cascade Mountains reflects the wetter climate found there compared to the
drier climate east of the Cascades. The Puget Sound area includes Pacific coastline and the Cascade Mountains.
East of the Cascades the foothills turn into agricultural and rangeland. Historic and cultural resources are found
throughout the study area.
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ANALYSIS

This DEIS describes the environmental analysis and an economic and technical analysis of alternatives. The
environmental analysis covers effects to living and non-living resources. The analysis is generic in nature, except for
the study area where a new substation, which is part of the Preferred Alternative, might be built. Each alternative is
evaluated environmentally, economically and technically. The environmental analysis uses four environmental
impact ratings: minimal, low, moderate, and high. The economic and technical evaluation covered the following
factors: net present value of total system costs, sensitivity to load growth, revenue requirements (near-term and long-
term), reliability, and deliverability.

UTILITY INVOLVEMENT

The planning which led to this Draft EIS was a cooperative effort between BPA and various Puget Sound area
utilities, including Snohomish County PUD, Puget Sound Power & Light, Seattle City Light and Tacoma City Light.
A copy of the letter agreement establishing a management structure for this planning effort is enclosed in
Appendix A.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Four public scoping meetings were held. Members of the general public, special interest groups, consultants
and utility representatives attended. Comments from the scoping meetings and written comments are reflected in
this DEIS.

A Technical Review Group (TRG) representing state and local government, business and industry, public
interest groups, and the general public was formed to provide input and review results during this project.

In addition, to access the business community, labor, government agencies, key interest groups and others
mostly outside the utility industry, a group called the Sounding Board was organized. This group provides opinions,
suggestions and other feedback on elements of this Plan and represents a cross-section of community interests in the
Puget Sound area.

ALTERNATIVES

The No Action Alternative and four Alternative Strategies were originally considered. The Alternative Strategies
have common elements: accelerated conservation measures and Voltage Support Option 1, and, as a contingency,
load curtailment measures. Elements of each strategy are shown in Table S-1. Unique elements of the each strategy
are:

Alternative Strategy 1 - new cross-Cascade transmission line

Alternative Strategy 2 - new substation near Ellensburg, Washington

Alternative Strategy 3 - load management (water heater control, time-of-use rates) and fuel switching
Alternative Strategy 4 - combustion turbines in Puget Sound.

No Action Alternative - Uncoordinated planning

Because load growth and resource supply could vary substantially from that assumed in this analysis, each
alternative strategy includes contingency measures that could be used to make each strategy flexible and able to
respond to unexpected circumstances.
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Table S-1.

Preferred and Alternative Strategies
Summary Table

Alternative Measures

Preferred Alternative

Proposed Actions o ® | ® e
Contingency Actions ® ® |0

Alternative Strategy 1

Proposed Actions ® e e
Contingency Actions o o

Alternative Strategy 2

Proposed Actions ® ® | ©
Contingency Actions [ L N

Alternative Strategy 3

Proposed Actions ) ] ® O
Contingency Actions o ® e

Alternative Strategy 4
Proposed Actions [ ] ) ®
Contingency Actions ) e

Preferred Alternative

After weighing the environmental, economic, and technical trade-offs and carefully considering
recommendations of the Sounding Board, BPA and Puget Sound utilities decided Alternative Strategy 2 is preferred as
the primary solution to the transmission reliability problem in the Puget Sound area. It ranks second to Alternative
Strategy 3 in minimizing environmental impacts (see Table S-2), and ranks high in economic and technical
evaluation factors (see Table S-3).

The Preferred Alternative, differs slightly from Alternative Strategy 2 in that it also recommends monitoring
demonstration fuel switching and water heater load management programs underway within the region. These
demonstration programs underway or anticipated will provide data on costs, benefits and deliverability. As the Puget
Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan is periodically reviewed and updated, the potential of these measures would be
evaluated.

Under this strategy, Puget Sound utilities will ramp up conservation programs in 1993 to achieve initial peak
reductions by the winter of 1993-94. BPA will complete Voltage Support Option 1 by the fall of 1993, which would
provide 600 MW of additional transmission capacity. Another voltage support element, Voltage Support Option 2,
would be implemented by the winter of 1994-1995. In Voltage Support Option 2, BPA would develop a new
500 kV substation east of the Cascade Mountains (near Ellensburg, Washington.) This substation will provide 1000
MW of increased transmission capacity.
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Utilities and the Sounding Board recognized the need for a plan to be broad and flexible to adapt to
unanticipated future developments. There are three contingency actions for the Preferred Alternative. To provide
the flexibility to respond to medium-high load growth, the preferred alternative inciudes preparing for a transmission
line project to be available in 2000 if necessary. A 7-8 year lead time is assumed because a transmission line may
be controversial. A decision will be necessary in 1996 to either complete or delay this project. The second
contingency element of the Preferred Alternative is combustion turbines. One or more combustion turbines cou'd be
sited in the Puget Sound area to respond to a greater than expected peak load deficit. The third contingency is using
load curtailment contracts.

Table S-2.
Strategy Impact Comparison Matrix

Environmental Evaluation Factors

: Land U Natural Envi m
Impact Magnitude and Lse A K .
High tmpact 4 R k¢
Moderr:::Impad A |= 5| |3 3|E
Low Impact 215|515 5le] |8 | (3] el B8
Minimal Impact égéé—?‘géﬁéggﬁg S%Q%E
MEEEEEHESHEHEEREEEEE
MEASURES IN ALL STRATEGIES
Conservation
Voltage Support 1
ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 1
Transmission Line
Optian 1: Use Existing ROW
Opion 2 Expand Existing ROW
Option 3: Use New Corridor

ALTERNATIVE STRATI

Voltage Support 2 | | 1 R ;
ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 3

Hot Water Controls
Time of Use Rates

Fuel Switching
ALTERNTIVE STRATEGY 4

Peaking CT's

NO ACT!ON ALTERNATIVE

Voluntary Curtailment
Contract Curtailment
Voltage Instability

-4
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Environmentally, the Preferred Alternative ranks a close second to Alternative Strategy 3. Conservation
programs have low health and safety impacts. Voltage Support Optior. 1 has minimal impacts because additions are
in existing substation yards. The impacts of Voltage Support Option 2 are minimal or low and result from
establishing a new substation. Demonstration load management and fuel switching pilot programs will have
minimal impacts. Curtailment contracts would have low to moderate sccio-economic impacts. The environmental

impacts of the contingency transmission line and/or combustion turbines are described under Alternative Strategies 1
and 4.

This alternative ranks highest in several economic and technical evaluation factors (see Table S-3).

Table S-3.
Economic and Technical Evaluation Summary Table

ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES
EVALUATION FACTORS Strategy 1 Strategy 2* Strategy 3 Strategy 4

Net Present Value $67,000,000 | $105,000,000 | -$128,000,000 | $39,000,000
Sensitivity to Load Growth $196,000,000 | $126,000,000 | $84,000,000 { $102,000,000

Near Term Revenue Requirements | $50,000,000 | $25,000,000 $50,000,000 $20,000,000

Long Term: Revenue Requirements | $75,000,000 | $40,000,000 | $110,000,000 | $105,000,000
Deliverability (1=Hi, 4=Low) 1.6 1.5 2.0

1.7

Reliability (1=Hi, 4=Low) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

* Preferred Alternative

Alternative Strategy 1

This strategy includes a new cross-Cascades transmission line. The line, together with accelerated conservation
programs and Voltage Support 1, provides a surplus capacity of 1600 megawatts in the year 2003. Given this large
surplus contingency measures for Strategy 1 (load curtailment contracts and Voltage Support 2) would not be used
for increased demand. They would be needed if completion of the transmission line is delayed. If the deficit is less
than expected, completion of the transmission line would be delayed.

Conservation programs have low health and safety impacts. Voltage Support Option 1 has minimal impacts
because the equipment will be installed in an existing substation. Transmission line impacts vary from low to high
depending on the kind of corridor used (existing, expanded, or new).

If contingency measures are needed, Voltage Support 2, which involves a new substation near Ellensburg,

Washington, will have minimal or low impacts. Curtailment contracts would have low to moderate socio-economic
impacts.

This strategy ranks second in net present value, near and long term revenue requirements, and deliverability.
The plan is feast sensitive to load growth. The plan is judged reliable.
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Alternative Strategy 2

With the exception of demonstration load management and fuel switching projects, Alternative Strategy 2 is
identical to the Preferred Alternative. For a description of the strategy refer to the Preferred Alternative discussion.

Alternative Strategy 3

This strategy adds load management programs (water heater control and time-of-use rates) and fuel switching
(from electricity to natural gas). Contingency measures include load curtailment and adding Voltage Support
Option 2 if the deficit increases, or delaying measures if the deficit decreases.

Load management creates low socio-economic impacts, and fuel switching creates low air quality impacts.
This strategy has the fewest environmental impacts.

Alternative Strategy 3 is rarked best of al! strategies for the sensitivity to load growth evaluation factor.
Economically, Strategy 3 is the least desirable plan. It has a negative net present value, and ranks highest in near and
long term revenue requirements. The measures used in Strategy 3 were felt less deliverable than those used in other
strategies.

Alternative Strategy 4

This strategy adds peaking combustion turbines used only during peak load periods. Combustion turbines
require a site of about four acres. Contingency measures include additional combustion turbines, load curtailment
contracts and Voltage Support Option 2 if the deficit increases, or delaying the combustion turbines if the deficit
decreases.

Combustion turbines have low to moderate land use and natural environment impacts depending on the site
selected. Air quality impacts are moderate. This strategy has the lowest short-term revenue requirements.
Contingency measure impacts were described under the other strategies.

From an economic and technical standpoint Alternative Strategy 4 is tied for first with Strategy 2 for near term
revenue requirements. Strategy 4 ranks third in net present value, long term revenue requirements, and
deliverability. This strategy is second in sensitivity to load growth.

No Action Alternative

This alternative assumes utilities will take some actions to meet their individual needs. However, these actions
may not be coordinated. This alternative is more likely to cause decreasing reliability as loads grow. By 2003,
normal winter peak load will stress the power system and minor disturbances could cause instability and blackout in
the Puget Sound area.

This alternative could have high health and safety and socio-economic impacts, and moderate air quality
impacts. It would avoid impacts of new facilities and it could result in increased utility emphasis on conservation
and other demand-side programs.

The no action alternative was not evaluated from an economic and technical standpoint. It however would not
yield reliable service and the costs of a blackout although difficult to determine precisely are expected to exceed the
costs of the alternative strategies.

CONSULTATION, PERMITS AND REVIEW

The requirements for consultation, permits or review for different types of resource acquisitions are listed, and
all alternatives were assumed to meet these requirements during the analysis. Consultation for siting a substation
east of the Cascade Mountains as part of the Preferred Alternative has begun.

5-6
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1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

The Puget Sound area reaches from the Pacific Ocean to the Cascade Mountains and from just south of
Centralia, Washington to the Canadian border. This chapter explains a problem that exists on the bulk power
transmission system serving the Puget Sound area. The electric power system includes power plants that generate
electricity, conservation that saves energy, and the transmission system that delivers power from resources to custom-
ers. This chapter also describes how Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), Puget Sound Power and Light, Seattle
City Light, Snohomish County PUD, and Tacoma Public Utilities, developed and evaluated potential solutions to this
problem.

1.1 NEED FOR ACTION

A specific need exists in the Puget Sound area for a balance between east-west transmission capacity and the
increasing demand to import power generated east of the Cascades. At certain times of the year, and during certain
conditions, there is more demand for power in the Puget Sound area than the transmission system and existing
generation can reliably supply. This high demand, called peak demand, occurs during the winter months when cold
weather boosts electricity use for heating. The existing power system can provide enough power now if no emergen-
cies occur. However, during emergencies, the system will not operate properly. As demand grows, the system
becomes more strained. To meet demand, the rate of growth of demand must be reduced or the ability to serve the
demand must be increased, or both.

1.2  PURPOSE AND SCOPE

BPA and Puget Sound area utilities are developing a plan to solve the power system problem. Any plan that
balances power demand and the ability to serve that demand, is expected to also accomplish the following purposes:

The plan should define a set of actions that would accommodate 10 years of load growth (1994 - 2003).
Federal and State environmental quality requirements should be met.

The plan should be consistent with the plans of the Northwest Power Planning Council.

The plan should serve as a consensus guideline for coordinated utility action.

The plan should be flexible to accommodate both uncertainties and differing utility needs.

The plan should balance environmental impacts and economic costs.

The plan should provide electric system reliability consistent with customer expectations.

This plan is different from other ongoing regional planning processes that are related but address unique needs.
The scope of this plan is to solve the peak load reliability problem whose root cause is that growth in demand has
been highest in the Puget Sound area but most of the generation resources are east of the Cascades and existing
transmission capacity limits how much power can be imported from the east to Puget Sound.

The growing need for new energy resources in the Northwest is a distinctly different problem. Each utility has
its own independent energy planning process under the coordinating umbrella of the Northwest Power Planning
Council's regional energy plan.

Transmission related problems within the Puget Sound area are not addressed by this plan. These problems,
brought on by load growth, development of new generation, and inipacts of power exchange with Canada, are being
addressed by the affected utilities under separate plans. These plans do not conflict with the alternative strategies.
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Actions planned to be completed riow through 1993 such as the Winter Operating Plan, are not part of this
planning process. These actions will help prevent problems on the system during extreme weather conditions until
1993.

1.3 THE PROBLEM

The power system in the Pacific Northwest can transmit the energy to supply the needs in the Puget Sound area
under normal conditions. However, the Puget Sound area power system no longer meets BPA published criteria for
reliable service during emergencies under periods of peak demand. During winter months, cold weather boosts
electricity use for heating. Under peak load conditions, the electric power system is stressed. The system could not
meet consumers’ demands if a certain transmission line or generators in the Puget Sound area fail during cold
weather peak load conditions. Under these conditions, the Puget Sound area could have a brownout or blackeut.

How was this discovered? Planning studies done before the winter of 1988-1989 uncovered the possibility of a
future problem. When the Puget Sound area had extreme cold temperatures in February of 1989, the highest
electricity use ever was recorded and the system was severely stressed. In December 1990, the area again had
extreme cold temperatuies and record-breaking electricity use. This peak load, defined o« 1e greatest electrical
demand over a fifteen minute period, strained the transmission system delivering power to the Puget Sound area and
confirmed that peak loads had grown faster than expected. Figure 1-1 shows how the cold affected electricity
demand. The colder it was, the higher the demand for electricity.

Figure 1-1.
Daily Peak Load and Temperature
February 1989 Cold Snap
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Although the transmission system and local generation sources supplied enough power to the Puget Sound
area, if any emergency had occurred such as a transmission line going down, the system may have been unable to
meet the power demand. If this happens, voltage on transmission lines can drop below acceptable levels causing a
brownout. In extreme cases, automatic devices protect the system by disconnecting lines, which further lowers
voltages and causes consumers to be disconnected. This is voltage collapse. If not stopped, it could spread through-
out the Puget Sound area, to Portland, Oregon and Vancouver, British Columbia. As electricity use grows, the
transmission system is strained more, and the likelihood of a blackout increases.

What might cause this? Three elements contribute to the problem: rapid load growth causing unprecedented
peak demand; reliance on transmitting electricity over long distances from outside the area to serve the demand; and
limited local generation. These elements combine to jeopardize the reliability of the power system serving the Puget
Sound area.

1.4  PLANNING ASSUMPTIONS

In a planning process, analysts make assumptions about the future based on past events and current trends.
The objective of planning is to anticipate undesirable conditions in time to take actions to prevent them. Because no
one can know the future, assumptions about future conditions are used. These assumptions are the "best guess"
planners can make based on their past experience. Key assumptions used by planners for the Puget Sound Area
Electric Reliability Plan (PSAERP) are described below. Other assumptions are provided in the Appendices.

1.4.1 Planning Timeframe

Utility planners focused detailed studies of the problem in the Puget Sound area on the ten year period from the
winter of 1993-94 to the winter of 2002-03. Because the planning process takes several years, and any solutions
require lead time to implement, the plan could not begin to take effect before the winter of 1993-94. Planned
substation and generation additions already underway are expected to bring the system into balance by late 1993.
The 2003 end date reflects the longest time planners believe technological changes, consumption patterns and
environmental requirements can be predicted. To capture long-term impacts, the economic analysis was carried
through 2010. However, the planning objective is to solve the problem during the ten-year period.

1.4.2 Load Growth

The Puget Sound area energy demand has been growing faster than that of any metropolitan area in the
Northwest. From 1985 to 1989 annual energy consumption grew by about 3 percent per year. Peak demand grows
as energy use increases. By the 1989 cold snap, loads had grown to 11,200 megawatts (MW) during the peak
period. A megawatt is the amount needed to light 10,000 one hundred watt lightbulbs. On December 21, 1990,
extremely cold weather caused even higher electricity use, with peak loads reaching 11,800 MW,

Will electrical use continue to grow? Predicting future load growth is difficult. Because there is uncertainty
about the future, forecasters develop not just one load forecast, but five. These forecasts give decision makers a
range of possibilities for planning actions by estimating load growth from low to high. Because many homes in the
Puget Sound area use electricity for heat, loads in this area are highest during the winter, so forecasters look at
normal and extreme weather conditions when predicting load growth. Figure 1-2 charts the peak load forecast
under normal and extreme cold weather conditions, and shows the range of possible forecasts from low to high.

Norma! weather or a normal year is defined as the lowest daily average temperature which would have a fifty
percent chance of being surpassed. That is, one would expect the actual temperature to be colder once every two
years. Extreme weather or an extreme year is defined as the lowest daily average temperature that has a five percent
chance of being surpassed; one would expect the actual temperature to be colder once every 20 years.
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The chance or probability of actual growth being in the range between the medium high and the medium low
forecasts is 50 percent. The probability that future loads will be between the high and the low forecasts is 90
percent. The middle or medium forecast is used for planning purposes, but decision makers consider how plans
would be impacted by higher or lower load growth.

Figure 1-2.
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Assuming medium load growth, Figure 1-2 shows Puget Sound peak loads growing by 200-400 MW each year
through 1995. Load growth siows after 1995 due to slower economic growth, increased energy efficiency and
increased use of natural gas for space and water heating.
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Scoping Report Part B: Preliminary Technical Analyses (BPA, 1990), provides a detailed description of how
load growth is forecast, and how system capacity is determined. This report is in Appendix A.

1.4.3 Relying on Long Distance Transmission

BPA owns and operates three-fourths of the transmission grid in the Pacific Northwest. BPA’s high-voltage
lines transmit power from Federal dams and other sources, including power generated by other utilities, to customers
throughout the Pacific Northwest. Individual utilities in the Puget Sound area also own transmission facilities. When
power needs in the Puget Sound area are the greatest, local electrical generating resources supply about 30 percent
of the power. Hydro and thermal resources east of the Cascade Mountains supply about 70 percent via five 500-
kilovolt (kV) lines and seven lower voltage lines in three corridors. Figure 1-3, based on actual load data from the
December 1990 cold spell, shows how the peak load was met by a combination of power generated locally and
power transmitted from east of the Cascades and from Canada. Although total demand exceeded the reliable
capacity of the transmission system by several hundred megawatts, the system survived because no major lines or
generators went out of service. No major transmission additions have been made in the area since 1977. The
existing transmission system was designed assuming more local generation would be built in the Puget Sound area.

Figure 1-3.
1990 Sources of Power for the Puget Sound Area
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Reliability of the transmission network is critical to the reliability of Puget Sound's power supply. The effect of
losing cruss-Cascades transmission lines (outages) 1s shown in Figure 1-4. The horizontal lines are stepped and show
system capacity for different outage conditions. The capacity increases between 1991 and 1993 reflect substation
improvements and generation additions previously planned by utilities. The capacity increase resulting from energy
resource additions after 1993 are shown as "Expected Resources” (Section 1.4.4). Normal and extreme peak fore-
casts are shown as dashed lines. With no emergencies on the transmission systern (no lines out of service), the
transmission system will be unable to deliver power to meet an extreme peak demand by 2003. In most of the years
shown, we run into difficulties during normal winter peaks with two transmission lines out or with one line out
during extreme winter peaks. if load growth exceeds the medium forecast, then these projected deficits will occur
sooner and will grow much faster.

Figure 1-4.
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Reliability Criteria Assumptions - Utilities strive to provide reliable service at the best value for their
customers. Cost-effectiveness is evaluated from the consumer’s perspective. Reliability is a measure of the power
system’s ability to meet customer demands over a certain period. 1tis measured by how often power outages occur,
how long they last, and how many customers are affected. A perfectly reliable system would always satisfy customer
demand. Perfect reliability is not technically feasible and even if possible, wouid be extremely expensive for con-
sumers,

Using rules based on experience, utilities design and operate transmission systems to meet high performance
standards that come close to this “perfect” system. These rules, called reliability criteria, set standards to ensure cost-
effective, reliable service. A reliable system should provide electrical service under normal and emergency condi-
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tions. A transmission line outage caused by wind, ice, lightning or other events; a power plant shutdown; or other
major equipment failure are examples of system emergencies. Reliability criteria define acceptable service under
these emergencies. BPA's Reliability Criteria, for example, require if one transmission line is out, the system should
serve increased electricity use for heating during abnormal cold weather, maintain voltages, and not overload lines.
If both a power plant and one transmission line are out, or two transmission lines are out, the system should serve
electricity needs for normal (but not extreme) cold weather, maintain voltages, and not overload lines.

Each utility has its own reliability criteria unique to its system characteristics and customer needs. The BPA
system is the backbone of the regional transmission grid, and its performance has widespread, regional impacts. For
this reason, BPA's Reliability Criteria, which were updated in September 1989 after public review, set very high
performance standards for the bulk power system. The utilities have agreed that BPA's criteria should be the stan-
dard for judging the adequacy of potential solutions to the cross-Cascade transmission capacity problem.

1.4.4 Local Generation and Conservation Resources

Energy resources, including conservation, provide the power utilities need to serve their customers' demands.
Bonneville Dam on the Columbia River and the Centralia coal-fired generation station are examples of energy
resources. Conservation programs are also resources because conserved energy is available to serve consumer
demands. Of the 12,000 MW currently needed in the Puget Sound area during peak loads, local generation plants
can now supply approximately 3,500 MW,

Analysts have conservatively estimated that 400 megawatts of new energy resources will be developed in the
Puget Sound area by 2003 to meet the energy needs of utilities. This estimate is based on information from Puget
Sound area utilities' energy planning processes. Plans for new resources are typically outlined in each utility's least-
cost plan.

In the early stages of this planning process, adding more Puget Sound generation resources was considered a
potential solution to meeting peak loads. After considering information gathered about these new resources, analysts
concluded that although adding energy resources would help solve the peak load problem, peaking needs alone
would not be enough to justify energy acquisitions. Generation plants that produce energy cost about 10 times more
than comparable transmission additions, and many generation plants tend to operate on a relatively constant basis.
For example, the Centralia coal plant operates about 85% of the hours in a year. If an extreme winter peak occurs, it
occurs less than 5% of the year, and resources to meet peak would be needed during this time only. Analysts
therefore removed most generating resources from the list of solutions for this problem. But they recognized that
some of the resources utilities acquire to meet energy needs will be located in the Puget Sound area (Expected
Resources). These resources will have a secondary benefit of reducing peak demand on the east-west transmission
system. These resources are described in Appendix B.

1.4.5 Load/Resource Balance

Load growth, long-distance transmission, and local generation and conservation resources in the Puget Sound
area must combine to provide a balance between power demand and power supply. This balance must be main-
tained to avoid potential regional blackouts and damage to the transmission system. Table 1-1 lists forecasted
normal and extreme winter peak loads, by electricity use sector, for 1994 and 2003, the beginning and end of the
planning period. It shows how much conservation and market-induced fuel switching has been included in the load
forecast. Table 1-2 identifies generating resources and transmission system deliveries that supply power to the Puget
Sound area under normal and extreme conditions. Combustion turbines are operated during extreme peaks, there-
fore their contribution during normal peak is zero. This table also shows the size of the deficit in 1994 and 2003.



Table 1-1. Puget Sound Area Winter Peak Load Forecast (1994 and 2003)
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1994 1994 2003 2003
WINTER PEAK LOADS (MW) normal extreme normal | extreme
peak peak peak peak
RESIDENTIAL LOADS
ELECTRIC SPACE HEATING 3244 4306 3307 4408
CLECTRIC WATER HEATING 1307 974 1339 991
OTHER 1465 1403 1687 1608
COMMERCIAL / INSTITUTIONAL LOADS
ELECTRIC SPACE HEATING, VENTILATION &
AIR CONDITIONING (HVAC) 1526 1859 2056 2479
ELECTRIC LIGHTING 681 755 788 873
OTHER 341 374 428 467
INDUSTRIAL LOADS
DIRECT SERVICE INDUSTRIES 755 759 756 760
OTHER INDUSTRIAL 1641 1616 1951 1912
MISCELLANEOUS 440 454 488 502
WINTER PEAK LOAD TOTALS: 11400 12500 12800 14000
LOAD REDUCTION AMOUNTS IN LOAD FORECAST
RESIDENTIAL CONSERVATION 74 98 188 251
COMMERCIAL CONSERVATION 28 32 90 102
INDUSTRIAL CONSERVATION 15 16 69 70
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Table 1-2. Puget Sound Area Resources and Transmission System Capabilities (1994 and 2003)

1994 1994 2003 2003
ENERGY RESOURCES (MW) normal | extreme normal | extreme

peak peak peak peak
GENERATING RESOURCES (MW)
COMBUSTION TURBINES 0 698 0 698
HYDROELECTRIC 1419 1419 1419 1419
COAL 1338 1338 1338 1338
OTHER 43 45 43 45
EXPECTED RESOURCES 60 60 400 400
TOTAL GENERATING RESOURCES 2860 3560 3200 3900
TRANSMISSION SYSTEM DELIVERIES (MW)
CROSS-CASCADES TRANSMISSION LINES 8100* 8700** 8100* 8700**
CANADIAN IMPORTS MINUS PORTLAND EXPORTS 200 200 200 200
TOTAL TRANSMISSION SYSTEM CAPACITY 2;300 8900 8300 8900
TOTAL SYSTEM CAPACITY (MW) 11160 12460 11500 12800
WINTER PEAK LOAD TOTALS (MW) 11400 12500 12800 14000
DEFICIT (MW) 240 40 1300 1200

* two transmission lines out of service

** one transmission line out of service
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1.4.6 Dealing with Uncertainties

The assumptions used in the analysis are based on the best information planners have available. Over a
planning period of ten years, unexpected changes will occur. If the future turns out different than expected, the
assumptions explained above and the predictions made about the future may be wrong. For example, these changes
are possible:

e load growth may increase or decrease due to economic, energy price, or other forecast uncertainties

* benefits from Canadian dams on the Columbia river that were sold to the United States (called the Canadian
Entitlement) will be returned to Canada when contracts expire beginning in 1998. Depending on the

return arrangements agreed to, these deliveries could further stress the cross-Cascade transmission grid by up
to 1000 MW,

expected resources planned may be postponed or not built at all due to new environmental regulations

new environmental requirements may cause some existing generation plants to shut down

new technology may increase the efficiency of existing generation or new conservation measures

research on electromagnetic field effects may hinder transmission line construction

listing salmon as an endangered species may change river operations and limit power production

These uncertainties could affect the problem in the Puget Sound area, either increasing or decreasing the deficit
shown in Table 1-2.

Keeping the potential for change in mind, planners continually track current conditions and change their
assumptions if changes occur. For safety, they have identified contingency measures that could be done if, for
example, load growth suddenly begins to follow the high load growth pattern and the demand for electricity in-
creases sharply. Contingency measures are chosen for their ability to respond quickly to a significant change in
circumstances. Chapter 2 identifies contingency measures for each alternative strategy and describes why they
would be selected.

1.5 FINDING SOLUTIONS

The peak demand problem in the Puget Sound area is a complex one. When BPA and Puget Sound area
utilities became aware of the risk of voltage instability and collapse, they began a process to define the problem and
develop ways to solve it. They wanted the process to produce a plan to guide future actions by BPA and Puget
Sound area utilities. This process, designed to include the public and meet all Federal and State environmental
requirements, has many parts. Figure 1-5 identifies each part of the process. During this process, new information,
suggestions, solutions, and ways to look at the problem surfaced. These new ideas and data continue to be incorpo-
rated into the analysis.

1.5.1 Scoping

A one-year scoping process was conducted beginning in October 1989. In January 1990, two public meetings
were held in the Puget Sound area and two were held east of the Cascades in Wenatchee, Washington. Scoping had
several objectives:

» confirming the voltage instability problem

» notifying the public of the problem and involving them in developing solutions
identifying environmental issues to study and consider

defining the nature and extent of the problem for analysis

identifying measures that solve the problem

performing preliminary feasibility studies on identified measures.

1-10
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A Technical Review Group (TRC) representing state and local government, business and industry, public
interest groups, and the public was formed to help identify measures, critique study methods and assumptions,
review screening criteria, and provide information on possible solutions. Membership in the TRG was open to
anyone. Four TRG meetings were held during scoping.

Figure 1-5. Finding Solutions
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Identifying Measures - During scoping, a long list of measures that might solve the problem was identified by
members of the public, agencies, utilities, and other interested parties. Measures were divided into four categories:

demand-side or reduce electric use: conservation, load management, and fuel switching
local generation

transmission

load curtailment

Screening Measures - An evaluation team produced screening criteria to limit the “universe” of measures to the
ones most feasible. The criteria developed include market factors, resource characteristics, and environmental
concerns. Table 1-3 lists the screening criteria.
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Utilities formed study teams representing the four categories and began screening the list of measures. Sub-
committees used the criteria as rough guidelines, not absolutes. Applying the screening criteria shortened the list of
measures.

Table 1-3. Screening Criteria

Environmental Concerns

Meets state and federal environmental quality laws and
requirements (e.g., air quality standards, water quality standards,
etc.)

Avoids protected sites and environmentally unique habitats (e.g.,
the Council's Protected Areas, wetlands, National parks, etc.)

Resource Characteristics

On-line date no later than 1999

Available during cold weather from November through March

Located within the Puget Sound area

Costs should be reasonable relative to the estimated cost of
transmission (approximately $100 per kW), the estimated cost of a
single cycle combustion turbine (approximately $650 per kW),
and the regional energy cost-effectiveness limit of 50 mills per
kWh.

Market Factors

Commercially Available Technology

Commeréially Proven Technology/Confirmed Resource

Acceptable to the Market

Characterizing Measures - After the initial screening, team members began analyzing the measures that passed
the first screen. For each measure, they gathered information about potential for generating or saving power, costs,
and impacts to the environment. Measures are listed in Chapter 2 and described in the Appendices.
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1.5.2 Evaluation

Utility Evaluation - A methodology to evaluate and compare solutions was developed as described in Sec-
tions 4.7 and 4.8. Analysts use this methodology to study solutions, and consider new information about loads and
resources as it becomes available. BPA and the Puget Sound area utilities constantly review and update their
information on loads and resources, and revised numbers are incorporated into the analysis as needed. Still, predict-
ing the future is uncertain, and although estimates reflect current conditions, they are only assumptions used as tools
to find solutions.

This study has two relevant time periods. First, is the decision period, which extends from 1994-2003. It is
during these ten years that utilities must take actions to meet peak loads. Second, is the evaluation period which
continues beyond 2003 through 2010. This extended period is needed to capture adequately the costs and benefits
of actions taken through 2003; some costs and benefits do not occur equally in all years.

Seven evaluation factors cover the range of concerns decision makers may consider. Table 1-4 lists the evalua-
tion factors. Some factors, such as costs, can be guantified, while others such as environrmental impacts, can be
compared qualitatively only. Since the evaluation factors represent different concerns and are measured differently,
the evaluation methodology ranked solutions according to each factor individually rather than using a single score
combining ranks from all factors. The methodology does not weigh the relative importance of each evaluation
factor. If no solution ranks highest on all factors, trade-offs may be necessary to find the best one. The best solution
will balance environmental, economic, and technical factors.

Table 1-4. Evaluation Factors

Environmental

Environmental Impacts

Economic

Present Value of Total Svstem Costs

Sensitivity to Load Growth

Near-Term Revenue Requirements

Long-Term Revenue Requirements

Technical

Reliability

Deliverability in View of Social and
Political Factors
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Who will pay for implementing solutions is not addressed in this process. Any factors that evaluate costs treat
the Puget Sound area as if it were served by a single utility.

Economic and technical assumptions used for the evaluation and results of sensitivity studies using different
assumptions are in Appendix C.

Analysis for Draft EIS - Because of the nature of the peaking problem in Puget Sound and the characteristics of
individual measures, it is unlikely one measure alone will provide a satisfactory solution. Identifying and evaluating
individual measures and test cases was the focus of this analysis. The test cases are composed of measures from
different measure categories. For example, a test case might include conservation and transmission system additions.
The measures used are real solutions, but the test cases only represent possible combinations. Analyzing them
provided a way for decision makers and the public to learn how the problem might be solved. To help predict
environmental consequences and advise decision makers, an analysis of environmental impacts for each feasible
measure was conducted. A technical analysis using the economic and technical evaluation factors was also com-
pleted for measures and test cases. The test cases presented in this analysis were used by utility teams to develop
and test evaluation methodology for the Draft EIS. Appendix C describes test cases in greater detail.

Sounding Board Revivw - To involve the business community, labor, government agencies, key interest groups
and others mostly outside the utility industry, a group called the Sounding Board was created. This group provided
opinions and suggestions on elements of the Analysis for the Draft EIS, and the Draft EIS.

Define Strategies - Using the methodology developed and tested during the course of the Analysis for the Draft
EIS, measures were put together into four bundles called alternative strategies. The alternative strategies discussed in
the Draft EIS are considered realistic solutions to the Puget Sound's electric reliability problem. The Preferred
Alternative was identified by the utility project Steering Committee using input from the Sounding Board.

Draft EIS and Public Comments - The objective of the EIS is to identify alternative strategies and a preferred
alternative that solve the cross-Cascade transmission capacity problem in the 1994-2003 period, while satisfying the
purposes and evaluation factors discussed in this chapter. It provides information on the alternative strategies to
allow the public to identify their preference. All comments received will be recorded and responses included in the
final EIS. Public response will be an important factor in decision making.

1.5.3 ldentify Plan
Draft EIS and Public Comments - (see description above).
Sounding Board Review - (see description above).

Final EIS - After considering Sounding Bcard and public comments on the Draft EIS, and reevaluating plans,
utility decision makers will decide on a plan. This plan, titled "The Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan," may
be adopted by BPA, Puget Sound Power and Light, Seattle City Light, Tacoma Public Utilities, and Snohomish
County PUD. Puget Sound area utilities and BPA have been working together to achieve this goal. Sponsorship of
parts of a final Plan is uncertain, and individual utilities must work within their own structures when making major
decisions. The final Plan will include contingency measures to provide flexibility needed to manage uncertainty.
Decision makers will consider all suggestions and these factors in the Final EIS. The chosen plan and responses to
comments on the Draft EIS will be in the Final EIS.

1-14
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Record of Decision - The Record of Decision will report the decision about whether BPA adopts the Puget
Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan. BPA decision making is subject to the procedural requirements of NEPA.
Hence, BPA will prepare the Draft and Final EIS and the Record of Decision. The Record of Decision will state why
BPA either endorses or does not endorse the Plan, and describe any actions that BPA is proposing. If future actions
by the participating utilities require either Federal or state approvals, this EIS may be adopted by the involved federal
or state agency, or supplemented.

1.5.4 Implement Plan

Following endorsement of the Plan, BPA and/or one or more of the Puget Sound utilities may sponsor indi-
vidual actions to meet the Plan's objectives. Other utilities may take other actions consistent with their needs. Such
decisions will be made in accordance with the utility's normal customs and practices. The PSAERP Environmental
Impact Statement will, in pan, satisfy Federal or State environmental requirements. Supplemental analyses may be
required for proposals.

The utility team will periodically monitor power supply, resource development, and user demands during
1994-2003, to measure progress in accomplishing the Plan. Plan modifications may be required to respond to
changing conditions.
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2.0 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

This chapter describes a preferred alternative and four alternative strategies that can solve the peak demand
problem in the Puget Sound area. A No Action Alternative is also described.

Each strategy is composed of several measures. The Preferred Alternative is a combination of one alternative
strategy, with additional measures from other strategies. To aid in understanding the strategies, three methods of
describing each strategy are provided. A chart graphically shows the year in which measures are taken and the
amount that each measure contributes to meeting peak power needs. Tables give a numerical summary of the
strategies. Finally, each strategy is described in narrative. Supporting information is provided in the appendices.

The load forecast on which the plans are based takes into account planned conservation and market-driven
fuel switching. All the strategies account for expected energy resource development within the region as described
in Chapter 1. Two measures, accelerated energy conservation and Voltage Support Option 1, are included in all
strategies.

While sharing these two measures, each strategy overall represents a different approach to meeting peak power
needs. The objective of this chapter is to provide an understanding of the alternative strategies. Chapter 4,
Environmental Consequences, provides an evaluation of the strategies showing environmental differences.

Economic and technical differences are also shown.

Finally, the success of the alternative strategies is highly dependent on the planning assumptions described in
Chapter 1. If higher or lower than expected load growth occurs, the alternative strategies will be modified
accordingly. Similarly, if energy resources now planned by Puget Sound utilities are not built, additional measures
will be needed. Each strategy discussion ends with Contingency Actions that would be taken if the transmission
capacity deficit is more than expected. The No Action Alternative is defined as an unplanned approach, thus no
contingency measures are discussed for this alternative.

2.1 PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

To hasten improved electric reliability, and focus public discussion on the potential solutions, a preferred
alternative was identified by the five-utility Steering Committee with advice from the Sounding Board, a citizen
review panel.

In choosing a preferred alternative plan, several qualities were looked for by the Steering Committee beyond
the normal criteria such as environmental stability, cost, and technical performance. Adaptability in view of such
uncertainties as higher than medium load growth, Canadian Entitlement return, local generation development or
decommissioning, Endangered Species Act listings, and electromagnetic field health effects was one such desired
quality. This flexibility was felt best achieved by identifying contingency measures to be taken if the capacity deficit
grows faster than expected.

A second quality that the Steering Committee was sensitive to was the need to regularly review the electric
reliability of Puget Sound and update the plan when changing conditions warrant it.

Finally, it was recognized that utilities are moving in new directions and that demand-reduction pilot projects
in water heater load control and fuel switching will provide useful information on costs, benefits and the
deliverability of these measures. Thus, the Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan may be changed to take
advantage of these and other technological developments as a part of the periodic review and updating process.

As a preface to the following discussion, it is important to remember that planned conservation and market-
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As a preface to the following discussion, it is important to remember that planned conservation and market-
induced conversions to natural gas are included in the load forecast. New energy resources expected to be
developed in the Puget Sound area in response to utility energy needs are also included (see Section 1.4.4). In
addition, two measures are common to all of the plans. These are:

* Accelerated Conservation Programs
* Voltage Support Option 1

To avoid repetition, measures common to all plans are discussed within Alternative Strategy 1, and referred to
in later discussions.

As stated above, the Preferred Alternative is a hybrid of one Alternative Strategy with additional elements of
other strategies as contingency measures. The Preferred Alternative takes Alternative Strategy 2 and fleshes out
details of where the substation involved may be sited, and suggests additional activities and planning for
contingencies. The Preferred Alternative is described here briefly, with detailed information on individual strategy
measures given under Alternative Strategies 1 - 4.

The Preferred Alternative includes the common elements of all the strategies: accelerated conservation
programs in the residential, commercial and industrial sectors, a high-efficiency shower head program, and Voltage
Support Option 1. These elements are described in Sections 2.2.1 and 2.2.2 under Alternative Strategy 1. Puget
Sound area utilities will ramp up conservation programs to achieve peak reductions by the winter of 1993-94. BPA
will complete Voltage Support Option 1 by the fall of 1993, which will provide 600 MW of additional transmission
capacity for the winter of 1993-94. Another voltage support element, Voltage Support Option 2, would be
implemerited. In Voltage Support Option 2, BPA would develop a 500-kV substation east of the Cascade Mountains
that would provide 1000 MW of increased capacity by the winter of 1994-95. This substation would be located
north of Ellensburg, Washington. (See Chapter 3 for possible sites).

These measures are all part of Alternative Strategy 2. The Preferred Alternative differs from Alternative
Strategy 2, however, by recognizing pilot programs for investigating tne costs, benefits and deliverability of fuel
switching and water heater load control programs. These are demand-side programs discussed in Sections 2.4.3 and
2.4.4 under Alternative Strategy 3.

2.1.1 Contingency Measures

Because load growth and resource supply could vary substantially from that assumed in this analysis, each
alternative strategy includes contingency measures that could be used to make each strategy flexible and able to
respond to unexpected circumstances. Twao elements, a transmission line and combustion turbines are included in
this alternative. A transmission line has typically required 5-6 years from the initial planning stage to completion.
This alternative proposes beginning planning and design work on this transmission line early. The environmental
process would start in late 1992 or early 1993 to assure availability by the year 2000. As a contingency element, a
lead time of 7-8 years has been assumed. A decision to build would not be necessary until 1996, and if the line is
unnecessary, it could be deferred at that time. If building a transmission line is controversial and unable to be built
or built in time to supply the need for peaking power, one or more combustion turbines could be built. Combustion
turbines have a shorter lead time, and would only be used during peak loads.

2.1.2 Environmental Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

Information on the general environmental impacts of individual strategy measures is given under Alternative
Strategies 1 - 4 in the following sections. For a more detailed discussion of impacts refer to Chapter 4.
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2.2 ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 1 - TRANSMISSION LINE

This strategy varies from the other strategies because it calls for a new high-voltage transmission line to transmit
power from generation resources east of the Cascades to the Puget Sound area. Figure 2-1 illustrates how measures
are applied over time to meet the forecasted extreme winter peak load deficit for medium and medium-high loads.
The strategy uses accelerated energy conservation measures and Voltage Support Option 1 in early years to meet
forecasted peak loads. In 1998, a new line is added providing the large increase in capacity shown in the figure.

Figure 2-1. Alternative Strategy 1
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Table 2-1 provides numerical data on each of the measures included in the strategy. Data reflects megawatts
available to meet extreme winter peak conditions. Load forecast data follows medium load growth for extreme
winter peak. The table shows megawatts of surplus capacity for each year of the planning timeframe. Alternative
Strategy 1 provides 1608 megawatts of surplus peaking capacity in Puget Sound in 2003.
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Table 2 -1. Alternative Strategy 1 Capacity (MW)

ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 1: TRANSMISSION LINE

YEAR 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
CAPABILITY 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400
EXPECTED RESOURCES 60 120 180 240 300 320 340 360 380 400
CONSERVATION 21 48 82 116 148 180 21 214 218 208
VOLTAGE SUPPORT 1 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600
NEW LINE 0 0 0 0 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000
TOTAL PLAN .

CAPACITY 13081 | 13168 | 13262 | 13356 | 15448 | 15500 § 15551 | 15574 | 15598 | 15608
LOAD FORECAST

(EXTREME PEAK) 12500 | 12800 | 12900 { 13100 | 13200 | 13400 | 13600 | 13700 j 13900 | 14000
SURPLUS CAPACITY

(PUGET SOUND) 581 368 362 256 2248 2100 1951 1874 1698 1608

2.2.1 Conservation Measures

Conservation means using electricity more efficiently. Conservation typically reduces electricity use at all
hours and can reduce transmission requirements.

The conservation component of this and all strategies includes an accelerated weatherization program, an
accelerated industrial conservation program, a high-efficiency shower head program, and an accelerated commercial
retrofit program. All accelerated programs are those funded by BPA. Utilities may have other conservation programs
that they implement on their own. These were not considered as part of the acceleration program. The accelerated
programs provide savings starting in January 1994. A complete description of the conservation programs is given in
Appendix D.

Conservation programs traditionally are programs used to reduce annual energy consumption rather than just
energy use during peak hours. Except for the high-efficiency shower head program, the conservation measures are
accelerated versions of the programs now being operated by BPA and Puget Sound area utilities. Besides providing
peak load reductions, they also provide substantial energy benefits. These programs have not been redesigned to
make them more effective in reducing peak loads. The analysis of these programs was done to determine if
accelerating traditional programs would significantly reduce peak loads on very cold days.

Table 2-2 shows the costs and savings of the conservation programs. Program levels are levels above a
baseline level of savings that includes all currently planned conservation included in the load forecast. Baseline
levels are included in Table 2-2 in parentheses. Savings for some conservation programs seem small because the
measure considered accelerates an existing program that is already being operated aggressively. Only modest
acceleration is possible and the savings above the baseline level are limited.
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Table 2-2. Costs and Savings of Conservation Programs

PEAK COST ($/KW)

Nornnal Winter Peak

ENERGY SAVINGS
(Average annual megawatts) *

Conservation INITIAL COST ANNUAL COST 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2003 | 2010
Residential 2 7 12 11 0
Weatherization $0 $62 an | ee | 62 | @ | 6a
. . 2 12 25 52 87
Commerctial Retrofit $1420 $0 (18) (28) 37) (58) 81)
. : . 4 1 17 25 0
Industrial Retrofit $0 $56 (s) 26) (38) ©7) (92)
High-Efficiency =
Shower Heads $335 $0 0 6 11 18 17
8 36 65 106 104
®
TOTALS (50) (80) | (107) | (168) | (227)
PEAK SAVINGS NORMAL YEAR PEAK SAVINGS EXTREME YEAR
{Units are megawatts) * (Units are megawatts) *
Conservation 1994 1996 1998 | 2003 2010 1994 1996 | 1998 2003 2010
Residential 10 30 51 47 0 13 40 68 62 0
Weatherization (74) (112) (138) | (188) | (235) (98) (149) | (183) | (251) | (313)
Commercial Retrofit 4 18 39 81 138 4 21 44 91 157
(28) (44) (58) (90) (126) (32) (50) (65) (102) | (143)
. . 4 11 18 25 0 4 11 18 26 0
Industrial Retrofit asy | @n | 39 | 69 | 94 ae) | @n | a9 | o | (9s)
High-Efficiency 0 14 25 41 39 0 10 18 29 28
Shower Heads
TOTALS* 18 73 133 194 177 21 82 148 208 185
(117) (183) [(235) | (347) | (455) (146) | (226) | (287) | (423) | (551)

Numbers in parentheses are baseline conscrvation in the load forecasl

* Numbers are cumulative

re
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The savings shown in Table 2-2 for all conservation measures are not the maximum savings that are
theoretically nossible. Instead, they are based on program success estimates. Program accomplishments were
assumed based on BPA and area utility experience with conservation programs. Projections of future savings were
limited to results that actual programs could be expected to achieve. This means conservation is installed in only a
portion of houses or businesses that can actually accommodate this equipment. Savings may be more than assumed
here. Costs merely reflect the costs of doing projects earlier than planned, for the accelerated programs.

Peak savings are shown for normal winter days and extreme winter days assuming the medium load forecast.
Separate calculations were needed because most programs have results that are weather sensitive. Some programs,
such as residential weatherization, provide more peak savings on extremely cold days while others save less at the
hour of peak demand during extreme weather,

Table 2-2 shows that accelerating conservation programs provides savings in a normal and extreme peak year.
The peak savings are greatest for 2003 (194 MW normal year, 208 MW extreme year), then decrease by 2010, the
time most programs would be completed regardless of this Plan. Energy savings follow this pattern; savings increase
to 2003 and then decrease by 2010. All programs provide 104 aMW of energy savings by 2010. If a forecast other
than the medium load forecast is assumed, combined savings would be different. More energy would be saved with
a higher load forecast, and less would be saved with a lower load forecast.

Residential Weatherization Program - This is an acceleration of the existing weatherization program. Working
through utilities, BPA provides funding to weatherize existing homes and apartments. After an energy audit,
homeowners and landlords have conservation measures installed in their homes or rental units. Measures installed
include adding insulation to ceilings, floors and walls, and weather-stripping and energy-efficient windows to houses
and apartments.

The cost of accelerated weatherization is shown in Table 2-2 as an annual finance cost based on a 3% real
interest rate. This represents the additional cost of weatherizing homes sooner than originally planned.

Accelerating this program will weatherize all eligible homes or rental units by 2000. Under the baseline, these
units would not have been completed until 2010.  Savings shown in Table 2-2 increase through 2003 and drop
back to zero as the baseline catches up. By 2010 savings are zero because, absent accelerating the program, the
same number of dwellings would have been weatherized. For temperature sensitive loads such as residential space
heat, peak savings are higher during extremely cold weather than during a normal heating season.

Residential weatherization programs have the potential to affect indoor air quality. Air leakage in homes is
reduced when houses are weatherized, and indoor air pollutants may increase. Actual rates are based on the
combination of ventilation available and sources of pollution.

Industrial Conservation Program - The industrial sector includes manufacturing firms, Among industries, the
pulp and paper, lumber and wood products, and chemical industries consume the most electricity. Among
applications, lighting and motors for production lines consume the most electricity. Process heating and refrigeration
also consume large amounts of electricity. Industrial conservation is achieved by retrofitting existing facilities to use
less energy and by building new facilities for maximum energy efficiency. This could include incentives to conserve
energy.

This measure accelerates the existing tnergy $avings Plan program currently offered by BPA. This program
promotes electric efficiency in both new and existing industrial plants. Under the existing Energy Savings Plan, BPA
and utility staff work with industrial firms to find ways to save energy. The industries then submit proposals for
energy conservation projects directly to BPA for funding. Any measure that saves energy is eligible. This program
includes installing efficient tighting, heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) systems, process heating
systems, pumps, compressed air, and motors.
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Costs, shown in Table 2-2, are annual costs because this program only accelerates expenditures that are
already planned. By 2000, this program will complete installation of measures that under present plans would take
until 2010. Savings, shown in Table 2-2, first increase and then decline to zero by 2010 because this program only
accelerates conservation investments already planned. By 2010 the baseline program would have accornplished
everything the accelerated program accomplishes.

There is no significant difference in the savings on a normal winter day and an extreme day because industrial
loads are not temperature sensitive. This means the costkW saved is about the same for either day.

Industrial conservation measures have minimal environmental effect. Measures involve minor modifications or
additions to existing systems.

Accelerating the Commercial Retrofit Program - Based on energy use, the commercial sector is the fastest
growing sector in the Pacific Northwest. This sector is divided into ten building types: offices, retail buildings,
restaurants, grocery stores, lodging, colleges, schools (primary and secondary), warehouses, health facilities, and
miscellaneous. The most energy-intensive uses in the commercial sector are lighting, refrigeration, space heating,
water heating, and air conditioning. Office and retail buildings have the largest percentage of use because they have
the largest share of commercial building floor space. Restaurants and grocery buildings have substantially higher
ene: 'y use per square foot than other building types and have great savings potential.

This measure accelerates the commercial retrofit program being developed by BPA and area utilities. This
would speed up the rate conservation is acquired in commercial buildings by retrofitting these buildings with more
energy-efficient equipment. BPA and utility staff will work with commercial establishments to encourage installing
energy conservation measures when buildings are remodeled.

The costs of this program, shown in Table 2-2, are the full cost of the equipment to be installed. The baseline
for the commercial sector does not propose to acquire all commercial conservation by 2010, so it is assumed the
projects completed by this accelerated program would not have been done before 2010 without the program
acceleration.

The commercial retrofit program is modeled as a 10% reduction in load for a portion of commercial buildings
in the Puget Sound area. A 10% load reduction is applied to all hours of the day for both the normal winter day and
the extreme winter day. Commercial loads are temperature sensitive, resulting in greater peak savings on extremely
cold days.

Like residential programs, commercial conservation programs carry the potential to affect indoor air quality and
ozone depletion. Another concern is the need for proper disposal of polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) contained in
ballasis in fluorescent light fixtures constructed before 1979. However, an organized program probably increases the
chance that these ballasts will be disposed of properly rather than thrown into the solid waste stream one by one as
they wear out under normal use.

High-efficiency Shower Head Program - High-efficiency shower heads reduce the amount of hot water
required per shower. This means the water heater operates for less time per shower. Because each water heater
operates for less time, fewer water heaters throughout the area operate at once. Therefore, total water heater
demand is reduced because of greater diversity in operating times.

High-efficiency shower heads are part of a water heater package that includes water heater controls and more
efficient tanks. High-efficiency shower heads are in the package to increase consumer acceptance and increase
participation because less water will be drawn from the tank and consumers are less likely 1o experience low water
temperatures. High-efficiency shower heads also would be offered free to consumers who do not choose the entire
water heater package. This proposed program would install high-efficiency shower heads in 60% of showers by

) c - wairs D U N I P P B SIS e | S ' T
2002, The cost for each shower head is estimated 1o be $20. Total Costs and savings are shown in Tabie 2-2.
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2.2.2 Voltage Support Option 1

The power flowing in and out of storage in magnetic and electric fields is called reactive power. All clements
of the power system rely on magnetic and electric fields to generate, transmit, and convert electrical power to work.
Reactive power must be in balance for stable voltage on the system. Capacitors are devices that store energy in
electric fields and are used to raise voltage on the transmission system,

The voltage support measures solve a portion of the voltage stability problem by adding equipment at existing
substations in the area. There are two voltage support measures, Option 1 and Option 2. Voltage Support Option 2
is described in Section 2.3.3. Table 2-3 shows costs, capacity, and lead time for both voltage support options.
Voltage Support Option 1 is included in this and all other strategies. This option would add shunt capacitors ac Echo
Lake Substation after it is completed in 1993. Shunt capacitors are installed in racks and would require an area of
less than one acre. A more detailed description of both options is given in Appendix E.

Table 2-3. Transmission Measures Costs, Loss Savings, and Lead Time

MEASURE | (oo | CAPACITY | il
$Millions) (years)
Transmission line 250 | 12000 '5-6_
Voltage Support 1 6 600 2
Voltage Support 2 40 1000 3

LOSS SAVINGS IN THE PACIFIC NORTHWEST (Peak MW)

MEASURE 1994 19946 2003
Transmission line (1] 80 105
Voltage Support 1 0 0 0
Voltage Support 2 [1] 9 12

[1] = cannot be energized by winter 1993/1994
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2.2.3 Cross-Cascadec 500-kV AC Double Circuit Transmission Line

A new transmiscion lir e crossing the Cascade Mountains from eastern Washington to the Puget Sound area is
another possible solution. The transmission line would allow power from existing generation resources east of the
Cascades to be transmitted to Puget Sound beginning in 1998. Crossing the Cascade Mountains with a transmission
line may require:

right-of-way

steel structures

access roads

improvements at some existing substations
upgrading some existing lines

These additions could be both in the Puget Sound area and east of the Cascade Mountains. Location for a new
line would most likely be influenced by existing lines and land use constraints. BPA, the U. S. Forest Service (USFS)
and U. S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) have studied potential corridors for transmission lines across the
Cascade Mountains. The Draft Northern Cascades Corridor Availability Study (BPA, 1990), evaluates public and
private land and provides detailed information on existing and potential corridors for most of Washington. Most
likely routes for a line would be located between these BPA substations, shown on Map 1:

* Chief Joseph and Echo Lake
* Chief joseph and Monroe
 Sickler and Echo Lake

There are three possible corridors for a transmission line. They are identified as Alternate Corridors A, B,
and C. Each crosses the Cascades. On Map 1, the existing corridors are identified in yellow. Existing BPA
transmission lines are in red. New corridors are shaded in black. A new line could be a replacement of an existing
line on existing right-of-way. A new line could be built parallel to an existing line by expanding the existing right-of-
way. Or, a new line could be built either partially or totally in a new corridor.

These corridors are divided into three parts for analysis: an eastern segment, a central segment, and a western
segment. Segments are defined by topography and land use. The boundaries are shown on this map by a green
dashed line. These coriidors are described in Chapter 3. Within the corridors there are many options for
transmission line routes. Potential routes and any impacts associated with individual routes would be discussed in a
site-specific environmental impact statement if a transmission line is included in the Plan.

No Cascades crossings are considered north of Stevens Pass, which is about 160 miles south of the Canadian
border. Corridor development would be difficult. The terrain is rugged, and large Wilderness areas cover much of
the mountain range, blocking potential east-west routes. Crossing the Cascades through North Cascades National
Park is difficult because the North Cascades Highway's scenic quality is protected by legislation. The rest of the Park
is strictly managed and would be considered only if all other routes were exhausted. Passes to the south exhibit
gentler terrain. Corridors A and B contain fewer transmission lines now and because of reliability concerns (having
all eggs in one basket) are favored over Corridor C, which contains four 500-kV lines.

Table 2-3 shows potential costs, capacity, and lead time for a transmission line. This table also includes
potential transmission system loss savings. These losses are the results of the heat generated in the line conductors
when electrical current flows through the transmission line. If a new transmission line is added, the power flowing
through the transmission system is redistributed. The current flowing through each transmission line will typically
decrease, so less electrical energy is lost. Since this energy is then free for other uses, fewer resources need to be
developed. A more detailed description of these and other characteristics can be found in Appendix .

2-9
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2.2.4 Contingency Measures

In Chapter 1, Section 1.4.6 described events that could change the future and the size of the transmission
capacity deficit in the Puget Sound area. If load growth is not as predicted, certain steps can be taken to respond to
higher or lower load growth. In this strategy, if load growth is less than the medium forecast, or if additional
resources in the Puget Sound area are developed, the transmission line could be delayed. If the deficit is larger,
Alternative Strategy 1 provides about 1600 MW surplus in 2003 under medium load growth.

Also, common to all strategies is using load curtailment measures for contingencies. Load curtailment restricts
electricity consumed by end-users. It limits the electricity available during short periods of system stress. For
example, BPA has certain curtailment rights in existing power sales contracts with customers. These are described
under the No Action Alternative in Section 2.6. Area utilities also have curtailment programs operating but they are
not necessarily designed to operate during peak conditions.

Other curtailment options could be pursued now to be activated later if needed. Two types are described here:
contractual, and curtailment coops. These options are over and above what is already obtained through the power
sales contracts mentioned above.

Contractual Load Curtailment - Under a curtailment contract, a utility would negotiate contracts with
interested commercial and industrial customers in its service area to provide utilities with the right to request specific
curtailment. Contracts would specify advance warning, and limits on the frequency and duration of curtailments.
When needed, the customer would curtail electricity use and the utility could, for example, compensate the
customer with a rate reduction throughout the year.

The utility or customer could manually interrupt use, or the system could automatically curtail use through
control devices. The method used would be established in each contract, providing flexibility for individual industry
characteristics. Automatic interruption would provide a more responsive resource, but some industries would be
unable to allow such interruptions because of safety or other concerns.

There are examples of this kind of contract in the Pacific Northwest. As described as part of the No Action
Alternative, existing BPA contracts with DSI's allow interrupting approximately 600 MW of Puget Sound area peak
load for 15 minutes, to ensure the stability of the Federal system.

Curtailment Cooperatives (CO-OPS) - Co-ops are groups of commercial and industrial customers joined to
provide specific curtailment amounts. Co-op members could be commercial building owners or industrial facilities
owners who band together and contract with the utility for a set amount of curtailment. This curtailment would be
negotiated between the co-ops and the utility with the co-op members receiving a special rate for the curtailment.
The members agree to limit their collective demand to certain levels on request from the serving utility. For
example, utilities could contract with commercial customers to operate the energy management systems in their
buildings to curtail loads during extreme peak periods. Other utilities across the country have already established
these co-ops. For example, utilities such as Boston Edison and Pepco have contracts with members of co-ops.  The
advantage to the members is that they can shift participation among members to meet the contract. Payment is
based on percentage of participation by a commercial or industrial member. The advantages for the utility are that
they receive a firm amount of curtailment, and only have one contract to manage.

2-10
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These additional curtailment programs have some advantages over the existing rights that BPA has with their
contracts:

* contract curtailment may be more acceptable than involuntary curtailment during emergencies
* larger loads mav be curtailed with fewer impacts

¢ advance notice may be possible before curtailment begins

e some programs allow for cooperative efforts among consumers

e payments will compensate consumers for curtailment

¢ programs provide increased flexibility to avoid adverse effects on critical loads

It has been estimated that customers, including larger industrial customers in the Puget Sound area, would be
willing to curtail about 800 MW at a cost of twenty dollars per kW-year to protect the system in an emergency. This
amount is over and above what is available through the DSI contracts. Technical studies of the power system have
found that relying on more than 600 MW of curtailment would lead to unacceptable system performance because
the base system is so highly stressed.

An industry’s willingness to participate in a load curtailment program is affected by the amount of advance
warning, the frequency and duration of curtailments, and the price utilities will pay for curtailment. Advance
warning is important for shutting down processes safely and economically. [f curtailment is used often and for long
periods, fewer industries may judge curtailment economically feasible. The more utilities are willing to pay, the
greater the participation. Some industries may not participate despite incentives.

Impacts from curtailment vary by level of compensation for customers and the frequency and duration of the
curtailment. Impacts are found in health and safety, and socio-economics. Load Curtailment may have greater
impact than the conservation, load management, and fuel switching measures. It may have less impact than some
local generation and transmission measures. The complete discussion of environmental impacts is in Chapter 4, and
Appendix F.

Load management and fuel switching measures can be used as contingencies as they become available in the
marketplace. Direct load control is still in a relatively early stage of development in the Northwest, and information
on all aspects of load control is limited. BPA and area utilities are studying these types of programs to gain
information on cost, benefits, and availability. A description of programs is given in Sections 2.4.3 and 2.4.4.

2.2.5 Environmental Impacts of Alternative Strategy 1

Accelerating conservation programs have low health and safety impacts. Conservation could increase indoor
air pollution. There are adverse impacts related to providing material for conservation products, but these are
insignificant compared to raw material used for other measures. Voltage Support Option 1 has minimal impacts
contained within existing substations. Transmission line impacts vary. If the line is in new or expanded right-of-way,
impacts could be high. If the line is on existing right-of-way or is a rebuild of an existing line, impacts would be low.
Detailed information about impacts is in Chapter 4 and Appendix F.

2-11
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ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 2 - VOLTAGE SUPPORT
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Alternative Strategy 2 includes Voltage Support Option 1 and the conservation measures described in
Alternative Strategy 1. Also, additional voltage support is added to the system. Figure 2-2 shows how these
measures meet the need to serve the forecasted extreme winter peak loads. Voltage Support Option 2 provides
additional capacity in late 1994. Table 2-4 provides data on each of the measures included in this strategy. Table 2-
4 shows the total capacity of Alternative Strategy 2, the timing and amount of capacity provided by each of the
measures included, and the surplus capacity of the strategy. Table 2-3 shows the cost of Voltage Support Option 2.
This strategy provides about 600 MW of surplus capacity in 2003.
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Figure 2-2. Alternative Strategy 2
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Table 2-4. Alternative Strategy 2 Capacity (MW)

ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 2: VOLTAGE SUPPORT

YEAR 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002| 2003
CAPABILITY 12400 | 12400 | 12400 { 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400
EXPECTED RESOURCES 60| 120| 180| 240 300| 320| 340| 360| 380| 400
CONSERVATION 21 48 82| me| 48| 80| 211 214 | 218 | 208
VOLTAGE SUPPORT 1 600 | 600 | 600 600 | 600 | 600| 600 | 600| 600| 600
VOLTAGE SUPPORT 2 0| 1000| 1000| 1000| 1000 | 1000| 1000| 1000| 1000| 1000
TOTAL PLAN

CAPACITY 13081 | 14168 | 14262 | 14356 | 14448 | 14500 | 14551 | 14574 | 14598 | 14608
LOAD FORECAST

(EXTREME PEAK) 12500 | 12800 | 12900 | 13100 | 13200 | 13400 | 13600 | 13700 | 13900 | 14000
SURPLUS CAPACITY

(PUGET SOUND) 581 | 1368 | 1362 1256 | 1248 | 1100 | 951 874 | 698 | 608

2.3.1 Conservation Measures
See description of conservation measures in Section 2.2.1.

2.3.2 Voltage Support Option 1

See Section 2.2.2 for a description of Voltage Support Option 1.
2.3.3 Voltage Support Option 2

Thi< nption adds a new 500-kV substation or the existing transmission line corridor approximately ten miles
north of Ellensburg, Washington. The proposed substation would be approximately 1500' by 1500' (52 acres) and
most of the site would be within the existing right-of-way. Naneum Substation is one possible site location (see
Map 1). The remaining three sites are located to the west. All four potential sites are on Map 14. A brief
description of the sites is in Sections 3.2.4 and 4.3. This substation would connect all lines in the corridor. Series
capacitors would be installed for the two lines from Grand Coulee Dam. The series capacitors would increase the
loading on these two newer and more efficient lines while reducing loads on others. They would stabilize voltages
on the transmission system. Circuit breakers would be installed in a manner that would enable power to be
redirected in any manner desired. Cost, capacity, lead time, and loss savings are shown in Table 2-3. A detailed
technical discussion of this option is given in Appendix E. A detailed environmental description of this option is
given in Appendix G.
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2.3.4 Contingency Measures

To respond to a deficit that grows faster than expected, measures can be delayed or added. If load growth is
lower than expected, Voltage Support Option 2 can be delayed. If high load growth occurs, combustion turbines
and/or a transmission line can be built. As in Alternative Strategy 1, load curtailment could also be used on an
interim basis until other measures are available.

2.3.5 Environmental Impacts of Alternative Strategy 2

Environmental Impacts of the voltage support additions would be fewer than impacts from a transmission line.
Impacts from the conservation programs are equal in all alternative strategies. Impacts are described in Chapter 4
and Appendix F and G.

2.4 ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 3 - DEMAND REDUCTION

This strategy includes the conservation measures and Voltage Support Option 1 common to all strategies, but
also includes load management and fuel switching measures instead of a transmission line or Voltage Support
Option 2. Figure 2-3 shows how this strategy supplies power for extreme winter peak loads. The load management
and fuel switching measures provide some surplus in each year through 2003.

Figure 2-3. Alternative Strategy 3
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The numeric values and total conservation savings of Alternative Strategy 3 using the medium load forecast are
provided in Table 2-5.

Table 2-5. Alternative Strategy 3 Capacity (MW)

ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 3: DEMAND REDUCTION

YEAR 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
CAPABILITY 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400} 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400
EXPECTED RESOURCES 60 120 180 240 300 320 340 360 380 400
CONSERVATION 21 48 82 116 148 180 211 214 218 208
VOLTAGE SUPPORT 1 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600
ZV(;\:J?;(P)TATER 22 58 104 143 182 219 256 292 326 356
TIME-OF-USE RATES 20 47 73 99 105 110 116 123 129 129
FUEL SWITCHING 22 43 82 120 159 197 236 262 289 315
TOTAL PLAN

CAPACITY 13145 | 13316 | 13521 | 13718 | 13894 | 14026 | 14159 | 14251 | 14342 | 14408

LOAD FORECAST

(EXTREME PEAK) 12500 | 12800 | 12900 | 13100 | 13200 | 13400 | 13600 | 13700 | 13900 | 14000

SURPLUS CAPACITY

(PUGET SOUND) 645 516 621 618 694 626 559 551 442 408

2.4.1 Conservation Measures
See Section 2.2.1 for a description of conservation measures.
2.4.2 Voltage Support Option 1

See Section 2.2.2 for a description of Voltage Support Option 1.
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2.4.3 Load Management Measures

Load management programs cause customers to reschedule electricity use through incentives or direct control.
These programs are designed specifically to reduce loads at peak times. Programs that reduce peak load growth
could help the problem in the Puget Sound area.

As part of the PSAERP, BPA has joined with the utilities to study two load management programs. The load
management measures used in this strategy are a water heater control program and time-of-use rates. These
programs could provide peak load reduction by encouraging or controlling electricity use during peak periods.
These programs could be implemented by 1994, and could provide 607 MW peak load reduction within ten years
during normal years. These programs have a minor impact on annual energy consumption (except for savings from
the hot water program from larger, better insulated hot water tanks). Costs for these programs are the full costs of
completing a program since they are in addition to existing or planned load management prdgrards. A detailed
description of how the following programs were developed and analyzed is given in Appendix D.

Water Heater Control Program - This program would allow direct control by a utility of electric water heaters
in houses and apartments. The utility could cycle or shed water heater loads at its discretion from a central focation
for a period of time previously agreed upon between the utility and homeowners.

A utility operating this program could contact residences and offer a monthly incentive, $5 per month for
November, December, January and February in return for an agreement that the utility could be allowed to shut the
water heater off for eight to ten hours per day. This allows the utility to shed water heater loads for two four-hour
periods. The shut-off periods would be from 7 a.m. to 11 a.m. in the morning and from 5 p.m. to 9 p.m. in the
evening. Some agreements could allow the utility to keep some heaters off for an additional one or two hours so that
all heaters do not come on at the same time and create a later and possibly larger peak in system loads.

Single family residences could be offered a larger energy-efficient hot water tank that would provide energy
savings as well as peak savings. For manufactured houses and multifamily dwellings the program only includes the
controls because most of these dwellings do not have sufficient room to fit a larger tank.

The costs of the program include $228 for the equipment for each home and an additional $120 for homes that
get larger tanks. In addition, there is a $28 annual cost that covers the $20 annual incentive per home and $8 for
administrative costs. These are the full costs of operating this program because the baseline case does not include a
water heater control program. Cost per household is converted to cost per kilowatt and displayed in Table 2-6.

The program can recruit participants at the time they are shopping for a new or replacement hot water tank.
The program is expected to enroll 60% of consumers replacing electric water heaters in single family homes. 20%
of multi-family and manufactured homes are expected to enroll. The number of participating homes increases
steadily until 2006 as existing water heaters wear out.

Residential Time-of-Use-Rates - This program could offer new retail electric rates to homeowners that
volunteer to participate. These participants could pay electric rates that are twice as high from 7 a.m. to 11 a.m. as
they are during the rest of the day. Typical loads that might be shifted include hot water heating loads and electric
space heat. Participants who can shift some loads to the off-peak period can expect to reduce their electric bills by
$5 per month on average. The utility could install a time-of-use meter at each house.

Peak savings for participating households are expected to be about 15% of the peak prior to program
participation. The program is not expected to alter total energy consumption but merely to shift the time when
energy is used  The maximum projected enrollment is about 20%, of both new and existing single family residences
in the Puget Sound area.
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Costs per household include $115 for the TOU meter and a customer incentive of $5 per month during the four
winter months, Administrative costs are estimated to be $2 per house per year. Costs per household are divided by
kilowatts saved per household to obtain the figures shown in Table 2-6.

Peak savings come only from voluntary behavior changes due to price incentives. The actual performance of
this program under extreme cold weather is difficult to predict.

The load management programs supply increasing savings through 2010 (731 MW normal year, 576 MW
extreme year). Energy savings increase with time also, and load management provides 11 aMW of energy savings by
2010.

Pilot Programs - Load management programs are relatively new to BPA and Puget Sound area utilities. At the
present time, BPA has contracted for about $300,000 of load management demonstration projects. These are
implemented through several Puget Sound area utilities and are described in the following paragraphs. It is these
demonstration projects and future programs like these that will provide the megawatts available in this strategy.

Snohomish County Public Utility District No. 1{PUD) will be installing 400 dispatchable radio-activated
controls on residential hot water systems.  Control strategies may vary for family size and water heater tank storage
capability. For these households, hot water heating occurs at off-peak times.

Ohop Mutual Light Company will be installing 80 maximum size water heater tanks with electronic timer
controls, sensors, and data recorders already attached. These tanks range from 66 to 150 gallons of storage
capability. Control strategies have been developed for each type of tank and each household to maximize peak
reduction. Utility programmed time switches are used to control loads. Data from this program can be used to
refine radio control, two-way radio control, and other pre-programmed "stand alone™ control systems.

The town of Steilacoom has begun a program which schedules municipal water and wastewater system
pumping at non-peak periods.

Snohomish County PUD will design and install a voltage/var control system at one of their power supply
substations. The system will control shunt capacitors and minimize substation voltage but keep it within limits so
that acceptable service is always available to customers. It will also supply maximum vars and reduce load to
alleviate voltage collapse conditions,

Seattle City Light has designed a pilot program that would reduce peak power demand during winter months,
Seattle City Light will implement weatherization measures, efficient showerheads, and a system that controls space
heat and water heaters. The direct load control equipment that residents install will allow substation operators to
shift operation of participant water heaters and/or space heaters when peak loads in a specific area reach certain
levels. if the budget allows, Seattle City Light also would like to test thermal storage and general load control, and
expand the program to commercial customers. Seattle City Light is asking BPA to provide about $200,000 to help
co-fund this program. Snohomish County PUD also has expressed interest in implementing space-heat control in
their service area.

[
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Table 2-6. Cost and Savings of Load Management Programs

PEAK COST ($/KW) Normal ENERGY SAVINGS
Winter Peak (Average annual megawatts) *

Load Management Initial Cost Annual Cost 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2003 | 2010
Hot Water Control SF $319 $26 0 2 4 9 11
Hot Water Control MF & $344 $42 0 0 0 0 0
MH
Time-of-Use Rates $249 $48 0 0 0 0 0
TOTALS® 0 2 4 9 11

PEAK SAVINGS NORMAL YEAR PEAK SAVINGS EXTREME YEAR

(Units are megawatts) * (Units are megawatts) *

Load Management 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2003 | 2010 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2003 | 2010
Hot Water Control SF 23 113 | 201 404 | 513 17 81 145 291 370

Hot Water Control MF & 8 31 51 89 102

6 23 37 64 74

MH

Time-of-Usc Rates 19 66 95 | 114 | 116 20 73 | 105 | 129 | 132
TOTALS* 50 210 | 347 | 607 | 731 43 177 | 287 | 484 | 576
Key to abbreviations: SF=Single Family Residences MH=Manufactured Housing

*Numbers are cumulative

MF=Multifamily Housing
(apartments)
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2.4.4 Fuel Switching

The fuel switching program encourages homeowners to substitute natural gas for electricity for residential
space and water heating. Switching to gas reduces both peak loads and overall energy requirements for electricity.
Although many new homeowners are already selecting gas, there is a potential to convert the electric space and
water heat in existing homes to gas. There is also the potential to expand the gas distribution system to reach homes
that would not have access to gas. This analysis looks at fuel switching potential beyond what is expected to occur
anyway through market forces because of the generally lower cost of heating with gas. Since no fuel switching
program is yet planned, social costs are the full costs to society of the program.

Table 2-7 shows the costs and savings potential from switching some residential customers to natural gas. The
fuel switching program would encourage switching from electricity to natural gas for residential space and water
heating in single family homes and manufactured homes. Multifamily homes and the commercial and industrial
sectors were not included because of the expense and difficulty of implementing fuel switching in these segments.
Fuel switching induced by natural market forces is included in the load forecast. This analysis targets both new and
existing homes, and for the purposes of developing estimates of the potential load impacts and costs, makes the
following assumntions:

1. Most new homeowners will select gas if it is available (those who do not probably would not participate in
a fuel switching program). Therefore, fuel switching in new homes requires expanding the gas distribution
system.

2. Only central forced air electric space heating systems are included as candidates for fuel switching; zonal
(resistance) electric space heat conversion would be too expensive and difficult to market.

3. Homes with electric water heat but gas space heat were not inciuded because it is assumed that
homeowners will convert their water heaters to gas.

4. Costs include the cost of replacing electric equipment before it is worn out, any additional cost of replacing
with gas instead of electric equipment, and any flue or venting work necessary for gas but not electric
equipiment. For homes where gas is not available, an additional cost for expanding the gas distribution system
isincluded. For all homes in this analysis, the cost of hooking up the home to gas is included.

The cost of service drop connection for natural gas is $550 and the cost of a typical extension of a gas main for
those houses that do not have gas available on the street is an average of $900 per house. The social costs shown in
Table 2-7 are the difference between the cast of switching to natural gas and the cost of continuing to use electricity.

Both water heaters and central forced air systems would be converted when the existing electric equipment is
close to the end of . seful life. In homes with zonal space heat, water heat conversion only is analyzed. Market
penetration rates vary by segment: they are faster and higher for single family than manufactured homes, and for
homes where gas is already available at the street. The market segment approach was used because the expected
costs and program participation rates are different across market segments.

Fuel switching provides increasing normal and extreme peak savings; up to 403 MW in 2010 of extreme peak
savings. Fuel switching could provide 100 aMW of energy savings by 2010.

When conservation, load management, and fuel switching programs are combined, the total savings do not
equal the sum of the individual programs. These programs interact and reduce the total. See Appendix D for an
explanation of these interactions.

[
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Table 2-7. Costs and Savings Potential of Fuel Switching

PEAK COST ($/KW)
Normal Winter Peak

ENERGY SAVINGS
(Units are average annual
megawatts) *

Fuel Switching SOCIAL COST 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2003 | 2010
Existing SF + CFA + WH, .
Gas Yes $503 3 9 18 31 32
Existing SF + CFA + WH, $589 0 1 4 13 23
Gas No
Existing SF WH Only,
Gas Yos $890 3 9 15 25 25
New SF SH + WH, Gas No $1267 0 1 1 3 8
Existing MH + CFA + WH, $756 1 2 3 6 6
Gas Yes
Existing MH + CFA + WH,
Gas No $938 0 0 1 2 4
New MH SH + WH, .
Gas No $867 0 0 0 1 2
TOTALS* 7 22 42 81 100

Key to Abbreviations:

* Numbers are cumulative

Existing = Existing Unils

SF = Single Family Residences

CFA=Central Forced Air Furnaces

{Not Bascboards)

SH = Space Heating

Gas Yes = Gas Available Within 1/4
Mile (service drop)

Gas No = Gas Not Available (Main
Extension Required)

MH = Manufactured Housing

WH = Waler Heaters
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Table 2-7. continued

PEAK SAVINGS NORMAL YEAR PEAK SAVINGS EXTREME YEAR
(Units are megawatts) * (Units are megawatts) *

Fuel Switching 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2003 | 2010 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2003 | 2010
Existing SF + CFA + WH, 1 | 40 | 74 | 130 | 135 14 | 48 | 89 | 155 | 162
Gas Yes v
Existing SF + CFA + WH, o | 6 | 19 | 56 | 9 o | 7 | 22| 67 | 115
Gas No
Existing SF WH Only, 7 | 20 |33 | 57 | 57 5 | 14 | 24 | 41 | 41
Gas Yes
New SF SH + WH, Gas No 0 2 3 10 25 0 2 4 12 30
Edsing MH+ CFA+WH, | 5 | 5 | 1 | 21 | =z 3 19 | 15| 25| 26
Gas Yes
Existing MH + CFA + WH, 0 1 4 9 15 0 1 4 11 19
Gas No
New MH SH + WH, o | 1| 1| a | 8 o | 1+ | 2| 5 | w0
Gas No
TOTALS* 20 77 146 287 357 22 82 160 316 403
Key to Abbreviations: Existing = Existing Units Cas Yes = Gas Available Within 1/4

Mile {service drop)
SF = Single Family Residences Gas No = Gas Not Available {(Main
Extension Required)
CFA=Central Forced Air Furnaces MH = Manufactured Housing
{Not Baseboards)
* Numbers are cumulative  SH = Space Heating WH = Water Heaters

2.4.5 Contingency Measures

If load growth is not as predicted, measures can be delayed or added. The load management and fuel
switching programs can be delayed if load growth is lower than expected. If load growth is higher, Voltage Supporn
Option 2 can be added to the system and load curtailment can be used on an interim basis. This strategy provides
almost 400 MW of surplus capacity in 2003.
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2.4.6 Environmental Impacts of Alternative Strategy 3

Load management and fuel switching programs do not disturb land use. Load management measures could
create some discomfort for individuals in homes and buildings as water temperatures go down while controls are
functioning to limit use. Customers whao agree to curtail use and receive incentives from the utility may have an
economic gain. Load management measures may cause life-style changes more significant than other measures.
These socio-economic impacts are considered low. Fuel switching may create low impacts to air quality. Impacts to
the physical environment, air, water, land use, and wildlife are all less than for other measures. Overall, this strategy
has the fewest environmental impacts. More discussion of environmental consequences of the measures is in
Chapter 4 and Appendix F.

2.5 ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 4 - COMBUSTION TURBINES

This strategy includes the conservation measures, and Voltage Support Option 1 in all other strategies, but adds
combustion turbines for winter peak loads. This strategy is shown in Figure 2-4. Table 2-8 provides numeric values
of Alternative Strategy 4.

Figure 2-4. Alternative Strategy 4
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Table 2-8. Alternative Strategy 4 Capacity (MW)
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ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 4: COMBUSTION TURBINES

(PUGET SOUND)

YEAR 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
CAPABILITY 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400 | 12400
EXPECTED RESOURCES 60 120 180 240 300 320 340 360 380 400
CONSERVATION 21 48 82 116 148 180 21 214 218 208
VOLTAGE SUPPORT 1 600 600 600 500 600 600 600 600 600 600
PEAKING CTS 0 0 0 0 0 0 140 210 350 420
TOTAL PLAN

CAPACITY 13081 | 13168 | 13262 | 13356 | 13448 | 13500 | 13691 | 13784 | 13948 | 14028
LOAD FORECAST

(EXTREME PEAK) 12500 | 12800 | 12900 | 13100 | 13200 | 13400 | 13600 | 13700 | 13900 | 14000
SURPLUS CAPACITY 581 368 362 256 248 100 91 84 48 28

2.5.1 Conservation Measures

See Section 2.2.1 for a description of the conservation measures.

2.5.2 Voltage Support Option 1

Section 2.2.2 describes Voltage Support Option 1.

2.5.3 Peaking Combustion Turbines

The type of combustion turbine considered for this strategy is built to serve peak loads only. Itis a single cycle

70 MW unit that operates infrequently, about 5% of the year. These turbines have a lower capital cost than

combined cycle turbines and are easier and faster to start up. They would be able to use gas or oil for fuel, with oil
the assumed fuel used for this analysis. These units are assumed built on industrial or agricultural land. Oil tanks
with a two week supply of fuel are assumed at each site. Some transmission line additions may be necessary to
reliably connect combustion turbines to the system.
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2.5.4 Contingency Measures

If load growth is not as expected, combustion turbines can be delayed or stopped if unnecessary. This strategy
provides 28 MW surplus capacity in 2003, however, Voltage Support Option 2 and additional combustion turbines
could be added to the system or load curtailment could be used if loads are high.

2.5.5 Environmental Impacts of Alternative Strategy 4

Combustion turbines have impacts ranging from low to moderate. This strategy is the only strategy with
moderate air quality impacts. Combustion creates air pollutants. The turbines would require about 4 acres. Noise is
a concern when combustion turbines operate, though the turbines would operate infrequently. Mitigation measures
are available to reduce noise. Transmission lines needed to integrate combustion turbines into the power system
may create impacts. Impacts are described in Chapter 4 and Appendix F.

2.6 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

EIS's traditionally define the No Action Alternative as a no build measure. Because this EIS will focus on a
regional planning decision, this approach is inappropriate. Instead, this alternative assumes individual utilities will
undertake some actions to meet their needs. These activities may not be coordinated with other utilities or BPA.
This alternative will cause decreasing reliability as loads continue to grow even at a moderate rate. By the end of the
decision period in 2003, normal winter peak load will so severely stress the system, even minor disturbances could
cause instability and blackout in the Puget Sound area. By 2003, the base system, with all facilities intact, will be
unable to meet extreme winter peak loads. Actions already planned by or available to BPA and Puget Sound area
utilities are described below.

2.6.1 Undervoltage Load Shedding Scheme

This measure minimizes the consequences of a voltage collapse. Utilities, through the Northwest Power Pool,
will install equipment to arrest voltage collapse by shedding loads at substations in the Puget Sound area. These
devices automatically disconnect a portion of the load if voltages drop precipitously for a specific period of time
following the failure of kev power system equipment. Shedding loads, if done in time, provides a safety net to
prevent a total or partial collapse of the system. However, there is some doubt whether these relays can be set
sensitive enough to drop load in time to prevent collapse without being so sensitive that they cause frequent
unnecessary load dropping in response to minor disturbances. The load amount dropped depends on the type of
emergency. Up to 1800 MW (15% of the Puget Sound load) could be shed.

Until the failed equipment is returned to service, ongoing curtailment of area load would be required The
average line outage is four hours but can last for days or weeks if extensive repairs were required. Fewer than one
outage in ten lasts more than eight hours. Retail utilities set a goal of full restoration in four hours, but service to
fringe areas will certainly take longer after a blackout.

2.6.2 Voluntary Load Curtailment

Another measure available and considered part of the No Action Alternative is voluntary load curtailment.
Voluntary load curtailment includes curtailment achieved in the residential, commercial and industrial sectors
requested by utilities and government agencies. This is curtailment over and above curtailment which exists through
contracis with BPA or other utilines. Utilites and/or government agencies natify businesses and the public dircatly
or by radio and television that electricity use needs 1o be reduced. Up to a 10% reduction may be achieved. The
ca!l for cuntailment would be needed whenever ¢old weather was expected to push load above the critical level.
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Unfortunately, this could cause frequent calls for curtailment that may be unnecessary because no transmission
problem occurs. Planning and implementation for this kind of program can be done quickly with minimum
preparation and cost. Response to requests for curtailment depends on many factors such as weather, request
frequency, and market conditions for commercial and industrial sectors. This measure would not prevent a voltage
collapse if customers failed to reduce their loads before losing a transmission line.

2.6.3 Existing BPA Customer Contracts

BPA has various rights in power sales contracts to curtail loads and make other system adjustments in an
emergency. Rapidly changing conditions require prompt responses, and contract terms allow operators flexibility to
react quickly to maintain service and avoid damage to the system. Initially, BPA would ask customers with resources
to operate them to help BPA meet total loads. For example, customers with therme! resources may delay a planned
plant outage for maintenance. How much relief could be provided depends on licw many utilities in the Puget
Sound area would have power plants they were not already operating.

BPA could limit peak deliveries to some utility customers. BPA would notify the affected utilities the day
before the limitation. This includes utilities outside the Puget Sound area because the limitation must be applied to
these customers proportionately. If utilities could not reduce their load, they would have to find other sources to
replace the BPA power,

Each contract also has a mutual obligation provision that provides emergency and breakdown relief if there is a
peak demand emergency. The party providing relief has sole discretion to determine if it can do so.

If these arrangements are not enough to decrease or meet peak loads, system operators will resort to “real-time”
actions to maintain voltage stability. The Direct Service Industry (DSI) contract provides peak power reserves by
permitting BPA to restrict up to 100% of any DSI's Operating Demand for up to 15 minutes. This restriction can be
followed immediately by a restriction of up to 50% of Operating Demand for up to 30 minutes. BPA may also
restrict up to 50% of DSI load for up to two hours in any 24-hour period, but this two-hour limit includes restriction
periods under the 15-minute and 30-minute provisions above. The total Operating Demand of the DSI’s in the Puget
Sound area is over 600 MW. BPA also may restrict up to 25% (the “top-quartile”) of DSI loads at any time and for
any reason to meet foad obligations. This restriction must be proportionally distributed among all DSI's throughout
the region unless they agree to restrict a limited area only (see DSI contract, section 7(j)(3)). If these measures are not
enough, BPA may interrupt service or reduce deliveries to any of its customers to protect the power system from
unstable conditions jeopardizing service throughout the system.

2.6.4 Resource Acquisitions

BPA’s plan for meeting its energy needs, the 1990 Resource Program, includes a contingency plan if the region
experiences high load growth. To meet high load growth, BPA would begin to site and license two combined-cycle
combustion turbines or purchase measures for similar resources up to 800 aMW. The purpose of starting this process
is to shorten the lead time needed for these resources to come on-line if high load growth occurs. The 1990
Resource Program affects actions planned for fiscal years 1992 and 1993, and considers the load growth in the
Pacific Northwest region, not just the Puget Sound area. At this time, no steps have been taken to acquire these
resources. If these resources are sited east of the Cascades, then they could not provide relief for peak loads in the
Puget Sound area.
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BPA is also requesting proposals from resource developers for a total of 300 aMW. Most of these resources are
expected to be new. This request for proposals (RFP) does not specifically target the Puget Sound area but instead
looks at the needs of the region. However, the evaluation process gives advantage to resources in the Puget Sound
area. If resources in the Puget Sound area are acquired through this RFP, they may provide some peak load relief.

Puget Sound area utilities have individual plans for meeting their projected and unexpected load growth. Some
utility plans are done annually and have a short-term focus; others have a long planning horizon. Most resource
actions come from utility plans designed to satisfy the demand for energy and not necessarily the peak demand.
Examples of resource actions taken by utilities are described on the following page.

In June 1989, Puget Power initiated its first competitive bidding program for the acquisition of conservation and
generation resources. As a result of that process, Puget executed eight contracts. After the formal bidding process
was completed in February 1990, a number of bidders not selected requested the opportunity to improve their bids
and resubmit them to Puget. At this same time, Puget was also receiving unsolicited proposals frorn new developers
wanting to sell power to them. Since Puget had a need for additional power, the new projects and improved
proposals were compared and evaluated using very similar criteria to the bidding process. As a result of this follow-
up process, two additional projects were acquired.

Puget Power is currently preparing to begin its second competitive bid. Conservation has been given a greater
emphasis in the new bid with specific markets and measures targeted for acquisition. In addition, conservation,
along with renewable generating resources, is given a 10% price advantage compared to other generating resources.
The new bid began in mid-August following the Washington utility and transportation commissions's review.

Tacoma Public Utilities resource actions for conservation are tied to BPA plans for conservation programs.
Tacoma formulates information programs geared towards educating the public, and industrial and commercial
customers about conservation programs available to them.

On February 1, 1991, the Snohomish County PUD launched a pilot project with Washington Natural Gas to
determine the impact of a joint utility marketing approach to customers on converting the energy source of their
water heaters from electricity to gas. Two main objectives were established for the project: 1) to evaluate the
feasibility of a cooperative interutility fuel switching project; and 2) to determine the effect of such cooperation on
customer responses. A waiver of $200 was offered on the installation charge. Through mailings and telemarketing,
318 home appointments were set. 209 customers, or 66% of the 318 who made home appointments, converted to
gas.

Seattle City Light's long-term resource acquisition plan is included in its Strategic Corporate Plan and is
updated every two to three years. Potential resources are evaluated for environmental acceptability as well as
economic viability, financial impacts, and operations flexibility. In addition to its Resource Plan, Seattle City Light is
evaluating the potential of competitive bidding for future resource acquisitions.

2.6.5 Increased Probability of Voltage Instability and Blackouts

With projected peak loads, the individual actions taken by utilities, including acquiring resources, dropping
load, and using other curtailment measures might not be enough for system operators to prevent voltage instability or
a blackout. Voltage instability and blackouts could cause direct and indirect impacts to BPA, local utilities, and the
local economy. The number of people affected and length of outage depends on the load conditions and the nature
of system problems. As loads grow, outage severity increases. In this analysis, blackouts are assumed to last an
average of four hours. For example, unstable voltages and blackouts have the following consequences:

o Residential customers lose service causing heat loss in homes, loss of cooking and refrigeration, frozen water
pipes, electrical appliance damage, and inconvenience. Schedules are disrupted, schools close, recreation

activities are canceled.
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e Industrial and commercial customers lose service causing equipment damage, computer
dysfunction and records loss, business closures, lost revenue, and lost income for employees.
Communications may be interrupted, and banking and other financial services may be unavailable.

* Hospitals lose service, causing them to use emergency generators and limit operations to
emergencies.

* Traffic and street lights go out, disrupting transportation, and causing safety and security
problems.

e Alarm systems may not function.
2.6.6 No Action Alternative Environmental Impacts

The No Action Alternative does not respond to the increasing likelihood of voltage instability in a
planned coordinated fashion. it would however, avoid the physical impacts of any of the measures
identified for the alternative strategies. Uncoordinated planning might cause more local generation to be
developed. If brownouts and blackouts occur, air quality would be degraded if consumers turn to wood
for heat. The social and economic impacts listed above and others described in Chapter 4 are significant.
This alternative may encourage conservation and life-style changes. Detailed information about
environmental consequences of this alternative is in Chapter 4 and Appendix F.

2.7  MEASURES CONSIDERED BUT NOT INCLUDED IN ALTERNATIVE
STRATEGIES

The screening criteria cut the original list of measures to study. After test cases were developed,
and more information was available on individual measures, the list was screened again. The following
measures were excluded from further consideration. A complete description of measures and why some
were excluded is in Appendix D, Conservation, Load Management, and Fuel Switching Analysis;
Appendix B, Local Generation Analysis; and Appendix E, Transmission Reinforcement Analysis.

2.7.1 Conservation and Load Management Measures
These measures were excluded from strategies:

Residential Space Heat Set-Back Controls

New Commercial Conservation Programs

Lighting Efficiency Controls

Solar Augmentation for Water Heaters (supports reduce-use)
Portable Diesel/Gasoline Generators (supports reduce-use)
Gas Back-up for Electric Heat

Street Lighting Efficiency and Controls

Dual-Fuel Boilers

Commercial and Industrial Time-of-Use Rates

e Space Heat Controls

¢ Storage Water Heating

* Whole House Demand Control

e Ihermal Heat Storage
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2.7.2 Local Generation Measures

The following local generation measures were not included in any alternative strategies. Some of the local
generation measures will likely be built within the Puget Sound area for energy reasons. Local generation as an
energy resource is implicitly included in all alternatives as an adjustment of the deficit, as described in Section 1.4.4.
Detailed descriptions of all the measures listed below are in Appendix B.

Oil and Gas Combustion - Steam Plants, non-peaking Combustion Turbines
Nuclear Fission (Completion of WNP-3)

Hydroelectric - Large Hydro, Small Hydro, Pumped Storage, Water Supply (Pressure Reduction)
Cogeneration

Biomass - Fired Plants, - Direct Combustion, Gasification

Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) - Mass Burn, Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF), Gasification
Standby Generation

* Coal

e Nuclear Fusion

* Geothermal

* Wind

* Solar Thermal Electric

* Photovoltaics

* Ocean - Energy Conversion

e Hydrogen

e Fuel Cells

* Storage Systems

2.7.3 Transmission Measures

The following transmission options were studied and excluded from further consideration mainly due to cost
considerations:

* 765-kV Alternating Current transmission Line
* 500-kV Direct Current Transmission Line
* Many new or rebuilt line options between various substations

Appendix E describes in more detail the transmission options considered including those excluded.
2.7.4 Load Curtailment Measures

Originally, all load curtailment measures discussed in this EIS were considered for solving the peaking problem
in Puget Sound. After analyzing the costs and impacts of curtailment, planners decided that depending on

curtailment for long-range planning is inappropriate. Load curtailment is considered a contingency interim solution
if load growth is higher than expected.
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This chapter describes environmental features that could be affected by the alternative strategies. The
transparent overlay included with this DEIS can be used with the maps in this chapter. The overlay shows the
locations of substations, and transmission line corridors so specific information about these locations can be
discovered.

3.1 STUDY AREA CHARACTERISTICS
3.1.1 Land Use

Study area land use is shown on Map 2. In the Puget Sound area, land use is determined by nearness to Puget
Sound, slope, and population. Residential, commercial, and industrial uses are clustered and defined by the shore of
Puget Sound and major rivers. Agricultural land laps up against the steep slopes of the mountains and is mostly
between the populated areas, and land unable to sustain crops because of infertile soil or steep slopes. There is little
rangeland in the Puget Sound area. Transportation corridors and utilities serve major population centers. Recreation
opportunities exist where population is sparse, near water, in or near wildlife areas, and on forest land. Activities
range from sailing and fishing in Puget Sound to hiking and mountain climbing on Mt. Rainier.

Outside the population areas surrounding Puget Sound, and the mountainous areas above tree-line, most of the
study area is covered by forest, primarily Douglas Fir. About two-thirds is publicly owned and managed. The rest is
privately owned.

In the rest of the study area, geography and land use are determined by ihe Columbia/Snake river systems.
The Columbia River Basin includes more than 258,000 square miles of drainage, including most of Washington,
Oregon, and tdaho; Montana west of the Rocky Mountains; small areas of Wyoming, Utah, and Nevada; and
southeastern British Columbia. Part of this basin is in this portion of the study area.

The study area contains parts of many Pacific Northwest’s geographic subregions: the Columbia River and
Snake River Plateau, and valley/plains regions (including part of the Willamette Valley) separated by the Coast
Range, and the Cascade Mountains. Part of the study area is covered by forest, most dense west of the Cascade
Range. Rangeland occupies substantial areas. Agricultural lands are primarily on the Columbia River Plateau, along
the Snake River, and in the Willamette Valley. A large part of the land is publicly owned and managed. Land
managers include the U. S. Forest Service (USFS), Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Department of Energy, Indian
Tribes, Department of Defense, and state and local governments. The rest is privately owned.

The Columbia River passes from the province of British Columbia, Canada, into the State of Washington,
dropping steadily for 748 miles to the Pacific Ocean. The Snake River, which begins in southeastern Idaho, flows
west and north, forming part of the border between Oregon and Idaho and between Idaho and Washington. in
southern Washington, the Snake River joins the Columbia, which flows west to the Pacific Ocean, forming the
border between Oregon and Washington. The rivers flow through extensive wilderness, scenic, and recreation areas
in the north and east. The rivers then pass through irrigated agricultural areas in the plateau lands east of the
Cascade Mountains, and down through the Cascade and coast mountain ranges to the Pacific.

The size of the rivers and the drop in elevation once created spectacular falls and annual flooding as glaciers
and snow melted in the mountains. Over the last 50 years, both the Snake and Columbia Rivers have been dammed
to control flooding, provide irrigation, improve navigation, and produce electricity.

Federal hydro projects on the Snake and Columbia river systems are operated to provide multiple uses,
including power production, irrigation, navigation, flood control, recreation, fisheries, and wildlife. Flood control
constraints vary by project and are adjusted by the Corps of [ngineers based on projedied runoff,  Flood control and
navigation requirements are met except in emergencies.




Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan - Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Recreation - In the Pacific Northwest, Federal Hydro projects provide many opportunities for recreation at the
storage reservoirs and the areas downstream. Boating, swimming, water skiing, and fishing are typical water related
recreational activities. Other recreation opportunities include camping, picnicking, sight-seeing, hiking, and hunting.
Many recreation activities are influenced by changes in reservoir elevation and downstream flows.

A unique recreation area, the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, is in the study area. The Columbia
Gorge is world-renowned for windsurfing, and the Gorge provides many opportunities for hiking, climbing, wildlife
viewing, and plant study. There are many unique plants that grow only in the Gorge. The Gorge has many
waterfalls and picnic areas.

As noted above, cross-Cascade corridors are dominated by land set aside for recreation. The Pacific Crest
National Scenic Trail runs along the entire length of the Cascades, crossing all east-west corridors. There are also
waterways designated as Wild and Scenic Rivers in the study area.

National forests also provide opportunities for hiking, hunting, sight-seeing, skiing, and other outdoor activities.

Irrigation - Hydro projects provide water and power for irrigation. The largest irrigation project in the Basin is
the U. S. Bureau of Reclamation’s (BOR) Columbia Basin Project, which is authorized to provide irrigation to over
1 million acres. This project is half finished.

Cultural Resources - Cultural resources are defined as “the nonrenewable evidence of human occupation or
activity as reflected in any district, site, building, structure, artifact, ruin, object, work of art, architecture, or natural
feature that was important in human history at the national, state, or local level.” Map 3 shows important cultural
resources. Many other resources too small to show on this map are found in the study area.

3.1.2 Natural Resources

Surface Hydrology - The study area includes a variety of water resources. Water resources potentially affected
include rivers, streams, reservoirs, lakes, ponds, estuaries, marshes, and the Pacific Ocean. Many of these can be
seen on the maps included in this chapter.

wildlife and Vegetation - Climate, soil types, moisture, and elevation determine the species, locations and
growing habits of the study area’s vegetation. Different combinations of geology and growing conditions create site
specific diversity in the plant community. Vegetation in this study area falls into four general community types:
forest/woodlands, shrublands, grasslands, and riparian/wetland (see Map 4). Each plant community has characteristic
wildlife types.

Forest/Woodland and Wildlife - The forest/woodland plant community provides many layers of habitat for
wildlife, from the ground into the upper branches of older trees. Most vulnerable to change are older stands of trees
of various ages, which may take a century or more to develop and thus cannot be replaced easily.

Large and small mammals, including deer, members of the weasel and skunk family, and rodents such as
squirrels and porcupine, are found in forested areas. These mammals prefer a narrowly defined habitat and can be
affected by disturbing or removing habitat. The forest community, with its many varieties of trees, houses a large
number and variety of birds, depending on the region and composition of the forest, and some of these birds species
are very sensitive to habitat disturbance.

Shrubland and Wildlife - Shrublands are in areas too harsh for forests and/or areas subject to repeated natural
disturbances such as floods or fires. They may be replaced by grasslands if disturbed. The major shrubland
communities in the study area contain mule deer, coyote, gray fox, mountain lion, and a variety of birds.
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squirrels). These small animals attract predators such as hawks. Mule deer, badger, and coyotes occur here.
Grasslands support fewer birds because perching and nesting habitat is sparse.

Riparian/Wetland and Wildlife - Riparian/wetland communities have high vegetation and wildlife value. There
is great diversity in this community with habitat types ranging from sand dunes to various types of wetlands. Deer,
beaver and other aquatic and terrestrial furbearers, small mammals, waterfowl, upland game birds, reptiles, and
amphibians are among the common year-round users of riparian/wetland areas. Wintering elk and moose may use
these areas. Riparian and wetland areas are important habitats and nesting areas for numerous bird species. Map 5
shows outstanding and substantial wildlife habitat along rivers designated by the State of Washington.

Threatened and Endangered Species - A number wildlife species which occur in the study area have been
identified for protection due to dwindling populations or special habitat needs. Species in danger of extinction are
classified as Federal Endangered. Species at risk of becoming endangered are Federal Threatened. Species being
considered for listing as Federal endangered or threatened species are listed below as Federal Candidate species.
Federal Sensitive is a designation used by the Portland office of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for species at risk
of becoming threatened because their numbers are small or they require special habitat. The following species are in
each of these categories:

Federal Endangered - Peregrine Falcon, Grey Wolf, and Columbian White-tailed Deer

Federal Threatened - Bald Eagle, Northern Spotted Owl, Spotted Owl, Oregon Silverspot butterfly, and Fritilpry
butterfly.

Federal Sensitive - Sandhill Crane, Purple Marten, Common Loon, Lewis Woodpecker, Western Bluebird

Federal Candidate for Listing - Marbled Murrelet, Western Pond Turtle, Bull Trout, Olympic Mud Minnow,
Beller's Ground Beetle, Hatch's Click Beetle, and Larch Mountain Salamander.

The State of Washington also maintains lists of wildlife species requiring protection due to reduced
populations. The Washington list is considerably longer than the above listing. It contains many of the above
species.

The National Marine Fisheries Service has proposed for listing the Snake river sockeye salmon and the Snake
river spring, summer, and fall Chinook salmon as endangered or threatened species.

Fish - The study area includes a wide variety of fish species. Maps 6 and 7 show the areas where anadromous
and resident fish are present. A typical Cascade Mountain stream supports resident fish and anadromous salmonids
(Chinook, coho, and chum salmon; steelhead and cutthroat trout).

Many anadromous fish live in Pacific Northwest rivers. Anadromous fish migrate down the rivers to the ocean,
then return upstream to spawn. To complete their journey, they must negotiate up to nine dams on the Columbia
River. Fish spawning in the Snake River or the Salmon River must pass over eight dams (four on the Columbia; four
on the Snake River). Chief Joseph Dam on the Columbia and Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake are the upstream
limits of anadromous fish migration.

The tributaries, lakes, and upper portions of the Columbia River system are the major spawning and nursery
grounds for anadromous fish. The principal anadromous fish in the Columbia Basin are steelhead trout; three species
of salmon (Chinook, coho, and sockeye); and shad. Other anadromous species include white sturgeo:, striped bass,
eulachon, and Pacific lamprey. Anadromous fish and particularly salmonids, require high-quality water. Water
temperature, dissolved oxygen, sediment, and nitrogen supersaturation have created the greatest water quality
problems for fisheries in the Columbia River Basin.

The Columbia River and its tributaries contain a variety of resident fish. Resident fish spend their entire life in
fresh water, although some migrate through the fresh-water system.
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Many resident species are more tolerant of stressful environmental conditions such as high temperature, low
concentrations of dissolved oxygen, and small amounts of certain toxic pollutants. Juvenile salmonids are generally
more sensitive to many pollutants, temperature, and dissolved oxygen.

Topography and Geology - The landforms of Puget Sound are related to geologic processes. Landforms within
the study area are varied. The Northern Cascade Mountains occupy the eastern half of the study area and the
Olympic Mountains form the western portion. These mountains were formed by a process called uplift. Rock
formations composed of once molten granite and sediments were pushed upward in ancient times to form the basic
structure of these mountains. Glacial activity and erosion have modified their form creating what has been termed
the most rugged alpine area in America.

Between and along the margins of these two mountainous areas are areas of moderate slope and low elevation.
Called the Puget Sound Trough Province, this forms the central portion of the study area. It is within these less
mountainous areas that human activity has been extensive. The topography was created by a glacial icecap that
pushed into the area from the north. Many lakes and poorly drained depressions are found within the Puget Trough
Province. Glacial deposits within Puget Sound consist largely of very porous gravels and sands.

Groundwater - Glacial sedimentary deposits within the Puget Sound Trough provide an important source of
groundwater. Terraced lowlands on the western edge of the Olympic Peninsula and the alluvial deposits found
along the west trending Chehalis River valley are also important sources of groundwater within the study area. The
chemical qua'ity of most groundwater in Washington is satisfactory for municipal, industrial, and agricultural uses,
and often is better than necessary to meet limits recommended for drinking water.

Based on dissolved solids, the groundwater of the Puget Sound is classified soft or only moderately hard. The
chemical quality of most groundwater is good or excellent. Water from several areas next to Puget Sound contain
untreated iron quantities exceeding that recommended for drinking water and some industrial processes.

The groundwater bearing sediments of Puget Sound are replenished by heavy precipitation in the region and by
runoff from the less permeable slopes of the adjacent uplands. Shallow well water yield is closely related to
precipitation and wells may go dry in the summer during years of inadequate rainfall. Deep wells yield large
quantities with little seasonal change in water level.

Air Quality - The Clean Air Act designated air quality classifications to reduce air emissions. Class | areas are
the most pristine and little or no degradation of air quality is allowed. These areas are shown on Map 8. Class 1l or
nonattainment areas are where air quality standards are not now being met for ozone, carbon monoxide, and fine
suspended particulates. These are much sm. er than the pristine areas. Measuring concentrations of pollutants
determines if an area meets EPA and State air quality standards.

Climate - The climate in the Puget Sound area is strongly influenced by the Pacific Ocean and the Olympic
and Cascade Mountains. The result is a temperate, maritime climate characterized by moderately warm summers
and wet, mild winters. Average annual rainfall ranges from 133 inches in the Olympic rainforest to 17 inches in the
rain shadow of the Olympics. Seattle’s annual rainfall is 35 inches.

As unusually cold winter days pose the greatest threat to electric reliability, winter climatic conditions are of
greatest importance. Factors of greatest significance with regard to Puget Sound’s winter climate are the position and
intensity of semi-permanent high and low pressure centers located over the Pacific Ocean, and the Cascade
Mountains,

The Cascades are effective in preventing cold continental air from reaching the Puget Sound lowlands. The
typical winter day has high temperaturzs in the 40’s and nighttime temperatures in the 30's. Freezing days in the
Seattle area range from 15 to 50 days depending on elevation and distance from the bay.
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Under normal winter conditions the distribution of high and low pressure centers brings mild and moist air
into the area from the southwest. Clouds and persistent rains during this period (October-mid March) are
important factors in holding temperatures above the freezing mark. Occasionally, in the winter season, the
pressure distribution will result in a southward flow of colder air from Canada. Itis under these conditions that
the coldest weather usually occurs. The cold temperatures experienced in February, 1989 (termed the Siberian
Express) were caused by a southward flow of cold air.

Environmental Hazards - The geological forces that formed the Cascades and the Olympics created an
unusual mix of peaks, slopes, valleys, and waters. This study area starts at sea level and climbs steadily to the
top of Mt. Rainier. The complex topography has inherent risk. Earthquakes, volcanic eruptions, fiooding, and
landslides are possible in the study area. Several environmental hazards are shown on Map 9.

3.1.3 Economy

Maijor Industries - Much of the industrial manufacturing is based on the natural resources of the region.
Forests, farmland, the ocean and rivers provide lumber and wood products, paper, and food. The aerospace
industry also is very important in the Puget Sound area. Government and service industries such as
communications, utilities, trade, and financial services are a large part of the economy.

The economy of the Puget Sound area has recovered from the recession of the early 1980’s. Map 10 shows
the average annual actual and projected rate of growth in non-farm employment for Washington for 1987-2008.
In the Puget Sound area, only Grays Harbor County may experience less than 1.5% employment growth during
this period. Some counties in this area may grow up to 2.4% annually.

The economy of the rest of the study area is neavily resource-based. The extensive forests provide material
for lumber, wood products, and pulp and paper. These industries and others, such as chemical and metal
(principally aluminum) production, rely heavily on historically cheap hydroelectric power produced by the water
resources of the region. The size and extent of the river systems allow large withdrawals for irrigation, a critical
economic factor for agriculture, particularly in central and eastern Washington. The Columbia River Basin
supports many anadromous fish stocks, a resource important to the Pacific Northwest for the substantial
economic value of sport and commercial fisheries. The river systems are also economically important in
providing multiple recreational opportunities (including boating, swimming, fishing, and windsurfing) and scenic
tourist attractions, including the nationally valued Columbia River Gorge. The river systems provide economic
support for trade, as in transporting goods into the interior of the Pacific Northwest.

High technology manufacturing is an important part of the economy, but employment is dominated by
service sectors such as communications, utilities, trade, financial services and government. Unemployment rates
usually follow the cyclical nature of the region’s economy.

Fisheries - The ocean and rivers provide an important resource to the Puget Sound area, namely the large
economic value of the sport and commercial fisheries and the high cultural and religious value to Indian Tribes
and others.

Demographics - The population in the Puget Sound area is centered in Seattle and Tacoma. The
population of Washington has grown from 4.13 million in 1980 to 4.80 million in 1990, a 16 percent increase.
Map 11 shows the annual growth rate for Washington from 1987 to 2008. Population in the rest of the study
area is centered in Portland/Vancouver (ORWA), the Tri-Cities (Richland, Pasco, Kennewick (WA)), and Yakima
(WA). Oregon’s population has increased 4.2% in that period (Initial Northwest Power Act Power Sales
Contracts DEIS, BPA, 1990).
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3.1.4 Public Health and Safety

Power plants and transmission facilities provide electricity for heating, lighting, and other services essential for
public health and safety. These same facilities can potentially harm humans. Impacts include injury from contact
with transmission lines that can injure birds, people and aircraft, and pollutants produced by power plants and
hazardous wastes produced by the normal operation and maintenance of elecrical and generating and distribution
transmission facilities and the risk of emergency releases of these substances (spills). Studies are currently being
conducted to find whether exposure to electric and magnetic fields can endanger human health. A more complete
description of these impacts is in Chapter 4.

3.1.5 Visual and Aesthetics

The study area is rich in visual beauty. Large mountains and mountain ranges, forests and the expanse of water
in Puget Sound dominate the landscape in the Puget Sound area. Contrasting with the natural beauty are the skyline
of Seattle and surrounding urban communities, and cultivated fields and pastureland.

The rest of the study area includes diverse landscape characteristics. Part of the study area borders the crest of
the Cascade Mountains, with all the scenic values and variety of an alpine environment. The valleys to the east of
the mountains are generally flat and bounded on the east, west, and south by rolling hills. Outside the urban
centers, valleys exhibit diverse patterns of color and texture that change with the seasons. Vegetation is mainly open
pasture or cultivated fields, broken up by groups of trees, mostly deciduous. Moderate-to-steep slopes are covered
with Douglas Fir, oak, and pine.

The Columbia Plateau is generally flat. Large cultivated fields are broken up by rolling hills, gullies and
scattered trees. Farmsteads are scattered throughout the fields. The land here has more climatic extremes than west
of the Cascades, and these affect the vegetation colors and texture of the landscape.

The Columbia and Snake rivers are the dominant water features within the study area. The Columbia Gorge,
with steep basalt cliffs, the wide Columbia River, and large mountains in the background dominate the landscape
between Washington and Oregon.

2]

3.1.6 Noise

Itis difficult to discuss the existing noise environment in this study area because it is site-specific. There are
sensitive areas in the study area such as national parks, wildlife areas, and major recreation areas where current low
noise levels need to be preserved. Noise from a new power plant or transmission line would need to meet State and
Federal standards.

3.1.7 Protected Resources

Map 12 shows protected areas such as wild and scenic rivers, nationa’ parks, national forests, Indian
reservations, wildlife refuges, and other Federal and State management areas.

This map includes rivers designated by the Northwest Power Planning Council as protected. Based on BPA's
Pacific Northwest Rivers Study and the Council’s Anadromous Fish Study, the Council designated portions of stream
reaches and wildlife habitat in the region that should be protected from new hydroelectric development.
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3.2 AREAS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BY VOLTAGE SUPPORT OPTIONS OR A
TRANSMISSION LINE

A transmission line or Voltage Support Option 2 suggested in some alternative strategies may, if built,
require changing land use in specific locations. These locations are unknown, but a general discussion of the
environment that could be affected is beneficial. This section describes possible corridors for a transmission line,
and locations of substations where voltage support equipment may be installed.

The study area contains an existing transmission grid that brings power from generation resources outside
of the Puget Sound area into the area. Potential new or rebuilt transmission lines will most likely be defined by
patterns already established by existing transmission lines, and would cross from east of the Cascade Mountains,
through a pass to the Puget Sound area. Designated corridors are incorporated into Federal land and resource
management plans. BPA, utilities and the USFS and BLM work together to design and plan corridors as part of
regular forest and district planning prozesses.

The Draft Northern Cascades Corridor Availability Study identifies available corridors for utility planning
through the Northern Cascades. The study evaluates USFS and BLM land, and private and public lands for
corridors. It provides detailed information on constraints and opportunities for existing and potential corridors.
Information on potential cross-Cascade corridors for this EIS were developed from this study.

Poiential connections to bring power from eastern generation resources to the Puget Sound area are shown
on Map 1 and described in the following section. For discussion purposes, these corridors are divided into
eastern, central, and western segments.

3.2.1 Alternative Transmission Line Corridor A

A transmission line in Alternative Corridor A could be a new 500-kV line parallel to an existing line, a
rebuild of an existing 345-kV line, or a new line on existing and new corridors. This line would be about
125 miles long. The line could begin at BPA's Chief joseph Substation on the east, cross the Cascades through
Stevens Pass, and end at BPA's Monroe or Echo Lake Substations.

Eastern Segment - The eastern segment is mostly cropland/pastureland and rangeland. There is a small
“amount of forest land, and orchards, vineyards, and nurseries. Map 13 shows that it is both privately and
publicly owned. The State of Washington, the USFS, and the BLM manage the publicly owned land. This
section contains existing BPA lines. There are airports and historical sites in or near this segment, and two State
Wildlife Recreation Areas. This segment includes key big game habitat and crosses the Entiat River which the
Pacific Northwest Rivers Study has described as "rivers which should be protected for their resource value." This
river has anadromous fish.

Included in the eastern segment of Alternative Corridor A i< a potential new corridor from Sickler
Substation extending northwest to the existing corridor. This corridor is shown on Map 1. The section from
Sickler Substation to the eastern segment boundary includes the following land uses: residential, transportation,
other urban or built-up land, cropland/pastureland, orchards, vineyards, nurseries, rangeland, forest land and
reservoirs. About twenty percent of this land has been identified as key big game habitat. This corridor also
includes Lincoln Rock State Park adjacent to and between Sickler Substation and the Columbia River.

Central Segment -- This corridor contains two BPA transmission lines (double-circuit 345-kV, 500-kV), a
Chelan County PUD line (115-kV), and a railroad. The corridor passes through three valleys, which vary from
1/4 mileto 1 mile wide. Map 13 shows that most of this segment is National Forest land. Other public or
privaie land composes the rest of this segment. Of the National Forest land, about one third is classitied as
avoidance areas, including some "Spotted Owl Habitat," and scenic and recreation areas. An avoidance area has
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significant resource values which cannot be successfully mitigated and should be avoided for transmission or utility
corridors. About one fourth is non-avoidance areas. Non-avoidance areas are suitable for transmission or utility
corridors because resources there are of lessor significance than those found in avoidance areas, and impacts can
normally be mitigated. Other management areas include potential Wild and Scenic Rivers, waterways identified in
the Pacific Northwest Rivers Study as "rivers which should be protected for their resource value," and the Stevens
Pass Historic Dist-ict. The Pacific Crest Trail also crosses this segment. The € are two airports along this segment,
and two State Parks. Some of these sensitive areas could be avoided. There are also engineering constraints for this
segment, including proximity to buildings and residences, rugged terrain with steep slopes, wetlands, and heavy
icing in one area.

This central segment includes parts of two new corridors. These corridors are shown on Map 1. The first new
corridor is the continuation of the new corridor from Sickler Substation discussed in the eastern segment section.
Nearly all of this portion of this new corridor is National Forest land. The remaining land is cropland/pastureland
and rangeland. This corridor contains key big game habitat. This corridor also includes scenic areas that should be
protected.

The second new corridor begins about 29 miles east of Monroe Substation and heads toward Echo Lake
Substation. This, too, is mostly National Forest land. Included in this forest land is wilderness area, scenic areas,
Mountain Goat habitat, and mature old growth timber. This new corridor includes some protected rivers where
anadromous fish are present, and seven miles of Wild and Scenic river. It also includes outstanding and substantial
resident fish habitat. The private or other public land is residential, other urban or built-up land, reservoirs, mines
and quarries, or forest land.

Western Segment - The western segment includes using an existing corridor from the central boundary to
Monroe Substation, and new corridor from this boundary to Echo Lake Substation. Map 1 shows the boundaries of
these corridors in this segment.

Map 13 shows that the existing corridor into Monroe Substation is mostly private land. This private land is
residential, cropland/pastureland, forest land, or mines, quarries, and gravel pits. Almost half of the land is owned by
the State of Washington, and includes all the same land uses as the private land. National Forest is less than one
percent.

The new corridor into Echo Lake Substation from the central boundary is almost entirely private land. Other
land is owned by the State. Land use in this corridor is mostly forest land, with other residential, commercial and
industrial, other urban or built-up land, cropland/pastureland and quarries as the other land uses. This portion of the
corridor also includes a municipal watershed which serves the Seattle area, some protected rivers where anadromous
fish are present, and outstanding and substantial resident fish habitat. About four river miles have significant
historical features. One airport is in this corridor.

3.2.2 Alternative Transmission Line Corridor B

Alternative Corridor B is about 25 miles south of Alternative Corridor A (see Map 1). It also could begin at
Chief Joseph Substation, then travel southwesterly and cross the Cascades through Snoqualmie Pass. This alternative
offers the option of a new line parallel to existing lines, or a rebuild of the existing 345-kV line to 500-kV. An east-
west line using Corridor B would be about 130 to 150 miles long, depending on the route.

Eastern Segment - The eastern segment of this line would follow the same route as Alternative Corridor A from
Chief Joseph Substation to Sickler Substation. These routes are described under Alternative Corridor A, From Sickler
Substation the line could go two directions: follow existing lines toward Naneum, or follow a new corridor.
F()II()wing existing lines would cross cropland and rangeland both publicly and privately owned. Following the new
corridor in this segment would cross mastly National torest land.
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Central Segment - This potential corridor through the Cascades is about 45 miles long. This corridor contains a
BPA transmission line (345-kV), and a Puget Sound Power and Light transmission line (115-kV). The corridor goes
through valleys varying from 1/2 mile to 2 miles wide, with varying moderate to steep slopes. Map 13 shows that
about half of this segment crosses National Forest land. About one third of this land is classified as avoidance areas,
and includes "Spotted Ow| Habitat," and scenic areas. About one fourth is classed non-avoidance areas.

The other half of this segment is other public or private land. It includes some land classed as avoidance areas.
These include the Yakima River, which is a "Potential Wild and Scenic River," waterways identified in the Pacific
Northwest Rivers Study as "rivers which should be protected for their resource values, " two State Parks, a National
Trail, the Pacific Crest National Scenic Trail, and two airports. Mitigation would need to be considered for these
avoidance areas, and some areas must be avoided.

A portion of one of the alternatives for a new corridor is in this segment. It is mostly forest land, privately or
publicly owned. Map 1 shows the portion on this corridor in this segment.

This segment also has some engineering constraints, including buildings and residences along the corridor in
some areas, snow avalanche paths west of Snoqualmie, and wetland areas.

Western Segment - This segment is owned mostly by the State of Washington or private parties. The land use
is mostly forest land, with some urban or built-up land.

3.2.3 Alternative Transmission Line Corridor C

Map 1 shows that Alternative Corridor C is located immediately south of Corridor B. From the Puget Sound
area, the corridor passes through the Green River and Sunday River valleys, over Stampede Pass, down along the
south side of the wide Yakima River Valley, and east past Cle Elum. The corridor carries BPA transmission lines (two
single-circuit 500-kV, a 500-kV double circuit, and a 287-kV double circuit), one Puget Sound Power and Light
transmission line (230-kV single circuit), and a railroad. An east-west transmission line using Corridor C would be
about 150 miles long, depending on the route. The terrain along the corridor tends to be flat to rolling, except
through Stampede Pass, where the valley is narrow, with steep side slopes.

Eastern Segment - The land use of this segment is similar to the eastern segment of Corridor B. However, this
segment has no new corridor. This segment includes one airport.

Central Segment - Most of this segment crosses National Forest land. The forest land is divided into avoidance
or nonavoidance areas. This segment contains some "Spotted Owl Habitat," and "Scenic Travel" areas. The Green
River Municipal Watershed is in this segment. It also contains deer and elk winter range. This corridor crosses the
Yakima River which is classified as a "Potential Wild and Scenic River." Green River and Sunday Creek are
waterways identified as "rivers which should be protected” in the Pacific Northwest Rivers Study. Two historical sites
are in this segment, and the Pacific Crest Trail crosses the corridor around Stampede Pass. This segment contains
two airports. This segment contains an area of concern for reliability. With so many high-voltage transmission lines
in one corridor, a major disaster such as an avalanche or earthquake could knock out more than one line at once.

Western Segment - The western segment is a mix of publicly and privately owned forest land.

3.2.4 Proposed New Substation

In 1978, BPA prepared an environmental analysis on a 500-kV switching station called Kittitas Switching
Station. At that time, this facility was designed to prevent overioading on the Rocky Reach-Columbia and Columbia-
Vantage 230-kV lines. The station was never built. As de<cribed in Section 2.3.3, BPA is again proposing to build a
500-kV substation in the same area but as pan of Alternative Strategy 2.
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The siting area is shown on Map 14, Four locations have been proposed approximately ten miles north of
Ellensburg, in Kittitas County, Washington. The site will be approximately 1500' by 1500"' (52 acres) and located as
much as possible within the transmission corridor right-of-way.

Because of low annual precipitation, the climate is generally considered to be semi-arid. The landscape for the
most part is relatively flat with gradual slopes occurring nearer 1o the creeks. Wilson and Naneum Creeks located
closer to the eastern boundary of the siting area run south towards the Yakima River. Both creeks run year around
but are quite small. Reecer Creek, located more to the west of the siting area, also runs year around. A canal flows
mostly east-west through the siting area and is used for irrigation. Intermittent drainage systems are apparent
throughout the siting area.

Land use within the siting area consists mostly of ferest land, rangeland and agricultural land. Potential sites
are located only on privately-owned rangeland and the transmission right-of-way.  Residential land use occurs
within the siting area but not within the boundaries of the proposed sites.

Vegetation consists of bunchgrass, sagebrush, rabbitbrush, bitterbrush, and hopsage. Riparian vegetation and
any potential for wetlands exists along Wilson or Naneum Creeks to the east, far away from potential sites. The
creeks wre also home to fish, waterfowl, furbearers, deer and elk. The remaining parts of the siting area are home to
upland birds, insects, and snakes.

A more complete description of the affected environment is given in Appendix G.



h‘jﬁ |

NEW SUB

SITING AREA -

STATION
/

Kitt

. ) Ny
Tl N

!\ / f Jw \\\

‘ - 7‘\_/ &\ERAVU& h 1.2 oKY) Sl t ? |

- ’H XV)

eqgend

. Poved Rogd -
Dirt Rood
Seciion Boundaries
Surface Hydrology
40 Foot Contour Interyals
BPA Tronsmission Lines
Potentiol Substation Site




NSNS
oy Mﬁ\ AN / \W\i\\“\\ ,\\ k sy
A AR “\\\\ g
N / \H\ﬂW\
=N NN V\_ﬂﬂ,(/ == o . >
ﬂ./ \ \L Eﬂ:l”//// NN v «\..\.(\\ B a
v £ (»/,,N,W///_J\/\//J/_ ‘ {2 . . <
M :@U/ﬁ)ﬂd@? X IR _ -
SISOV e N . _x >
NG S | 0 3
M =gl SR :
D=l = g | |
I TN s T e s
=i J\c\v.ﬂh_\\/f\\w/ %\ o N 2 g =
NSsei) N f = EJ_ son \Vn_,. bocm ) p -
. , = ]F_ﬂlwl _ * 1 J% e o
r.l\..HH/ \ ~ T ,_ —
= ol B S A =
N ——— ) A ¥
~ (l/f\\}n“\//ﬁ ‘\ K - ﬂ.\ ‘1\ . o
D)0, AU
- ||,Ww|u_ \\\/‘\D s }\\xy )/ A \\ ;\ 1 i 1‘ / ../, !
L\ Vs v, LA sty \\\,.\\/Lm.v\J.\. I E v | LT

SVl O NG |
it ) N
4

)

l_._} tL
o
=
M\\_-
Z S ~ ! «
= .
—
>
=\
7
e na——

| A; N .,\\ A/ Aﬂ/ 1 h“
1/%\,\ ..\;lv ,‘,n
N e —ip
4 \, - [
) YN\ ~
! ;,\ &Q //km grﬂ h
i 14 {
. 2 %wu
\ﬂ ,/,u,.,,,/ /M/// . Qs -4 _
1 /,‘ ///ﬁ/ .
P \ . N

/¢

A L 5, N




Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan - Draft Environmental Impact Statement

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This chapter evaluztes the environmental, technical and economic qualities of a preferred and alternative
strategies to strengthen the reliability of the cross-Cascades transmission system. A No Action Alternative is also
evaluated.

To aid in understanding trade-offs among the strategies, consequences are discussed under two headings:
Environmental Evaluations; and Economic and Technical Evaluations. Impacts attributed to a strategy can often be
mitigated. Mitigation measures are described under the heading, Mitigation Potential. Finally, contingencies are
built into the strategies enabling them to expand or contract as conditions demand. The contingencies for each plan
vary somewhat depending on what has already been included in the strategy and the lead times required to install a
contingency measure. Contingency measures and their likely impacts are discussed under the heading,
Contingency Impacts.

The analysis conclusions stated in the following pages were extracted from the Environmental Analysis -
Appendix F, and the Economic and Technical Evaluation - Appendix C. Reviewers interested in evaluations for
measures not included in strategies are directed to these appendices.

The following discussion explains the study approach and the goal of this decision making phase.

Decision Making Strategy - Early in the planning stage (September, 1989), a two-step decision making strategy
was established for the Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan. The first step (this EIS) evaluates alternative
strategies by which the underlying need could be met. The intent of this step is to evaluate the widest possible range
of solutions, and lead to selection of a regional solution plan. The first step considers impacts on what might be
termed a generic level because proposals would not in most instances be site-specific. The second step would be to
review measures in the selected plan and determine if follow-up site-specific EIS's or other documents should be
prepared. To avoid duplication, follow-up site-specific EIS's or Environmental Assessments (EA's) would be prepared
to meet both the requirements of Washington's State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

As the study progressed, alternative solutions became more clearly known. When the Steering Committee met
to select a Preferred Alternative for the Draft EIS in July, 1991, it appeared that the primary component of the
preferred alternative (Voltage Support Option 2) would have relatively low environmental impact. For example, new
substations typically require Environmental Assessment coverage and yield Findings of No Significant Impact. It was
decided to take additional time and provide site specific environmental coverage on Voltage Support Option 2
reducing the lead time by two years while avoiding unnecessary administrative complexity. Implementing Voltage
Support Option 2 two years sooner was desirable because Puget Sound area load growth continues to exceed the
medium-high forecast. Thus, site specific coverage has been provided for Voltage Support Option 2, both within this
EIS and within Appendix G. This measure, if a part of the plan recorded in the Record of Decision, would be
implemented without supplemental (second step) environmental review.

Environmental Impact Definitions - Analysts evaluated individual measures and alternative strategies using a
scale with four impact levels. The high impact level means taking an action would create a significant adverse
change in present environmental conditions. A significant adverse change in present environmental conditions
would satisfy one or all of these outcomes:

1. Create an effect that cannot be mitigated.
2. Significantly reduce the quantity or quality of a regionaily or nationally significant resource.
3. Pose a clear risk to human health or safety.
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4. Affect the long-term productivity of the affected environment.
5. lrreversibly or irretrievably damage the environment.
6. Consume significant quantities of non-renewable natural resources.

An action with a moderate impact level would create a significant adverse change in present environmental
corditions by one or more of these outcomes:

Create an effect that could be mitigated partially.

Cause a localized reduction in the quantity or quality of a resource.

Create a possible, but unlikely risk to human health or safety.

Reduce marginally the productivity of adjacent resources.

Removing the facility or stopping the action can partially reverse the impacts.
Consume small but not negligible amounts of non-renewable resources.

ok wh =

A low impact action would create a significant adverse change in present environmental conditions by one or
more of these results:

Create an effect that could be largely mitigated.

Reduce the quantity or quality of resources confined to the site of the action.
Create insignificant or very unlikely health and safety risks.

Cause no effect on productivity of adjacent resources.

Removing the facility or ceasing the action will reverse the impacts.
Consume negligible amounts of non-renewable resources.

oL h W =

A minimal or no impact action creates no or fewer impacts than the low impact level.

Assumptions Drive Evaluations - Analysts used the key assumptions discussed in Chapter 1 for the
environmental analysis and the evaluation . >cess. The appendices contain additional assumptions used.

4.1 PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

To hasten improved electric reliability, and focus public discussion on the potential solutions, a preferred
alternative was identified by the five-utility Plan Steering Committee with advice from the Sounding Board, a citizen
review panel.

In choosing a preferred alternative several qualities were looked for by the Steering Committee beyond the
normal criteria such as environmental suitability, cost, and technical performance. Adaptability in view of such
uncertainties as higher than medium load growth, Canadian entitlement return, local generation development or
decommissioning, Endangered Species Act listings, and electromagnetic field health effects was one such desired
quality. This flexibility was felt best achieved by identifying contingency measures to be taken if one or more of the
above events becomes a certainty.

A second quality that the Steering Committee was sensitive to was the need to regularly review the electric
reliability of Puget Sound and update the plan when conditions warrant it.

Finally, it was recognized that utilities are moving in new directions and that demand reduction pilot projects
in water heater load controi and fuel switching will provide useful information on costs, benefits and the
deliverability of these measures. Thus, the Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan may be changed to take
advantage of these and other technological developments as a part of the periodic review and updating process.
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Measures Included in the Preferred Alternative - The Preferred Alternative is a hybrid of Alternative Strategy 2.
Alternative Strategy 2 ranks first in all evaluation factors except environmental impacts where it ranks a close second.
Itincludes the common elements of all the strategies: accelerated conservation programs in the residential,
commercial, and industrial sectors, a high-efficiency shower head program, and Voltage Support Option 1.

The preferred alternative also proposes a second voltage support element, Voltage Support Option 2. Voltage
Support Option 2 involves construction of a new substation in the area where four existing 500-kV transmission lines
converge near Ellensburg, in Kittitas County, Washington. Refer to discussions within Alternative Strategy 2 for a
detailed description of these measures and their impacts. See Chapter 3 for a discussion of possible sites for the new
substation.

The Preferred Alternative proposes continued efforts by the region's utilities in demonstration fuel switching
and water heater load control programs. These programs and their impacts are described under Alternative
Strategy 3.

While Voltage Support Option 2 is expected to create 600 MW of surplus capacity in 2003, the uncertainties
listed above have the potential for increasing the transmission capacity deficit by several thousand megawatts. Thus
added contingency measures were defined for the Plan. One contingency action proposed is to begin environmental
and permitting work for a cross-Cascade transmission line by the fall of 1993. Such work would need to begin at
this time due to the long lead time required for a transmission line. A second contingency proposed in the preferred
alternative is development of additional combustion turbines. Combustion turbines could be built at existing sites or
advanced environmental and permitting work could be undertaken at new sites by the region's utilities. Combustion
turbines enable a quick response to a sudden increase in the deficit. A third contingency would be load curtailment
contracts. An analysis of environmental, economic and technical attributes of the contingency options is provided
within discussions for Alternative Strategies 1-4 . it is important to keep in mind that contingency actions are
provisional proposals which would not be taken unless conditions required. In the above contingencies,
supplemental site specific environmental coverage would most likely be needed.

4.2  ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 1 - TRANSMISSION LINE

This strategy uses measures common to all strategies: accelerated conservation, and Voltage Support Option 1.
In addition, a new high-voltage transmission line to transmit power from generation resources east of the Cascade
Mountains to the Puget Sound area would be built. Individual measures that are part of this strategy are discussed
first. Possible mitigation, and impacts of contingency measures follow. Figure 4-1 shows the impact ratings for this
strategy.

4.2.1 Environmental Evaluation
Direct Impacts-Conservation Measures

For this analysis, the conservation considered is from accelerated, voluntary programs. The impacts considered
are the additional impacts attributed to these accelerated programs. The residential conservation measures applied
are residential weatherization and high-efficiency shower heads. Commercial conservation measures applied are
weatherization, and refrigeration and lighting improvements. Industrial conservation measures considered are motor
efficiency, lighting, and process efficiency improvements. The impacts of raw material production for, and
manufacturing of, conservation products are assuined to be negligible.
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Figure 4-1 shows the environmental evaluation factors and individual rankings for conservation measures.
Residential and commercial conservation measures have low impacts to health and safety. Industrial conservation
measures create minimal impacts.

Figure 4-1.
Environmental Impact Evaluation Matrix - Strategy 1

Impact Evaluation Matrix

Alternative Environmental Evaluation Factors
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Health and Safety Impacts - Conservation measures can lead to negative impacts on indoor air quality.
Conservation measures reduce air leakage and prevent warm air from escaping outdoors. As air leakage decreases,
indoor air pollutants may increase. Formaldehyde, radon, and combustion by-products are of most concern.
Excessive moisture or humidity can stimulate molds and mildew. Inhaling higher than normal concentrations of
indoor air pollutants can cause minor health problems such as headaches and sore throats, and major problems such
as an increased chance of lung disease. Pollutants can be reduced by avoiding pollutant sources, controlling an
existing source, and removing pollutants with ventilation. Some compounds used in insulation may contribute to
depleting the ozone layer shielding the earth,
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Direct impacts - Voltage Support Option 1

Shunt capacitors will be added at Echo Lake Substation which is now under construction. The impacts of
placing a facility at this location were described in a 1974 supplement to BPA's Environmental Statement Fiscal Year
1975 Proposed Program, called "Facility Location Supplement for Maple Valley 500-kV Reinforcement
Study Area 75 -14." A recent determination has been made that further environmental analysis is not needed. The
Record of Decision is published in Federal Register Vol. 56, No. 92, May 13, 1991,

The substation has adequate space within its fenced yard for the capacitor equipment. No land acquisition or
yard expansion will be required. Amounts of materials required for voltage support additions are small. Impacts
from producing and manufacturing them are considered negligible.

Health and Safety Impacts - Increasing loads on existing lines may slightly increase magnetic field levels.
Electric and magnetic fields are fields of force caused by electric voltage and current respectively. There is
controversy about the possible health effects of electric and magnetic fields produced by transmission fines. Other
than snocks, no health effects are definitely known to be caused by the fields created by electric power lines, but
studies suggest the possibility of adverse effects. BPA is continuing to study these potential health and safety effects.

Groundwater impacts - Shunt capacitors are comparable in size and shape to the rectangular shaped 5-gallon
gas cans attached (o recreational vehicles. They are filled with a plastic and metallic material that is soaked with
insulating oil (less than five gallons). Large numbers of capacitor units are installed on steel racks and electrically
connected to the transmission system. In the event of a capacitor failure, a small amount of insulating oil could spill
onto the substation yard. The chance of ground or surface water contamination is considered minimal because the
volume of oil is small and BPA design standards require installation of liners below the surface of the substation to
collect oil should spills occur. Any capacitors used will not contain materials that if spilled would be classified as
dangerous waste under the Washington Administrative Code (WAQ).

Direct impacts - Transmission Line

A double-circuit 500-kV transmission line similar to the Grand Coulee-Raver line is assumed for this analysis.
Portions of this line that cross mountain passes are assumed to be either built beside existing lines, which would
require expanded right-of-way, or, after an existing line or lines are removed, built on existing right-of-way.
Remaining portions of the line could require building in new corridors although development of new corridors
would be minimized. The eastern and western terminals for a new line would be at existing or planned BPA
substations. A list of transmission line and substation components is provided in Table 4-1. These materials are
commonly used within the electric power industry and are acquired competitively. The environmental screening
factors to avoid protected sites and unique habitats and to meet environmental quality requirements are assumed to
be applied to transmission line proposals, which will reduce environmental impacts.
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Table 4-1.

Transmission Line Material Requirements

Transmission Line Substation Terminals

Tower Steel - 24,000 Tons Substation Dead Ends (steel)

Conductor - 1800 miles (steel and aluminum) | Bus Tubing (aluminum)

Overhead Ground Wire - 300 miles (steel) Bus Pedestals (steel)

Insulators (glass and porcelain) Diconnect Switches

Hardware (steel and aluminum) Power Circuit Breakers
_Acccss Road Surfacing (rock) Electronic Relays & Controls

Ground Wire (copper)

Footings and Supports {concrete and steel)

Switchyard Surfacing (rock)

Land Use Impacts - Land use impacts are directly related to the amount of new and existing rights-of-way
affected. Building a transmission line with new corridor segments could have a high impact to residential,
commercial, agricultural, and forest land because new line segments would intrude on existing land use. In
residential and commercial areas, noise, electrical interference, and visual impacts would be long term. Agricultural
land would be removed from production for tower sites and access roads, and structures could interfere with farming
operations. Forest land would be removed from production for the right-of-way and for access roads. Impacts to
industrial and recreation land would be moderate. Transmission lines may cross trails and intrude on scenic views.
A transmission line may be more compatible with industrial land use.

A transmission line using expanded or existing right-of-way segments would create fewer land use impacts, and
is ranked accordingly. Impacts are either moderate, low, or minimal for all land use types, except an expanded
right-of-way would have a high impact on forest land.

Wetlands Impacts - New corridor segments create moderate impacts to wetlands. Wetlands may be affected
during construction of structures and access roads, and vegetation may be removed. Expanding a right-of-way
would have less impact as the habitat close to the existing right-of-way has already been disrupted. Using existing
right-of-way decreases potential wetlands impacts.

Fish Impacts - During construction, accelerated runoff can increase sediments in streams and affect fish. These
impacts would be temporary. Long-term impacts are minimal to moderate depending on the amount of new right-of-
way needed. If a line is replaced, the impacts to fish should riot increase. Impacts may increase if the right-of-way is
expanded. This depends upon location and placement of towers in proximity to streams. The relative impact of
disturbing a pristine environment if a new corridor is built is even higher, depending on the location and placement
of towers. Use of pesticides to clear vegetation could also impact fish.
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Wildlife impacts - Impacts to wildlife from new corridors could be moderate. Birds may collide with the new
line. Right-of-way clearing changes the habitat for wildlife and increases access for hunters. Expanding existing
right-of-way would create low impacts to wildlife during construction and change some habitat permanently. Using
existing right-of-way would impact wildlife during construction only.

Vegetation Impacts - Clearing new and expanding existing rights-of-way can create high impacts to vegetation,
Existing vegetation is removed, and vegetation composition may change. Vegetation communities also are affected
by maintenance, especially if herbicides are used. Disturbed areas can be reseeded; success rates for reseeding vary.
If a line uses existing right-of-way, vegetation is disturbed during construction only.

Water Impacts - Clearing new right-of-way, expanding existing right-of-way, and constructing access roads can
increase sediments in streams. This increase would be short term. Using existing right-of-way may also cause
temporary increases in sedimentation during construction. Access roads would already be in place.

Soil Impacts - If new corridor segments, expanded rights-of-way or existing rights-of-way are in areas with steep
slopes and moderate soil erosion potential, as the transmission line is constructed, soil may erode. If erosion is
severe, vegetation recovery may be slow, and slumping may occur. Because line maintenance requires using access
roads, soil impacts may continue over a long period. Constructing a transmission line in a new corridor would have
the greatest soil impact potential, and is rated moderate.

Groundwater Impacts - Herbicides used to control vegetation for all three options could affect groundwater.
The chance of potential contamination is considered low.

Air Quality Impacts - Construction vehicles create dust and exhaust emissions. Some construction debris is
burned. These impacts are temporary. During operation, the line produces minor amounts of oxidants in the air
next to the electrical conductors. These impacts are considered low or minimal.

Cultural Resources Impacts - Using an existing line would create minimal cultural resource impacts.
Constructing a new corridor, or expanding an existing right-of-way could disturb cultural resources. Construction
may disturb subsurface sites, and the line may intrude visually on cultural resources.

Aesthetics Impacts - A new corridor would create a significant visual impact. A new line could cross a scenic
highway, and towers may be out-of-scale with the surrounding andscape. Views would be disrupted for the long
term. Expanding or using an existing right-of-way would have low to moderate visual impacts. Impacts would occur
during construction, and if taller structures are used.

Noise Impacts - Transmission lines produce noise. Construction activities also create noise. These impacts are
considered low for all three options.

Health and Safety Impacts - This section discusses the possible effects of the electrical properties of
transmission lines on public health and safety. These effects include electric shocks and potential long-term health
effects.

Safety - Powerlines, as with electrical wiring, can cause serious electric shocks if certain precautions are not
taken. These precautions inciude building the lines to minimize the shock hazard. All BPA lines are designed and
constructed in accordance with the National Electrical Safety Code (NESC). NESC specifies the minimum allowable
distances between the lines and the ground or other objects. These requirements basically determine the edge of the
right-of-way and the height of the line, i.e., the closest point that houses, other buildings, and vehicles are allowed to
the line, to limit electric field effects to acceptable levels.

People must also take certain precautions when working or playing near powerlines. It is extremely important
that a person not bring anything, such as a TV antenna or irrigation pipe, too close to the lines. BPA provides a free
booklet that describes safety precautions for people who live or work near transmission lines. It is entitled, “Living
and Working Around High Voltage Power Lines.”
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Transmission lines can also induce voltages into objects near the lines. This effect can lead to nuisance shocks
if a voltage is induced on something like wire fencing which is on wood posts and, therefore, insulated from ground.
Usually, however, this becomes a problem only with lines of voltages above 230-kV. Should problems develop with
either high- or low-voltage lines, they can be corrected by simple grounding techniques. For 500-kV lines,
grounding of certain objects near the lines is a routine part of the construction process.

Electric and Magnetic Fields - Powerlines, like all electrical devices and equipment, produce electric fields and
magnetic fields. Current (movement of electrons in a wire) produces the magnetic field. Voltage (the force that
drives the current) is the source of the electric field. The strength of these fields also depends on the design of the
line and on distance from the line. Field strength decreases rapidly with this distance.

Electric and magnetic fields are found around any electrical wiring, including household wiring and electrical
appliances and equipment. Throughout a home, the electric field strength from wiring and appliances is typically
less than 0.01 kilovolts per meter (kV/m). However, fields of 0.1 kV/m and higher can be found very close to
electrical appliances.

Average magnetic field strergth in the home from wiring and electrical appliances is typically less than 1
milligauss (mG). Very close to appliances carrying high current, fields of tens or hundreds of milligauss are present.
Unlike electric fields, magnetic fields from outside powerlines are not reduced in strength by trees and building
material. So, powerlines can be the major source of magnetic field exposure throughout a home located close to the
line. There are no national standards for electric or magnetic fields.

Both electric and magnetic alternating-current (a-c) fields induce currents in conducting objects, including
people and animals. These currents, even from the largest powerlines, are too weak to be felt. However, some
scientists believe that these currents might be potentially harmful and that long-term exposure should be minimized.
Dozens of research projects on electric and magnetic fields have been conducted in the U.S. and other countries.
Studies of laboratory animals generally show that these fields have no obvious harmful effects. However, a number
of subtle effects of unknown biological significance have been reported in some laboratory studies.

Much attention at present is focused on several recent reports suggesting that workers in certain electrical
occupations and children living close to power lines have an increased risk of leukemia and other cancers. The
evidence, however, has not established a cause-and-effect relationship between electric or magnetic fields and
cancer.

Of the seven studies involving children, four reported that the cancer cases were around 1.5 to 3 times more
likely to have lived near high current powerlines compared to the control children (those without cancer). The
magnetic fields produced by the lines were suggested as possible factors influencing this finding. However,
statistically significant associations with actual measured magnetic fields were generally not found in these studies.

A 1982 study in Washington state first reported that men in various “electrical occupations” had died more
frequently from leukemia than men in other occupations. Several other studies reported similar findings suggesting
an increased risk of around 20 to 50 percent. More recent studies have also reported increased risks for brain
tumors, and breast cancer in electrical workers. So far, the factor(s) responsible for these results have not been
established.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has initiated an extensive review of the research on EMF and
cancer. A draft report by that agency is currently receiving extensive scientific review. To date, this review has not
found evidence to show that EMF causes cancer in humans. It appears :hat several more years of research will be
needed before questions raised about the possible health effects of EMF can pe answered.
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Because of scientific uncertainty, and increasing public concern, in 1988 BPA adopted "Guidance for
Addressing EMF Concerns." For proposed new transmission projects, practical alternatives are evaluated that will
avoid increasing EMF exposures of the public. Such alternatives include different transmission line designs, and
locations that would avoid nearby residences. This approach will be used on this project.

More detailed information on the studies discussed above can be found in a publication available free from
BPA. Itis titled, “Electrical and Biological Effects of Transmission Lines: A Review.”

Socio-Economic Impacts - Population will increase during construction of a transmission line. New access
roads may increase access to private land. Operating the line may cause radio and television interference, and
individuals living near a transmission line may experience strong negative feelings and many contend that lines
reduce the value of their property. A transmission line may disrupt normal farming practices.

Indirect Impacts

Many of the adverse social and economic impacts attributed to blackouts under the No Action Alternative
would be avoided if Alternative Strategy 1 is implemented.

The accelerated conservation measures included in the strategies also reduce energy needs at off-peak times
which lessens the need for conventional generating resources. As traditional energy resources such as hydroelectric
dams, coal-fired plants, and combustion turbines have greater environmental impacts, accelerating conservation also
accelerates the environmental benefits of energy conservation.

An indirect impact of a new double-circuit line across the Cascades might be a continuation of the current
tendency to site energy resources east of the Cascades. Generating technology impacts (adverse and beneficial)
might thus occur in eastern Washington or nearby states, if a reliable transmission delivery path is available. This
may cause conflict between ratepayers living east of the Cascades where power is sufficient, and ratepayers living
west of the Cascade where power is needed.

Building a transmission line could reduce the sense of urgency to conserve.
4.2.2 Mitigation Potential

Impacts attributed to energy conservation are caused by trapping undesirable gases in residences. To preserve
indoor air quality, mitigation measures such as controlling and avoiding pollution sources or removing pollution with
ventilation can be used. Compounds to replace ones that can deplete the ozone layer are available or are being
developed.

Historically, the dominant environmental issue for shunt capacitors was the insulating fluids containing PCBs
used in them. This will not be an issue because the new capacitors no longer use fluids containing PCBs.

The greatest opportunity for impact reduction is for the transmission line component of the strategy. As shown
in the impact evaluation matrix, rebuilding an existing line or expanding an existing line right-of-way offers
opportunities to reduce impacts significantly. In addition many design and location measures have been used to
reduce the visual, land use, clearing and construction impacts of transmission lines.
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4.2.3 Contingency Impacts

If load growth is not as predicted, or if any of the actions outlined in Chapter 1 occur to change the load/
resource balance, certain steps can be taken to respond to changing conditions. If less peaking capacity than
expected is needed, the transmission line in this alternative strategy can be delayed. This would postpone the
impacts of the line. If more power is required, Voltage Support Option 2 could be added. Impacts from this measure
are discussed under Alternative Strategy 2. Briefly, Voltage Support Option 2 would impact some land use because a
new substation would be required.

Load Curtailment measures are a contingency measure for all strategies. Curtailment measures evaluated were
contracts with industrial and commercial customers, or cooperatives. The contracts would use reduced power rates
in exchange for curtailing power during peak load. Contract curtailment would begin following an outage on the
transmission system during winter peak loads. In some cases, advance notification of curtailment may be possible,
but in other cases it may not. This creates more socio-economic impacts than would occur were advance notice
possible. Residential, institutional, or health and safety-oriented organizations would not be included in contracts.
Load curtailment affects health and safety, and has socio-economic impacts. Impacts are similar to, but less severe
than, impacts from the No Action Alternative (see Section 4.6.1),

4.3  ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 2 - VOLTAGE SUPPORT

Alternative Strategy 2 includes accelerated conservation measures and Voltage Support Option 1 described
under Alternative Strategy 1. Instead of a transmission line, additional voltage support (termed Voltage Support
Option 2) is provided. Voltage Support Option 2 requires construction of a new substation at the point where the
four 500-kv transmission lines of the southern transmission corridor first converge. Geographically, this area is
located about 10 miles north of Ellensburg, Washington ( see Map 14 in Chapter 3).  Environmental impacts
predicted to result from the new substation are summarized graphically in Figure 4-2 and described in the following
paragraphs. A comprehensive discussion of environmental impacts for the substation is provided in Appendix G.

Figure 4-2.
Environmental Impact Evaluation Matrix - Strategy 2
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4.3.1 Environmental Evaluation
Direct Impacts - Conservation (see 4.2.1)
Direct Impacts - Voltage Support Option 1 (see 4.2.2)

Direct Impacts - Voltage Support Option 2

Description of the New Substation - A 90-100 acre site (about 50 acres fenced) is needed for the new
substation. This site would be graded to form a level land surface. Gravel would be applied to the ground surface
and a chain link fence would be built around the substation's perimeter to insure safety and security. An existing
transmission line access road would be improved from the nearest county road to the site. As heavy equipment is
used within substations, access roads are similar to county roads. Four alternate sites are being considered (see map
14 which follows page 3-10.) Site 3 is preferred.

Two small buildings will be constructed at the substation for control and communication equipment and to
accemmodate operation and maintenance functions. The added maintenance requirements imposed by the new
substation will require additional substation operation and maintenance staff in the Ellensburg area. A maintenance
building is planned at the new substation for the new staff.

The electrical equipment planned for the new substation are switches, breakers, series capacitors and a station
service transformer. These devices contain oil, but the amount of oil is small and the oil will not contain toxic or
hazardous substances. Oil containment will be provided. Appendix G provides additional information on the
design and layout of the new substation.

Land Use Impacts - Sites under consideration for the proposed substation are on an existing transmission line
corridor. As currently conceived, most of the substation would lie within the existing rights-of-way, thus most of the
land impacted by the substation now serves an electric utility function.

The current land use on sites under consideration is rangeland. This rangeland has low productivity.
Removing about 50 acres of rangeland from production is considered a low land use impact. Ranch homes and
rural residences are sparsely scattered throughout the area. Choosing Site 2 would require acquisition of three
subdivided lots. The proposed substation will not directly impact residences, however it will in some instances be
partly visible. Impacts to residential proper:ies are considered low for Sites 1,3, and 4 and moderate for Site 2.

The new substation wouid have no impact on commercial, industrial, or forest lands. The Soil Conservation
Service has confirmed that Prime and Unique Agricultural or Forest land do not exist in the project area.

Wetlands Impacts - None of the sites under consideration for the substation would impact a wetland. The U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers requires that a Section 404 permit be secured before placing fill in waters of the United
States. The wetlands inventory of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was consulted and although wetlands occur in
the study area, all sites under consideration are far from these areas and would not be affected by the placement of
fill. Fill activity, therefore would not impact any wetlands.

Fish Impacts - All potential substation sites are located far enough from Naneum, Wilson and Reecer Creeks,
that no fish impacts are expected.

Wildlife Impacts - All sites under consideration for the new substation are far from riparian zones, which are
the most important wildlife habitat type in the area. Small numbers of upland animals now occupying the substation
site would be displaced and adjacent populations temporarily disturbed during construction of the substation. A low
level of impact to wildlife is predicted. Consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to determine if rare and
or endangered wildlife species are known to occupy the area revealed that wintering bald eagles may occur in the
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vicinity of the project area from October 1 through March 31 as well as the Northern Spotted Owl. No proposed
species have been idenufied. A candidate species, the long-billed curlew may also occur in the vicinity of the
prciect area. These species most likely inhabit the Wenatchee National Forest to the north. A biological assessment
has been initiated by a BPA wildlife biologist to determine the location of these species and if the building of a
substation would interfere with their needs. No impact to these species is expected from the proposed substation.

Vegetation Impacts - Expanding or constructing a new substation would remove about 50 acres of rangeland.
Vegetation within the substation would be prohibited to minimize fire hazards; this loss would be permanent. As the
existing vegetation types are common throughout the area and the amount lost is minor, a low impact to vegetation
is predicted in the vicinity of Site 1 and 2. A minimal impact is expected at Site 3 and 4 as both sites contain fewer
vegetation types than exist at Site 1 and 2. Site 4 is already maintained as a substation and water resources that
would encourage vegetation growth at site 3 are especially far from the site. A noxious weed survey of the area will
be conducted, and appropiiate measures to prevent introducing and stimulating the spread of noxious weeds will be
done during construction.

Water, Soil and Groundwater Impacts - Low or minimal impacts to water, soil and groundwater are expected.
In comparison to Site 3 and 4, Site 1 and 2 are relatively flat. Surface drainage patterns reveal seasonal flow that
occurs over a wide area and is not constrained by uneven land forms. Construction would most likely interrupt this
flow but drainage systems can be designed to reroute this flow around the substation into an existing stream or canal.
Impacts are expected to be low. In the vicinity of Site 1, groundwater is accessed by ranchers, digging
approximately 15 feet below the surface, for purposes of getting drinking water for their cattle. Grading for a
substation may interfere with this subsurface flow causing it to change direction.

Sites 3 and 4 do not appear to have the same potential for problems with surface drainage or subsurface flow.
Slopes are greater and drainage paterns found at Site 1 and 2 were not apparent indicating that significant overland
rainage may not occur here. A narrow shallow canal was dug to the east of Site 3 but a culvert will be put in as to
not interrupt flow by the access road. There is no evidence that subsurface flow is accessed by ranchers in the
vicinity of these sites. It is hard to predict depth to groundwater or whether construction on these sites will interfere
with a subsurface flow.

Erosion of soil for Sites 1, 2, and 3 will be low as slopes are not as steep as can be found at Site 4. Grading will
occur at the chosen site so the continuity of the soil layers will be disrupted. This will only occur within the
boundaries of the substation. Precautions are taken during construction to prevent soils from blowing away.

The oil used in series capacitors and the station service transformer will not be toxic and will be of small
volume. However, if oil is accidently sgilled it could contaminate the soil, and groundwater. Small spills will be
cleaned up in accordance with BPA's Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures Plan. To protect surface and
ground water and adjacent soils from contami. ion, oil collection membranes would be installed beneath
equipment containing large volumes of oil. Use of herbicides in substation areas to prevent vegetation growth could
affect soil and ground water.

rhe proposed substation sites are far enough from Naneum, Wilson and Reecer Creeks, and irrigation canals
that no impacts to these surface water features are expected.

Cultural Resources Impacts - Consultation with the Washington State Historic Preservation Office has begun to
determine if known historic or archeological sites occur in the siting area for the new substation. An environmental
review conducted in 1976 revealed no known archaeological or historic sites in the area. Hence, no or minimal
impacts to culturai resources are expected. BPA routinely conducts archeological surveys for substaticn sites once
their location is known to assure that unknown cultural resources are not inadvertently damaged during construction.

Aesthetics Impacts - Visual impacts created by the substation would be low to moderate. The sites under

consideration are about 10 miles from Ellensburg and major transnortation routes. A good indicator of potential
impact is BPA's existing Gas Insulated Cable site called Naneum, which is Site 4. The Naneum site is not visible
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from Ellensburg or from nearby highways, and it occupies a higher elevation than the other three sites under
consideration for the new substation.

If Site 4 were selected, a large earth excavation would be needed due to the steep slopes of this site. The
excavation would be very large and contrast with the natural colors and texture of the surroundings. It's aesthetic
impact is considered moderate. Several ridges and knolls lie between Ellensburg and the Sites 2, 3 and 4, further
restricting views. Views from the few scattered ranches and rural homes in the area will be impacted by the new
substation, more so at Site 2 and 4. In these instances the existing transmission line corridor already impacts visual
conditions hence the added impact of the substation is considered low to moderate.

Noise Impacts - Construction creates short-term noise. Noise generated by the station service transformer will
comply with Washington noise standards. The transmission lines presently make a low frequency crackling noise,
which is most noticeable when it rains. Noise levels at the new substation will not be perceptible from that made by
the transmission lines.

Health and Safety Impacts - Health and safety impacts associated with the new substation are predicted to
have a low impact magnitude.

One safety issue is that electrocution and serious injury including death can occur if individuals contact
energized equipment. Historically, substation electrocution hazards have been minimal.

Adding voltage support at the new substation will change how power flows on transmission lines within the
corridor and to a lesser degree on other lines in the transmission grid. Magnetic field levels associated with
transmission lines vary proportionately with the level of power flow on the lines. How the power is distributed
among the lines that comprise the NW power grid depends on a number of factors. Power demand varies daily and
seasonally. Generation patterns change in response to economic considerations, maintenance schedules, hydro
system water conditions, and power exchanges with Canada and California. Changes to the transmission network,
both temporary and long-term, also change how power flows in the grid. Because of this dynamic nature of the
power system it is difficult to characterize specifically how any one change impacts magnetic fields throughout the
transrnission grid.

It is important to note that the fields near substations are typically dominated by the lines entering and leaving
the substation. Adding voltage support to the electric power system at the proposed substation will significantly
change how electrical loads are distributed between transmission lines in the corridor, particularly those west of the
substation. Some lines on the corridor will experience load increases and some will experience load decreases.
Quantitative estimates of the change in magnetic field produced by the lines in the vicinity of the new substation are
provided in Appendix G. Overall, maximum levels do not change at the edge of the right-of-way. However, the
distribution of magnetic fields across the right-of-way will change. Magnetic fields on the southern portion of the
right-of-way will decrease. Added loads on the double-circuit 500-kV line, located at the northern edge of the right-
of-way, will cause magnetic fields to increase somewhat in the northern portion of the corridor. The substation will
not change EMF exposures at any existing residences in the vicinity of the facility.

Generally the new substation will cause a shift of some cross-Cascade power flow from the northern Stevens
pass corridor to the southern Stampede Pass corridor. Depending on system conditions, it could also increase power
flow on the south to north lines in the Puget Sound Basin. The impact of these load changes are very much site-
specific depending on electrical and geometrical considerations. There will be both increases and decreases in
magnetic fields for various lines due to these power shifts. However, magnetic field levels will be within the range
normally associated with transmission lines.
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Socio-Economic Impacts - Constructing the new substation would employ at most 30 construction workers
from outside the immediate area of the project. The duration of construction is expected to be one year and workers
from outside the area are not expected to bring dependents due to the short construction time. Workers from outside
the area would likely stay in motels/hotels or rent an apartment for the short time they are in the area. Given the
small number of the construction force compared with the population of the area there would be no need for
additional housing or community services.

The project would have a low impact on area employment, unemployment and income distribution. A
maximum of 20 people would be hired locally to fill short-term jobs. This represents a small number compared to
the total local labor force.

Indirect Impacts

Many of the adverse social and econoimic impacts attributed to blackouts under the No Action Alternative
would be avoided if Alternative Strategy 2 is implemented.

The accelerated conservation measures included in the strategies also reduce energy needs at off-peak times
which lessens the need for conventional generating resources. As traditional energy resources such as hydroelectric
dams, coal fired plants, and combustion turbines have greater environmental impacts, accelerated conservation also
speeds the environmental benefits of energy conservation.

To allow the system to operate at the levels needed after the voltage support additions are complete, some
localized transmission system upgrades may be necessary. These upgrades would probably be reconductoring of
existing lines, or adding new lines in existing corridors.

4.3.2 Mitigation Potential

Before the site for the new substation is chosen, surveys will be done to rule out areas with cultural resources,
wetlands, or other uses incompatible with a new substation. Local agencies and interest groups will be contacted to
encourage suggestions for a site. The substation will be designed to minimize its visual impact. A weed-barrier
fabric could be installed underground to reduce the need for herbicides.

Mitigation for the conservation measures is in Section 4.2.2.
4.3.3 Contingency Impacts

Load curtailment, a transmission line and combustion turbines are contingency measures for this strategy.
Load curtailment measures are described in Section 4.6.1, and transmission line impacts are described in
Section 4.2.1. Impacts for combustion turbines are described in Section 4.5.1.

4.4  ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 3 - DEMAND REDUCTION

This strategy includes the conservation measures and Voltage Support Option 1 common to all strategies. Load
management and fuel switching measures are added for additional energy needs. Figure 4-3 shows the
environmental evaluation factors and predicted impacts for Alternative Strategy 3.
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Figure 4-3. Environmental impact Evaluation Matrix - Strategy 3
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4.4.1 Environmental Evaluation
Direct Impacts - Conservation (see 4.2.1)
Direct Impacts - Voltage Support Option 1 (see 4.2.2)

Direct Impacts - Load Management Measures

Load management is achieved using water heater controls and time-of-use price changes. Analysts used
reported impacts from utilities using load management programs.

Socio-Economic Impacts - Load management can help utilities reduce costs by reducing or deferring the need
for new power plants. Fuel costs, and operating and maintenance costs can be reduced, and existing power plants
can be run more effectively. Public attitudes toward utilities may improve with time-of-use pricing if customers feel
a greater control of utility bills, but may worsen when service is controlled by utilities. Income benefits would likely
go to middle-income groups, not disadvantaged customers,

Direct Impacts - Fuel Switching
Fuel switching expected to occur because of market forces is already included in the load forecast. Additional
residential fuel switching measures are assumed for this analysis. Water heaters and space heating would be

changed from electricity to natural gas. Natural gas service is assumed available, or installed. The supply of natural
gas is assumed to be adequate for the demand in the Puget Sound area.
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Air Quality Impacts - Air quality impacts are hard to assess as the actual number and location of households
switching to natural gas is hard to predict. For the number of households assumed for this study, using more natural
gas would not increase CO, HC, and NO,_ in significant amounts.

Indirect Impacts

Shifting electricity use through the load management prograrns could move the peak to a different time. The
load management program could foster a new or expanded control equipment industry. The additional impacts from
natural gas extraction and delivery are assumed to be negligible. The utilities supplying natural gas will gain new
customers and revenue from the fuel switching program. Electric utilities will lose customers and revenues. Since
the input of carbon into the atmosphere will be negligible, the contribution to global warming will also be negligible.

4.4.2 Mitigation Potential
Impacts from this strategy are low. Load management prcgrams create impacts that do not require mitigation.

Depending on the number and location of households that switch to natural gas, a certain amount of uncontrolled
emissions are added to an airshed. Mitigation for conservation measures is in Section 4.2.2.

4.4.3 Contingency Impacts

If load growth slows, the load management and fuel switching programs can be delayed. If load growth
increases above predictions, Voltage Support Option 2 can be added. Load curtailment measures can also be used.
Impacts of Voltage Support Option 2 are in Section 4.3.1. Load curtailment impacts are described in Section 4.6.1.

4.5 ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY 4 - COMBUSTION TURBINES

This strategy also contains the conservation measures and Voltage Support Option 1, but adds combustion
turbines to provide power for peak loads. Figure 4-4 shows the expected impacts from this strategy.

Figure 4-4. Environmental Impact Evaluation Matrix - Strategy 4

Alternative Environmental Evaluation Factors

Land Use Natural Environment

Strategy Living |Non-Livin

(4 >

4 4 5|8

El S|E

Ed

i 3|5z 218l |2l
High Impact 8|9l 5| &| 8| = 3 |=|¢e K
Moderate Impact c E-::.; == B| |e|= 1R EE :w
] s 1
Low Impact A HEEEEE R PR PR E R

ini 16|28 ed 5l &[22 IS o1 |s IR
Minimal Impact =[S £|f 2«2 E|2|3]z|RI0|<|O|<|2|T|&

Conservation
Voltage Support 1
Peaking CT's

4-16



Puget Sound Area Elcct‘fic’ Reliability Plan - Draft Environmental Impact Statement

4.5.1 Environmental Evaluation
Direct Impacts - Conservation (see 4.2.1)
Direct Impacts - Voltage Support Option 1 (see 4.2.1)

Direct Impacts - Combustion Turbines

The type of combustion turbine considered in this alternative strategy is built to serve power for peak loads
only. Itis a single cycle 70 MW unit that operates infrequently (5% of the year). Combustion turbines are assumed
built on industrial or agricultural land. Other land uses would be affected indirectly only.

The primary fuel for the turbines is intended to be natural gas. Natural gas pipelines would be extended to the
combustion turbine sites. During recent cold snaps, natural gas service to existing Puget Sound combustion turbines
was curtailed. Thus oil tanks with a two week supply of fuel are planned as a backup fuel source during gas
curtailment periods. In recognition of fuel uncertainty, assessments of CT air quality impacts are based burning oil
(SO, in addition to NO,).

Impacts associated with producing and manufacturing material used in combustion turbines, and fuel burned
by the turbine, are expected to be minimal. Impacts associated with combustion turbines are ultimately dependent
upon where the facility is located. Integration of output from CT's may require transmission system modifications.
See Alternative Strategy 1 for a discussion of transmission impacts.

Land Use Impacts - About four acres are required for a combustion turbine site. A combustion turbine may
create conflicts with existing land use. Impacts depend on specific location.

Wetlands Impacts - Combustion turbines produce pollutants such as oxides of nitrogen (NO ) and sulfur (SO,).
NO, and SO, can react with moisture and form acid rain, which may affect wetland vegetation.

Fish Impacts - NO, and SO, may form acid rain, enter surface water, and affect fish.

Vegetation Impacts - NO, can react with moisture to form nitric acid that can harm vegetation. SO, is also
toxic to vegetation.

Water Impacts - Surface water pollution from storm runoff and chemical discharges could occur during
construction and operation, but are not expected to be significant. Surface water in the vicinity of the site may be
affected by NO, and SO, causing acidification. Water is needed for cooling; returned water may raise the
temperature of the water source,

Soil Impacts - Erosion is possible during plant construction. Soil may be contaminated by acid rain created by
air pollutants.

Groundwater Impacts - Groundwater may be contaminated during construction and operation of the plant if
oil is spilled. Area surrounding oil tanks are usually protected by membranes which catch oil if a spill occurs.

Air Quality Impacts - The principal air pollutants from oil burned through the combustion turbine process are
oxides of nitrogen, sulfur dioxide, carbon dioxide and waste heat. Burning oil (or gas) contributes to greenhouse
gases. Nitrogen dioxide and sulfur dioxide irritate mucous membranes and cause coughs, headaches, and shortness
of breath. Nitrogen oxides can become nitrates and form ozone. Qzone can damage plants and cause minor eye
irritation. Burning oil produces more pollutants than burning gas.
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Cultural Resources Impacts - Impacts to cultural resources are expected to be low, and would occur during
construction.

Aesthetics Impacts - The visuai nature of the landscape is changed during plant construction and operation.

Noise Impacts - Noise is a major concern at operating combustion turbine plants. Noise control measures can
reduce noise impacts.

Health and Safety Impacts - Plant operations produce pollutants that may affect the health of the public. Acid
rain produced from these pollutants is believed to be a carcinogen. Pollutants produced irritate the mucous
membranes and cause coughs and headaches.

Socio-Economic Impacts - NO, and SO, reacts with moisture and forms acid rain that damages buildings and
bridges. Combustion turbines produce greenhouse gases that may contribute to global warming.

Indirect Impacts

Additional transmission lines may be needed to reliably connect CT's to the transmission system. Impacts of
transmission lines can be found in Section 4.2.1.

4.5.2 Mitigation Potential

The most significant impacts attributed to Combustion Turbines are related to air emissions, noise and land use
disruption. The provisions of the Clear Air Act and following Best Available Control Technology provisions would
help assure that emissions would not significantly affect public health. Noise created during operation of the
turbines can be partially reduced through careful design, and the use of noise buffers such as mufflers to shield noise
sensitive properties. Careful site selection can eliminate many adverse land use effects. For example, if an industrial
site is chosen for the CT's land use impacts would be low.

Impacts to soils, vegetation and aesthetics also can be reduced by careful siting and design.

4.5.3 Contingency Impacts

The combustion turbines can be delayed if they are unnecessary. If load grows unexpectedly, Voltage Support
Option 2 or more combustion turbines can be added to the system. Load curtailment also can be used. Impacts of
Voltage Support Option 2 are in Section 4.3.1. Load curtailment impacts are described in Section 4.6.1 under the
No Action Alternative.

4.6 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

The No Action Alternative is a theoretical alternative defined as individual utilities independently taking actions
deemed appropriate considering their customers' needs. It is a "business as usual" alternative where utilities may or
may not coordinate planning for projects.

Without a coordinated plan, there is a potential for one or more voltage collapse or partial collapse incidents to
occur during the 1994-2003 planning period. The result is a brownout or blackout. Analysts assumed an area-wide
blackout will last an average of four hours because restoring service on distribution lines that serve them requires
additional time. If transmission lines or generators need major repairs, the blackout will last longer. Fewer than one
outage in ten extends more than eight hours. The chance that service will be disrupted increases with time as load
grows. Commerce and industry are adversely affected as the quality and reliability of power decreases.
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The No Action Alternative assumes individual utilities will make resource decisions. Without a coordinated
plan for resource acquisition, more local generation may occur. However, this possibility is speculative, and
estimating the impacts from this speculation is not discussed in this EIS.

Figure 4-5 shows the environmental evaluation factors and the individual ratings for the No Action Alternative.
Analysts used reported impacts from blackouts that have occurred elsewhere to make their findings. No Action has
high health and safety, and socio-economic impacts, and low air quality impacts.

Figure 4-5.
Environmental Impact Evaluation Matrix - No Action Strategy
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4.6.1 Environmental Evaluation

Direct Impacts

Health and Safety Impacts - When a loss of electricity occurs, all services provided by electrical energy cease.
lHlumination is fost. Lighting used by residential, commercial, industrial and municipal customers for safe
locomotion and security is affected. Residential consumers lose heat. Highways experience gridlock where traffic
signals fail to operate. Industrial production is halted. Residential, commercial, and industrial customers experience
comfort/safety and temperature impacts, increases in smoke and pollen, and changes in humidity, due to loss of
ventilation. Mechanical drives stop, causing impacts as elevators, food preparation machines, and appliances for
cleaning, hygiene, and grooming are unavailable to residential customers. Commercial and industrial customers also
lose service for elevators, food preparation, cleaning, office equipment, heavy equipment, and fuel pumps.
Transportation impacts include propulsion loss. Sewage transportation and treatment can be disrupted.

Electricity for cooking and refrigeration is lost. Residential, commercial, and industrial customers cannot
prepare or preserve food and perishables. A special problem is the loss of industrial continuous process heat.
Electricity loss also affects alarm systems, communication systems, cash registers, and equipment for fire and police
departments.
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Socio-Economic Impacts - When services provided by electricity described above are lost, there are also socio-
economic impacts. Customers incur costs as they turn to alternative energy sources. Hospitals, nursing homes,
federal prisons, airports, farms, and others with standby generators and fuel reserves use them. Other effects include
increased theft, loss of retail business, loss of production time, reduced tax revenues, damaged equipment, lost data,
spoiled products, and additional maintenance costs.

Government agencies experience additional expenses during a blackout. The major expenses are related to
overtime payments to fire, police and other personnel, emergency aid payments, and costs incurred to control
looting.

Utilities also incur costs from lost revenue, and costs to restore service. New equipment purchased to pievent
future incidents requires capital. Responding to legal suits brought against a utility incurs costs.

Long-term economic effects could occur if industry, in general, concludes that the region's power supply
system is unreliable and below acceptable standards.

Air Quality Impacts - If home owners burn wood during a blackout, air quality could be degraded. Emergency
generators usually burn oil and could increase air pollution locally. This may be offset by decreased industrial air
pollutant releases, and reduced automobile exhaust emissions if workers remain home. Impacts would be
temporary.

Indirect Impacts

Lacking a coordinated resource acquisition plan, individual utilities may develop more local generation than
otherwise developed. More local generation could increase the level of impacts on land use, air quality, fish and
wildlife, and/or other resources. More individuals may participate in conservation programs or conserve on their
own than in other alternative strategies. Individuals may change their life-styles to adapt to the potential for
brownouts and blackouts. If power interruptions become frequent, businesses and industries dependent on a reliable
power supply may relocate to regions with a more reliable power supply system. This would lead to loss of jobs and
economic stability within the region.

4.6.2 Mitigation Potential

Mitigation is not a logical component of the No Action Alternative. Mitigation of adverse impacts is an
expected outcome of long-range planning. Uncoordinated planning and hurried problem solving could cause
duplication of facilities, and lost impact mitigation opportunities.

4.6.3 Contingency Impacts

The No Action Alternative is an unplanned strategy and one which, by nature, has no contingency measures to
be undertaken if rapidly changing needs occur. System failure, which has high health and safety and socio-
economic impacts, would be the default contingency under the No Action Alternative.

4.7 ENVIRONMENTAL COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES AND THE NO
ACTION ALTERNATIVE

This section takes the information from the environmental, and economic and technical evaluations about each
strategy and uses it to compare the strategies. tach strategy is evaluated against the purposes listed in Chapter 1.
The environmental impacts are compared first. A comparison of the projected impacts for the alternative strategies
is provided in Figure 4-6. Measures common to all strategies are evaluated first followed by the alternative strategies.
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Figure 4-6.
Strategy Impact Comparison Matrix
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As explained in Chapter 1, a key purpose for any plan is to meet Federal and State environmental quality
requirements. Each strategy will be discussed with this in mind. Individual measures cause impacts to different parts
of the environment, both living and non-living. Analysts are reluctant to judge relevance of impacts, e.g., whether an
air quality impact is equal to or greater than an impact to fish. The relevance of impacts is not given, just the level of
impact.

When composing the strategies, planners eliminated most measures with significant impacts. The remaining
measures can, with mitigation, create low and moderate impacts only. The difference among the strategies are
minor. Only the transmission line and peaking combustion turbines have the potential to affect many environmental
sectors. Other measures only affect a few. The conservation measures and Voltage Support Option 1 are common
to all strategies except the No Action Alternative.

Preferred Alternative - The preferred alternative is a hybrid of Alternate Strategy 2. The strategy is second
lowest in impact and about equal to Alternate Strategy 3.

Alternative Strategy 1 - The transmission line in this strategy is the only measure that has the potential for high
impacts. These impacts could be reduced with careful siting. This strategy has greater impacts than Alternative
Strategies 2, 3 and 4.

Alternative Strategy 2 - This strategy has fewer impacts than Alternative Strategies 1 and 4 and the No Action
Alternative. Itis close in impact to Alternative 3.

Alternative Strategy 3 - This strategy has the fewest impacts.

Alternative Strategy 4 - The combustion turbines in this strategy cause more impacts than the measures in
Alternative Strategies 2 and 3, but somewhat lower than Alternative Strategy 1.

No Action Alternative - The No Action Alternative would avoid the physical impacts of the transmissinn line
in Alternative Strategy 1, and the peaking combustion turbines in Alternative Strategy 4. The social and economic
impacts of this alternative are greater than any of the strategies.

The procedural provisions for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act asks that comparisons of
alternatives discuss: 1) adverse affects that cannot be avoided; 2) the relationship between short-term uses of man's
(sic) environment and the maintenance and enhancement of long-term productivity; and 3) any irreversible and
irretrievable commitments of resources that would be involved in the proposal should it be implemented.
Discussions on these topics are provided below:

Adverse Effects that Cannot be Avoided - In Alternative Strategy 1, the transmission line rights-of-way will
unavoidably restrict certain activities. Trees that would interfere with the line, and buildings and similar structures

would be prohibited on the right-of-way. Ample site alternatives are normally available for such uses adjacent to
rights-of-way.

Short-Term Use of The Environment and Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-Term Productivity - The
alternatives under consideration do not pose impacts that would alter the long-term productivity of the affected
environment. Were the measures proposed in the alternative strategies removed and the affected areas restored, little
change in long-term environmental productivity would have been caused.

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources - Resources committed to the alternative strategies are
the materials used in the various measures (transmission line, substation equipment, combustion turbine, gas
furnaces installed through fuel switching) and the fuels consumed either during construction or operation of the
measures. Alternative Strategies 3 (fuel switching) and (combustion turbines) both use natural gas, a non-renewable
resource. There could be loss of habitat with Alternative Strategy 1.
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4.8 ECONOMIC AND TECHNICAL EVALUATION

This section explains six economic and technical evaluations that were conducted. Coupled with the
preceding environmental analysis, one can judge the relative merits of alternative strategies.

The No Action Alternative by definition is undefined both from the standpoint of what actions would be taken,
by whom and when. Conventional economic and technical evaluations for the No Action Alternative thus were not
possible. Yet, the cost of No Action can be predicted in less precise terms. For example, the economic
consequences of blackouts nistorically have been high. If No Action leads to a blackout in Puget Sound, economic
effects would be high, as would public health and safety impacts. The No Action Alternative is expected to have the
greatest long-term economic impact.

As defined, the technical performance of a No Action Alternative ( blackouts are likely ), provides a level of
electrical service that would not comply with utility transmission system reliability criteria. The No Action
Alternative ranks lowest from a technical perspective.

More information on the economic and technical evaluation is provided in Appendix C.

4.8.1 Description of Economic and Technical Study Framework

This study assumes that the Puget Sound area is served by a single utility. Therefore, no distinction is made
between private and public utilities or load served by BPA and load served by utility-owned generation. Where
appropriate, costs incurred by consumers are included as well as utility costs.

This study has two relevant time periods. First is the decision period, which extends from 1994 through 2003.
In these ten years, actions are proposed to meet forecast peak loads. The analysis continues beyond 2003 through
2010 in order to capture adequately the costs and benefits of actions taken through 2003.

Six evaluation factors are used in this study. They provide a measure of how well each of four alternative
strategies solve the peak load problem of Puget Sound. Five of these factors are routinely used by utilities in the
region for energy planning and have received public review. The last factor "Power System Reliability" is new for
this project. Each factor is explained below

No economic benefit is assigned to solving the reliability problem. While consumers will have fewer outages,
no dollar values were included in this analysis. Therefore, the net cost of fixing the problem may be negative.

4.8.2 Minimize Present Value of System Costs

This factor examines the costs and benefits of the measures in each alternative. Results are presented as a net
present value (NPV), where costs and benefits occurring in different years are summarized as a single number which
recognizes the time value of money. For this study, costs and benefits are analyzed over the study period, 1994 to
2010. This calculation takes a societal perspective including costs and benefits to utilities and consumers,

The capital costs required to build, operate and maintain the measures are estimated and their sum represents
the cost of a strategy. The monetary value of power produced or saved is calculated and subtracted to determine the
net benefits of a strategy. The balance of the costs and benefits are adjusted by applying a 5% inflation rate and a
3% discount rate to determine the net present value of the strategy. The net present value of the alternatives is
provided in Table 4-2. Alternative Strategies 1, 2 and 4 have positive net present values, This indicates that benefits
exceed costs. Alternative Strategy 3 has greater costs than benefits. Alteritative Stretegy 2 provides the greatest net
present value,
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Table 4-2. Present Value of System Costs

Strategies 1990 $
Alternative Strategy 1 $67,000,000
Alternative Strategy 2 * $105,000,000
Alternative Strategy 3 -$128,000,000
Alternative Strategy 4 $40,000,000

(* Preferred Alternative)

4.8.3 Minimize Sensitivity to Load Growth

The alternative strategies were designed to meet medium load growth. The Minimize Sensitivity to Load
Growth factor evaluates the economic impacts of each strategy under different load growth rates. If load growth is
slower than predicted, delaying high-cost measures would yield monetary savings. If investments in a measure are
made and low growth conditions occur, revenues and costs will be greater than benefits. Conversely, if loads
increase rapidly, strategies with surplus capacity may incur no additional costs. Table 4-3 shows how the four
alternative strategies perform under different load growth rates.

Tabie 4-3. Sensitivity to Load Growth

Present Value 1990 $

Strategies Low Medium High Range
Growth Growth Growth
Alternative Strategy 1 -$88,000,000 $67,000,000 $109,000,000 $196,000,000
Alternative Strategy 2* -$21,000,000 | $105,000,000 | $97.000,000 |  $126,000,000
Alternative Strategy 3 -$212,000,000 | -$128,000,000 | -$131,000,000 $84,000,000
Alternative Strategy 4 -$35,000,000 $40,000,000 -$63,000,000 $102,000,000

*Preferred Alternative
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The analysis assumes that a change in growth begins in 1994 and utilities begin to take actions in 1998. This
acknowledges that it takes time to both discover a problem and to take corresponding actions. For low load growth,
conservation, load management and fuei switching programs are stopped in 1999. Within the four alternatives,
peaking combustion turbines are the only other measures that can be delayed or stopped after 1998, so Alternative
Strategy 4 has fewer combustion turbines with low load growth.

For high load growth, contract curtailment is acquired to cover deficits before new measures can be brought
on-line. Measures are added to cover the additional peak deficits from high load growth. Alternative Strategy 1 has
enough excess capacity to cover the high peaks. Alternative Strategy 2 adds a transmission line in 2002. Alternative
Strategies 3 and 4 both add Voltage Support Option 2 in 2001. In addition, Alternative Strategy 4 also adds more
combustion turbines from 2001-2003. Alternative Strategy 3, although the highest cost under all three load growth
scenarios, has the smallest range, or least sensitivity to load growth.

4.8.4 Minimize Near-Term Revenue Requirements

This factor looks at the annual amount utilities, and indirectly ratepayers, would need to pay to acquire the
measures in each alternative strategy. Costs in this analysis factor are termed revenue requirements, as the money
required would be gathered through customer paid rates. In contrast to the NPV calculations, this analysis only
looks at the dollars utilities would need to pay for the alternatives. It does not include the effects of lost revenues or
changes that would occur in system operations. Results reported are average gross impacts on revenue
requirements for the years 1996-1998. For a full discussion of assumptions see Appendix C.

Table 4-4 displays the near-term revenue requirements. Notice that revenue requirements are not included for
fuel switching in Alternative Strategy 3; it is unclear what electric utilities would pay for this measure
(see Appendix D on reduce-use options for discussion on possible costs). Results are expressed in terms of the
average yearly revenue requirement between 1996-1998. Alternative Strategies 2 and 4 have the lowest near-term
revenue requirements.

Table 4-4. Near-Term Revenue Requirements

Strategies 1990 $
Alternative Strategy 1 $50,000,000
Alternative Strategy 2* $25,000,000
Alternative Strategy 3** $50,000,000
Alternative Strategy 4 $20,000,000
* Preferred Alternative ** Does Not Include the Cost of Fuel Switching
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4.8.5 Minimize Long-Term Revenue Requirements

This evaluation factor is the same as minimizing near-term revenue requirements except it looks at the years
2006-2008. Long-term impacts are also important to consider. These are shown in Table 4-5. Alternative Strategy 2
has the lowest long-term revenue requirement.

Table 4-5. Long-Term Revenue Renuirements

Strategies 1990 $
Alternative Strategy 1 $75,000,000
Alternative Strategy 2* $40,000,000
Alternative Strategy 3** $110,000,000
Alternative Strategy 4 $105,000,000
* Preferred Alternative  ** Does Not Include the Cost of Fuel Switching

4.8.6 Maximize Deliverability in View of Social and Political Factors

In every decision process, factors other than economic or financial impacts affect the final decision. ™ nese
influences are largely political and/or social and can strongly affect whether an alternative strategy is practical and
achievable, regardless of its economic attractiveness. Certain technologies or actions may be well known and
proven, but public acceptance may keep them from occurring. This evaluation factor attempts to assess the impact
of factors such as regulatory influences, institutional complexity, and public acceptability on the ability to implement
each alternative strategy.

itis likely there will be sume overlap with the environmental impacts and other evaluation factors. However,
this factor assesses how the perception of environmeantal impacts affects the feasibility, or deliverability, of a
particular alternative. It does not necessarily follow that the alternative with the fewest or mos' benign
environmental impacts will be the most deliverable. Finally, in contrast to other evaluation factors, this factor is
largely the result of judgment.

Members of the Sounding Board were asked to rank each measure on a scale ranging from deliverable (1) to
undeliverable (4). Rankings of the 19 members present were averaged and are shown in Table 4-6. Only the
measures that differ among the alternatives are presented in the table below. We found little difference in
deliverability among alternative strategies. Conservation measures, included in all four alternatives, are ranked as
deliverable to somewhat deliverable (1.4 to 1.9). For contrast, a nuclear plant was rated as undeliverable (3.7). The
No Action alternative was not ranked.



Puget S(’)un(I“AréaFI'EI'eglric Reliability Plan - Draft Environmental.‘lmpact Statement )

Table 4-6. Deliverability

Strategies Deliverability
Alternative Strategy 1 1.6
Transmission Line 1.6
Alternative Strategy 2* 1.5
Voltage Support 2 1.5
Alternative Strategy 3 2
Water Heater Control 2
Time-of-Use Rates not ranked
Fuel Switching 1.8
Alternative Strategy 4 1.7
Combustion Turbines 1.7

1= Deliverable 2=Somewhat Deliverable 3=Somewhat Undeliverable 4=Undeliverable
*Preferred Alternative

4.8.7 Maximize Power System Reliability

Reliability is a measure of the capability of the power system to meet consumer demanas over a period of time.
It is typically measured in terms of unreliability, such as how often outages occur, how long they last, and how much
load is affected. The goal is to maximize reliability to the extent economically justifiable.

Planners use a set of rules, such as the BPA Reliability Criteria, to establish reliability requirements for the
power system. All proposed alternatives must meet the tests specified in the Criteria. However, even after meeting
the tests, each alternative may provide a different level of reliability. For example, two transmission circuits on the
same tower pose a greater risk than two transmission circuits on separate rights-of-way.

Existing transmission reliability models are not capable of examining the Puget Sound area peak load problem
because of the complexity of the system and the difficulty of detecting voltage collapse. Therefore, a simplified
analysis was performed that qualitatively ranks the alternatives according to their respective reliability. The results
of the analysis are illustrated in Table 4-7.
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Table 4-7. Reliability

Strategies Reliability
Alternative Strategy 1 2
Transmission Line 2
Alternative Strategy 2* 2
Voltage Support 2 2
Alternative Strategy 3 2
Water Heater Control 2
Time-of-Use Rates 2
Fuel Switching 1
Alternative Strategy 4 2
Combust’ >n Turbines 2

1= Highly Ruiable 2=Reliable 3=Somewhat Reliable 4=Not Very Reliable
*Preferred Alternative

The following factors were considered:

* Number of units (100,000 water heaters vs. two transmission circuits)
* Failure rate (based on experience, how often it is unavailable)
¢ Common mode outages (loss of one tower with two transmission circuits)

All of the measures were ranked on a scale of highly reliable (1) to not very reliable (4). Of the measures that
are different among the alternatives, only fuel switching stands out as highly reliable (1). This is because an
appliance, such as an electric water heater, is removed, and cannot add to the peak load problem. At the other
extreme, a nuclear plant, with a lot of eggs in one large basket, was ranked as not very reliable (4). We cannot
differentiate among the alternatives based on measure reliability.

4.8.8 Surplus Capacity
One factor which is not captured by the evaluation is the potential benefits of surplus capacity provided by

each alternative. Some alternatives, such as the transmission line, provide more capacity than needed during the
decision period. Table 4-8 gives the surplus capacity that exists for each strategy in 2003.
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Table 4-8. Surplus Capacity of the Strategies

Strategies Exces(shﬁw))acity
Alternative Strategy 1 1,608
Alternative Strategy 2* 608
Alternative Strategy 3 408
Alternative Strategy 4 28

* Preferred Alternative

These margins provide for additional reliability throughout the decision period should the deficit increase due
to higher load growth or a delay in expected generation or conservation. In addition, the margin can serve load
growth beyond the decision period without requiring further investment.

4.8.9 Summary

Findings for the six economic and technical evaluation factors are tabulated below. The alternative which
ranks highest, or group of high ranking alternatives, are shown in bold.

Table 4-9. Economic and Technical Evaluation Summary

ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES

EVALUATION FACTORS Strategy 1 Strategy 2* Strategy 3 Strategy 4
Net Present Value $67,000,000 } $105,000,000 | -$128,000,000 | $39,000,000

Sensitivity to Load Growth

$196,000,000

$126,000,000

$84,000,000

$102,000,000

Near Term Revenue Requirements | $50,000,000 $25,000,000 $50,000,000 $20,000,000
Long Term Revenue Requirements | $75,000,000 $40,000,000 | $110,000,000 | $105,000,000
Deliverability (1=Hi, 4=Low) 1.6 1.5 2.0 1.7
Reliability (1=Hi, 4=Low) 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

* Preferred Alternative
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5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTATION, REVIEW, AND
PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

Several Federal laws and administrative procedures must be met depending on the actions contained in the
selected Plan. This section lists and briefly describes requirements that may need to be met by a specific project.
Some of the requirements listed relate to site-specific impacts beyond the scope of this DEIS. These will be
addressed through any site-specific EIS's. Since all measures are not part of the alternative strategies, some of the
requirements listed will not apply. This is noted. Table 5-1 shows which measure must meet which requirement.
For example, if a new transmission line is in the Plan, a checkmark shows which requirement must be met. If BPA
proposes an action, all requirements of NEPA will be met. All requirements of the Washington State Environmental
Policy Act (SEPA) will be met by participating utilities proposing an action.

5.1 NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT

This DEIS is prepared according to NEPA (42 USC 4321 et seq.). BPA will take into account potential
environmental consequences and will take action to protect, restore, and enhance the environment.

5.2 ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES

The Endangered Species Act (16 USC 1536) provides for conserving endangered and threatened species of fish,
wildlife and plants. Federal agencies must ensure proposed actions do not jeopardize the continued existence of any
endangered or threatened species, or cause the destruction or adverse modification of their habitat. When
conducting any environmental impact analysis for specific projects, agencies must identify practicable alternatives to
conserve or enhance such species.

A consultation letter was sent to the Department of Fish and Wildlife requesting a list of endangered and
threatened species in the siting area. Listed species include wintering bald eagles that may occur in the vicinity of
the project area from October 1 through March 31 as well as the northern spotted owl. No proposed species have
been identified. A candidate species, the long-billed curlew may also occur in the vicinity of the project area. A
biological assessment has been initiated by a BPA wildlife biologist to determine if the building of a substation would
interfere with species needs. No interference is expected.

5.3  FISH AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION

The Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act of 1980 (16 USC 2901 et seq.) encourages Federal agencies to
conserve and promote conservation of non-game fish and wildlife species and their habitats. The Northwest Power
Planning Council’s Protected Areas, intended to protect, mitigate, and enhance fish and wildlife of the Columbia
River and its tributaries, are part of the screening criteria used to eliminate alternatives from this Plan. Other
identified critical areas are precluded from development because it would cause significant adverse effects to fish
and wildlife. The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 USC 661 et seq.) requires Federal agencies undertaking
projects affecting water resources to consult with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service to conserve or improve wildlife
resources. As projects are proposed, BPA will consult with the U).S. Fisn and Wildlife Service to conserve and
improve wildlife resources.

Water resources that promcte fish and wildlife habitat Fave been identified in the siting area. All four proposed
locations are far enough away from water resources thai they do not interfere with surface flow or riparian
vegetation. The Washington Department of Wildlife will ke contacted to determine if the proposed site locations
interfere with any upland wildlife habitat migration patterns. No interference is anticipated.
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5.4 HERITAGE CONSERVATION

Congress has passed many Federal laws to protect the nation’s historical, cultural, and prehistoric resources.
These include the National Historic Preservation Act, the Archeological Resources Protection Act, the American
Indian Religious Freedom Act, the National Landmarks Program, and the World Heritage List. Preserving cultural
resources allows Americans to have an understanding and ap preciation of their origins and history. A cultural
resource is an object, structure, building, site or district that provides irreplaceable evidence of natural or human
history of national, state or local significance. Cultural resources include National Landmarks, Natural Landmarks,
archeological sites, and properties listed (or eligible for listing) on the National Register of Historic Places.

Table 5-1.
. o
Environmental Consultation Measures
L] []
Review, and Permit
¥ %
Requirements Matrix
HBE
€l.]2
s Possible Consultation, Review and Permit Requirement |- ; % ;
THHHHEHE
A HHEHE R HE
. . HHHEHHHME
Requirements List HHHHHEHHEE
Nationa! Environmentai Policy Act VAVAVAVAVATACA s
Encangerec and Threatened Species /7|7 |/
Fish and wtidlife Corserve ian VAV P
Heritage Conservation 7/ Zi7 v
State, Areaw'de, and Local Plan and Prograrm Cons'stency 4 1717
Farmiand Protecticn (/7|7
Recreat:on Resources 4 k44
Flgogplains 7| /v
wetlands Aravi
Global Warming 4
Coastal Zone Management Cons:stency A4 V4
Energy Conservatlion at Federal Facllities 717 4 /
Poliution Controi at Federal Facllit es |/
Nolse Control 7/ 7/
Nuciear Requiatory Commission Licensing
FERC Licensing ¢f Hycroelectric Fac:lities
Certification to DOE - Powerp'ant and Incustrial Fuel Act 7/
Emisston Permits under the C ean Air Act 4
Discharge Permits under the Clear Water Act 7/
Underground injection under the Safe Drinking Water Act
Rivers and Harbors Act 7/
Clean Water Act /{77
Geothermal Resource Development on Feceral tand
Leases and Permits for Using Feceral Lanc for a Power Plant 4
taserrert fcr Trarsm'ss'on Line Across Federal Lands 7/
Notice to Federal aviation Admin stralion v/
Perrnits Lnder the Resource Conservat on and Reccvery Act |/

5-2



Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan -Draif Environmental Impact Statement |

Any energy conservation and load management measures that would be undertaken as part of the Plan would
follow the procedures in the 1983 Programmatic Memorandum of Agreement for BPA's energy conservation
programs, prepared in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and implementing
regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. Heritage conservation consultation requirements are therefore fully satisfied for
energy conservation and load management measures.

Construction and operation of transmission measures may affect historic properties and other cultural
resources. A consultation letter was sent to the Washington State Historic Preservation Office requesting a list of
resources that are located in the siting area. They responded that "No National Register or eligible properties are
known to exist within the area of the undertaking's potential environmental impact, but it is highly possible that the
area contains undiscovered historic sites of potential significance. Therefore, a cultural resources field survey is
required". BPA will conduct a cultural resources survey and the findings will be reported in the FEIS. It is BPA
policy to comply with requirements should previously unidentified cultural resources be revealed during
construction,

Load Curtailment undertakings would not alter existing properties and therefore historic or cultural resources
would be unaffected.

5.5 STATE, AREAWIDE, AND LOCAL PLAN AND PROGRAM CONSISTENCY

BPA and the Puget Sound area utilities will coordinate distribution of this plan with clearinghouses for State
and local agency review and consultation as required by Executive Order 12372. BPA will follow each State’s
permit process and will be consistent with land use plans. Individual projects would be coordinated with state and
local government agencies to ensure all requirements are met.

The Kittitas Planning Department was contacted regarding land use consistency for the proposed new
substation. Siting of transmission facilities on Forest/Rangeland will require a plan amendment and application for a
conditional-use permit.

5.6 FARMLAND PROTECTION

The Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 USC 4201 et seq.) directs Federal agencies to identify and quantify
adverse impacts of Federal programs on farmlands. The Act’s purpose is to minimize the amount Federal programs
contribute to unnecessary and irreversible conversion of agricultural land to non-agricultural uses. As individual
projects or actions are proposed, local Soil Conservation Service maps will be used to decide whether any prime or
unique farmland or additional land of local importance is affected.

A letter was sent to the Soil Conservation Service requesting identification of any proposed sites as prime
agricultural or forest land. None were identified in the siting area.

5.7 RECREATION RESOURCES

Recreation resources are areas designated by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, the National Trails System Act,
the Wilderness Act, or parklands, and other ecologically sensitive areas. These areas are excluded from
development in this Plan as part of the screening factors for alternatives, and would therefore not be affected by any
of the alternatives.

The Washington Department of Natural Resources was contacted regarding recreational use within the siting
area. Hunting is very popular in the canyon areas surrounding Wilson and Naneum Creeks to the north of the siting
area. The creek areas are a popular weekend destination for the people of Ellensburg. As potential sites are located
away from creek habitats, no interference with recreational uses is anticipated.
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5.8 FLOODPLAINS

Floodplains are the lowlands adjoining inland and coastal waters, and flat areas and flood-prone areas of
offshore islands. Under Executive Order 11988, floodplain development is discouraged whenever there is a
practicable alternative. If specific projects are proposed that might cause development in a floodplain, alternatives to
developing in the floodplain will be considered.

Inspection of floodplain maps reveal proposed locations for the new substation are far from both Wilson and
Naneum Creeks, both of which flow through the siting area.

5.9 WETLANDS

Areas inundated by surface or groundwater sufficient to support vegetative or aquatic life requiring saturated or
seasonally saturated soil conditions for growth and reproduction are known as "wetlands." Examples include
swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet meadows, river overflow areas, and
mudflats. Under Executive Order 11990, construction in wetlands is discouraged whenever there is a practicable
alternative. For specific projects other regulations also may apply:

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899
National Environmental Policy Act

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

Emergency Wetlands Act of 1985

state statutes

If a permit is needed for a specific project, permitting agencies must find that the project’s public valu~s exceed
the resource’s public values, and that there are no other practicable alternatives.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife maps were inspected for evidence of wetlands in the siting area. All wetlands are
confined to areas bordering the creeks. As proposed sites are far from riparian habitats, no interference with
wetlands will occur.

5.10 GLOBAL WARMING

As a federal agency, BPA has a responsibility and commitment to provide a reliable, cost-effective,
environmentally sound electric power system. Global warming impacts are addressed in this environmental
analysis, and will be considered for specific projects proposed where applicable.

5.11 COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT CONSISTENCY

The Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 requires federal actions be consistent, to the maximum extent
practicable, with approved state Coastal Zone Management Programs. If proposed projects could af’ect the coastal
zone, BPA will consult with the state and ensure consistency with state programs.

Proposed site locations for the new substation are away from creeks located in the siting area and will not
come under the jurisdiction of the Coastal Zone Management Act.
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5.12 ENERGY CONSERVATION AT FEDERAL FACILITIES

This will be addressed if any project involves constructing new or retrofitting existing federal facilities.
Construction of the control house for the new substation project will comply with energy conservation standards for
federal facilities. Any other proposals involving federal facilities will also need to follow these standards.

5.13 POLLUTION CONTROL AT FEDERAL FACILITIES

Several pollution control acts apply to federal facilities. If this Plan leads to new federal facilities (the new
substation included), BPA will comply with the following statutes:

Clean Air Act

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

Toxic Substances Control Act

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act
Noise Control Act

5.14 NOISE CONTROL

In Washington state, the Noise Control Act of 1974, amended by the 1987 legislature, gives authority to
enforce noise codes to local governments. Operation of the new substation will comply with local noise standards.
For other specific projects, BPA will consult with local government and comply with local noise standards.

5.15 FEDERAL LICENSING AND PERMIT REQUIREMENTS FOR NEW POWER RESOURCES

This section describes licensing and permit requirements for new power resources. Information on mitigating
environmental impacts in the legislation requiring licenses or permits, or references to appropriate regulations
covering mitigation, are included in the discussion. The focus here is licensing and permit requirements needed at
the generation site. The required permits for fuel procurement, e.g., coal mining, and transportation to the
generation site, are also important topics, but are outside the scope of this document. Peaking combustion turbines
are the only new power resources considered in any of the alternative strategies. Therefore, the following two
federal licensing requirements do not apply:

e Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) Licensing
¢ Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Licensing of Hydroelectric Facilities

5.15.1  Certification to DOE under the Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act

The Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978, amended in 1981 and 1987, requires that baseload power
plants with natural gas or petroleum as the primary energy source must have the capability to use coal or another
alternative fuel as its primary energy source in lieu of natural gas or petroleum. Certification is submitted to DOE
prior to constructing a new powerplant or converting an existing power plant to baseload operation.

5.15.2 Emission Permits under the Clean Air Act

The basic statute for regulating air quality in the U.S. is the Clean Air Act. Four Clean Air Act-related permits
described here could apply to a new or modified power resource.

State Emission Permit - State emission permit programs ensure new or modified sources will not violate
federal or state ambient air standards.
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Nonattainment Permit - Nonattainment permits are required for new or modified major stationary emission
sources in nonattainment areas. Nonattainment areas are areas where ambient air quality standards are not being
met. A major stationary source has the potential to emit 100 tons per year (tpy) or more of any pollutant subject to
regulation under the Clean Air Act. The new source must meet the offset requirements of Section 173 of the Clean
Air Act, which effectively require that the source provides a net improvement in air quality results.

Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) - The PSD permit program applies to specific pollutants in
geographic areas designated as meeting ambient air standards, i.e., attainment areas, and in unclassified areas. It is
designed to prevent deterioration of air quality in these areas. Under the PSD program, new major stationary
emission sources or major modifications to such sources must obtain a PSD permit setting emission limitations. The
term “major emitting facilities” is defined to include certain specifically designated stationary sources with the
potential to emit 100 tons per year (tpy) of any air pollutant and all other sources with the potential to emit 250 tpy
of any pollutant.

Construction Approval - Construction approval is required for those new power resources subject to EPA’s
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). Standards have been issued for certain types of
facilities and specified pollutants including asbestos, arsenic, benzene, beryllium, mercury, radionuclides, and vinyl
chloride.

5.16 DISCHARGE PERMITS UNDER THE CLEAN WATER ACT

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is the principal federal law governing water pollution control. The Act was passed
in 1972 and amended in 1977 and 1987. It authorizes federal and state control of discharges into waters of the
United States and municipal sewer systems. A person responsible for discharging pollutants into any waters of the
United States frcm a point source must obtain and comply with a permit issued under the National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) established under Section 402 of the Act. Permits are issued by EPA or by a
state with an EPA-approved permit system. Montana, Oregon, and Washington have authority delegated by EPA to
issue NPDES permits. Permits in Idaho are issued by the EPA Region 10 office in Seattle.

5.17 UNDERGROUND INJECTION PERMITS UNDER THE SAFE DRINKING WATER ACT

The principal federal program applicable to intentional discharges to groundwater is the Underground Injection
Control (UIC) Program established by Section 1421 of the Safe Drinking Water Act. The UIC program is
administered directly by states whose program has been approved by EPA. In the Northwest, UIC permits are issued
by state agencies in Idaho, Oregon, and Washington. In Montana, UIC permits are issued by the EPA Region 8
office. Injections except as authorized by permit or rule issued under the UIC program are prohibited.

5.18 PERMITS FROM THE ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers administers several permit programs that may apply to certain new power
resource projects.

5.18.1 Rivers and Harbors Act

A permit from the Corps is needed under Section 9 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 for constructing a
dam or dike in navigable waters. The term “navigable waters” generally covers waters subject to the ebb and flow of
the tide and/or waters usable for commerce transportation.

For hydroelectric projects licensed by FERC, the Corps normally recommends appropriate provisions to include
in the FERC license rather than issuing a separate permit under Section 9. A permit from the Corps will be needed
for hydroelectric projects on navigable waters exempt from the FERC licensing process.
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A permit from the Corps is also required under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act for constructing
structures or work in or affecting navigable waters. Constructing a cooling water intake structure in navigable
waters, for example, would require a permit under these regulations. Building electric power transimission lines
across navigable waters would require a permit unless the lines are part of a water power project subject to FERC
regulation.

5.18.2 Clean Water Act

Discharging dredged or fill materials into waters of the United States requires a permit from the Corps issued
under the authority of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The term “waters of the United States” is defined very
broadly and includes almost every surface body of water in the United States including wetlands. Permits are issued
only after the state where the dredge or fill activity is to be located certifies under Section 401 of the CWA that
existing water quality standards will not be violated if the permit is issued. Permits also must be consistent with the
environmental guidelines established by EPA under Section 404(b) of the CWA. The EPA can veto permits
authorized by the Corps if EPA finds that the discharge will have an unacceptable adverse effect on the environment.

A consultation letter was sent to the Corps of Engineers requesting that they review this project for permit
requirements. They confirmed that a permit would be needed if dredge or fill activities occur in waters of the United
States located in the siting area. As all proposed sites are far from these surface flows, a Section 404 permit will not
be required.

5.19 GEOTHERMAL RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT ON FEDERAL LANDS

Several permits and approvals are needed to develop geothermal resources on federal lands. Jnder the
Geothermal Steam Act of 1970, as amended, the Department of the Interior (DO)) is given authority to execute leases
for developing geothermal resources on lands it administers, lands administered by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture with that Department’s consent, and on lands for which the United States has mineral rights.

Competitive leasing is required for land located within any known geothermal resources area. A permit is required
for exploration activities prior to executing a lease. Since developing geothermal resources failed the initial
screening criteria, this requirement does not apply.

5.20 LEASES AND PERMITS FOR USING FEDERAL LANDS FOR A POWER PLANT

Constructing a power resource facility on federal lands requires approval of the agency administering the lands.
The approval may be a special use permit or authorization, a lease, or an exchange of lands with the developer.

5.21 EASEMENT FOR TRANSMISSION LINES ACROSS FEDERAL LANDS

Building an electric power transmission line across federally owned lands requires the approval of the federal
agency administering the lands. The approval may be an easement, a right-of-way authorization, a lease, a special
use authorization, or a permit.

5.22 NOTICE TO THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

Building certain tall facilities such as a cooling tower at a power generation site may require notice to the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). Specifically, building any facility 200 ft. or more above ground level requires
notice to the FAA.
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5.23 PERMITS UNDER THE RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended, is designed to provide a program for
managing and controlling hazardous waste by imposing requirements on generators and transporters of this waste,
and on owners and operaters of treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) facilities. Each TSD facility owner or operator
is required to have a permit issued by EPA or the state. Construction and maintenance activities in BPA's experience
have generated small amounts of hazardous waste. These typically include: solvents, pesticides, paint products,
motor and lubricating oils, and cleaners. Under EPA and Washington Department of Ecology regulations, the
amounts of these wastes would fall within the definition for a "small quantity generator". BPA has a hazardous waste
management program in place to assure compliance with Federal and State hazardous waste requirements.

[}
o<
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6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

DENNIS AMONSEN, P.E., [lectrical Engineer. Responsible for: Develop and review load curtailment
measures. Education: B.S. Electrical Engineering. Experience: area engineering, system protection maintenance,
power management; with BPA since 1972,

BOB ANDERSON, Public Utilities Specialist. Responsible for: Sector and end-use forecast. Education:
M.S. Economics; B ». Economics. Experience: Puget Sound Area economist; with BPA since 1985.

KEN BARNHART, Project Environmental Coordinator. Responsible for: Coordination and completion of
environmental requirements. Education: B.S. Landscape Architecture. Experience: Environmental analysis, energy
facility planning and location, landscape architecture, appearance planning for substations and transmission lines;
with BPA since 1971.

MIKE BERGER, P.E., Electrical Engineer. Responsible for: Generating resource supply forecast. Education:
M.B.A.; B.S. Electrical Engineering. Experience: generating resources, project evaluation, quality control; with BPA
since 1973.

MARK BOND, P.E., Chief, Project Studies Section. Responsible for: Project studies, transmission planning.
Education: B.S. electrical engineering. Experience: system planning, area engineering, construction and
maintenance; with BPA since 1974.

STUART CLARKE, External Affairs Manager. Responsible for: Public Invelvement. Education: B.S.
Economics. Experience: load forecasting, rates, contract negotiation and administration, power management; with
BPA since 1981.

GORDON COMEGYS, P.E., Senior Electrical Engineer. Kesponsible for: Transmission system planning.
Education: B.S. Electrical Engineering. Experience: insulation coordination, switching studies, system testing, field
relay and system protection management; with BPA since 1976.

MAUREEN CONNER, P.E., Electrical Engineer. Responsible for: Writing and editing load management
material. Education: B.S. Electrical Engineering. With BPA as a consultant from1989-1990.,

KATHLEEN CONCANNON, Writer. Responsible for: Writing and editing the EIS. Education: B.S.
Ceology. Experience: environmental analysis, NEPA process, resource planning; with BPA since 1980 (as a
consultant since June 1990).

ALAN L. COURTS, P.E., Project Manager. Responsible for: Overall project management, management of
Puge Sound utility study team. Education: Graduate study electrical engineering; B.S. Electrical Engineering.
Experience: high voltage transmission engineering, research and development; transmission planning; engineering
management; with BPA since 1973.

ANNE DRAPER, Public Affairs Specialist. Responsible for: Public involvement. Education: Master of
Management; B.A. Sociology; B.S. Modern Languages. Experience: external affairs, load forecasting, energy
conservation; financial management, management analysis; with BPA since 1982.

ELIZABETH EVANS, Public Utility Specialist. Responsible for: Economic evaluation of proposed test cases.
Education: PhD. Population Biology; M.S. Urban Planning; B.S. Biology. Experience: Resource Planning and policy
analysis; with BPA since 1986.
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CHUCK FORMAN, Chief, Residential and Commercial Forecasting Section. Responsible for: Identifying
load characteristics and producing load forecasts. Education: M.S. Public Administration; B.S. Economics.
Experience: 9 years load forecasting; with BPA since 1981,

RICH GILEMAN, Section Chief. Responsible for: Supervising various primary demand-side data collection
efforts including surveys and direct metering, research and analysis of data collected, computerization of data.
Education: M.S. Economics; B.S. Economics. Experience: supervision, project management, peak and load shape
analysis, forecasting, rate development; with BPA since 1981.

ION HIRSCH, Industry Economist. Responsible for: Developing load factors for extreme and normal peaks.
Education: M.B.A.; B.A. Economics. Experience: power forecasting; with BPA since 1983.

DIANE HOLLISTER, Industry Economist. Responsible for: Conservation and load management analysis.
Education: M.A. Economics, B.A. Business Administration. Experience: rate design, NEPA analysis for rate cases,
economic analysis of conservation options; with BPA since 1985.

MARVIN LANDAUER, P.E., Senior Electrical Engineer. Responsible for: Transmission system planning
studies. Education: B.S. electrical engineering. Experience: transmission planning and high voltage equipment,
with BPA since 1976.

ERIC B. LOWRANCE, Geographic Information Specialist (GIS). Responsible for: GIS database design,
analysis, and cartographic output. Education: Graduate study in geography, B.S. Geology. Experience: GIS
database design, analysis and cartographic output; with BPA as a consultant since 1987.

DENNIS PORTER, P.E., Assistant Director, Division of System Planning. Responsible for: development and
review of measures within the transmission category. Education: B.S. electrical engineering. Experience:
transmission system planning, reliability criteria, policy development, system protection maintenance; with BPA
since 1968.

GEORGE REICH, Area Power Manager. Responsible for. Development and review of load curtailment
measures. Education: M.S. Electrical Engineering; B.S. Electrical Engineering. Experience: system engineering,
customer service, contracts; with BPA since 1972.

HAIG REVITCH, Public Utilities Specialist. Responsible for: Cost allocation and rate design. Education:
M.B.A. Finance and Investment; B.S. Business Administration. Experience: cost allocation and rate design; with BPA
since 1981.

LEROY P. SANCHEZ, Visual Information Specialist. Responsible for: Graphics support relating to
transmission facilities, environmental impact and assessment analysis. Education: Graphic Design. Experience: GIS
mapping, including federal transmission EIS; with BPA since 1978.

RONALD SANDS, Economist. Responsible for: Hourly modeling of conservation, load management, and
fuel switching programs. Education: Ph.D. Economics; B.S. Electrical Engineering. Experience: simulation models,
load shape analysis; with BPA as a consultant since 1986.

STEPHEN D. SHERER, Geographer, Geographic Information Systems Manager. Responsible for: GIS
management. Education: B.S. Geography. Experience: 15 years GlS/image processing related to transmission
facilities; environmental impact analysis; with BPA since 1975.

BRIAN SILVERSTEIN, P.E., Chief, Advanced Planning Staff. Responsible for: Economic evaluation of test
cases and proposed alternative strategies. Education: M. Eng. electrical engineering; B. Eng. electrical engineering.
Experience: transmission reliability analysis, rate design, policy development; with BPA since 1979.
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PHILIP SMITH, GIS Specialist. Responsible for: GIS daiabase design and geographic analysis. Education:
M.S. soil science; B.S. Agronomy. Experience: GIS/image processing experience; soils, agriculture and water
analysis; with BPA as a consultant since 1981.

ARNOLLC VINNARD, Industry Economist. Responsible for: Conservation and load management analysis.
Education: M.A. Economics, B.A. Philosophy. Experience: economic and financial analysis, policy making; with
BPA since 1983.

WENDY WHEELER, Economist. Responsible for: Load forecasting, analyzing historical load forecasts,
review forecast projections. Education: B.A. Economics. Experience: same as above; with BPA since 1990.

ROBERT G. WHITE, GIS Specialist. Responsible for: GIS database design and analysis. Education: M.S.
natural resource —anagement; B.A. psychology. Experience: 9 years GlS/image processing experience related to
natural resources; with BPA as a consultant since 1986.

THOMAS |. WHITE, Writer/Editor. Responsible for: Writing and editing. Education: M.S. mechanical
engineering; B.S. mechanical engineering; B.A. biological sciences. Experience: technical writer, documentation of
software applications, development of training materials, load analysis, conservation and generation program
development; project mechanical engineer for BPA since 1981; with BPA as a consultant since 1989.

SCOTT WILSON, Industry Engineer. Responsible for: Economic evaluation of test cases and proposed
alternative strategies. Education: B.A. Economics. Experierce: resource planning, and policy analysis; with BPA
since 1989.

NANCY A. WITTPENN, Environmental Planner. Responsible for: Environmental data collection and
analysis, coordination for the EIS. Education: M.S. marine geophysics; B.S. geology. Experience: resource
management, environmental analysis; with BPA as a consuitant since 1989.

DON WOLFE, Public Utilities Specialist. Responsible for: Evaluating existing curtailment impacts and
rights. Education: |.D.; B.A. Psychology. Experience: environmental analysis, resource planning, power marketing,
contract negotiations; with BPA 1976-1982; 1988 to present.

JOHN M. ZIMMERLY, Geographer. Responsible for: GIS database automation, geographic analysis and
cartographic output. Education: Graduate study in GIS; B.S. Biology. Experience: GIS database automation,
geographic analysis and cartographic output; with BPA as a consultant since 1988.
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PROJECT MANAGEMENT TEAM

A project management team has been appointed to ovcrsee project activities, provide project review and serve
in a decision making capacity. The following lists utility representatives.

SCL - SEATTLE CITY LIGHT

SNPD - SNOHOMISH PUD

PSP&L - PUGET SOUND POWER & LIGHT

TPU - TACOMA PUBLIC UTILITY

WPUDA - WASHINGTON PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT ASSOCIATION

STEERING COMMITTEE
CHUCK CLARK, BPA
STEVE KLEIN, TPU
JERRY GARMAN, SCL
BILL FINNEGAN, PSP&L
CHARLES EARL, SNPD

PROJECT MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
ALAN COURTS, BPA
ARNIE TOMAC, PSP&L
TED COATES, SCL
GEORGE WHITENER, TPU
DOUG RIGG, SNPD
PAT MCCARY, WPUDA

ENVIRONMENT
KEN BARNHART, BPA
LYNN BEST, SCL
CATHERINE LEONE, TPU
HIL HORNUNG, SNPD
JOHN THIELKE, PSP&L
BOB CLUBB, PSP&L

CONSERVATION / LOAD MANAGEMENT
RICH GILLMAN, BPA
ARNOLD VINNARD, BPA
TODD CURRIER, TPU
MARY SMITH, PSP&L
STEVE LUSH, SCL
BOB NICHOLAS, SNPD

LOAD FORECASTING
CHUCK FORMAN, BPA
CARL LIAN, PSP&L
AL WILSON, SCL
MIKE MCMAHON, SNPD
ANDY EVANCHO, TPU
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TRANSMISSION
DENNIS PORTER, BPA
MIKE SHEEHAN, PSP&L
DARR" . LAROCHE, TPU
DENNIS GRAY, SCL
DOUG RIGG, SNPD

LOCAL GENERATION
MIKE BERGER, BPA
MARTIN HATSCHER, SNPD
RICH LAUCKHART, PSP&L
DENNIS PARRISH, SCL
J. JAY JACOBSEN, TPU

EVALUATION
BRIAN SILVERSTEIN, BPA
SCOTT WILSON, BPA
JOHN THIELKE, PSP&L
CARL LIAN, PSP&L
STEPHEN LAND, TPU
DOUG ROUGH, SCL
DOUG RIGG, SNPD

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
STUART CLARKE, BPA
CAROLYN WHITNEY, BPA
KORTE BRUECKAMANN, TPU
MAY GERSTLE, SCL
JUDE NOLAND, PSP&L
HIL HORNUNG, SNPD

LOAD CURTAILMENT
GEORGE REICH, BPA
MARK SCHINMAN, SNPD
GEORGE WHITENER, TPU
RAY NELSON, SCL
BOB BANISTER, PSP&L

A special thanks is extended to all those who participated as members of the Technical Review Group and the
Sounding Board. Your input on process and decision making was invaluable and greatly appreciated.
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7.0 LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PERSONS
TO WHOM COPIES OF THE EIS ARE SENT

FEDERAL AGENCIES

US Environmental Protection Agency, Region X, Seattle, WA
US Army Corps of Engineers, Seattle, WA

USDOE Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Portland, OR
US Army Corps of Engineers, Seattle, WA

USDA Forest Service, Seattle, WA

USDA Soil Conservation Service, Portland, OR

USDOC National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Seattle, WA
USDOE, Richland, WA

USDOI Bureau of Indian Affairs, Portland, OR

USDOI Bureau of Land Management, Portland, OR

USDOI Bureau of Reclamation, Yakima, WA

USDOI Fish and Wildlife Service, Olympia, WA

USDOI National Park Service, Seattle, WA

USDQOT Federal Aviation Administration, Seattle, WA

US Housing and Urban Development, Seattle, WA

TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS

OREGON

Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, Portland
Columbia River Intertribal Fish Commission, Portland

WASHINGTON

Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission, Olympia, WA
Confederated Tribes of Colville Reservation, Nespelem
Muckleshoot Tribe, Auburn

Pcrt Gamble Klallam Tribe, Kingston

Swinomish Tribal Community, La Conner

Yakima Indian Nation Tribal Council, Toppenish
Nooksack Tribe, Deming

Tulalip Tribe, Marysville

Small Tribes of Western Washington, Taholah

WASHINGTON STATE AGENCIES

Department of Community Development, Olympia
Denartment of Fisheries, Olympia
Utilities and Transportation Commission, Olympia
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Department of Natural Resources, Olympia

Office of Archeology and Historic Preservation, Olympia
Office of Energy, Olympia

Department of Ecology, Olympia

Department of Wildlife

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council

WASHINGTON LOCAL/COUNTY AGENCIES

City of Olympia

City of Seattle

City of Tacoma

City of Wenatchee

City of Port Angeles

City of Richland

City of Bellevue

City of Everett

County of Benton and Franklin Governmental Conference, Richland
County of Whatcom, Council of Governments, Bellingham
County of Chelan, Governmental Conference, Wenatcnee
County of Lewis, Board of Commissioners, Chehalis
County of Clallam

County of Douglas

County of Grant

County of Grays Harbor

County of Island

County of Jefferson

County of King

County of Kitsap

County of Kittitas

County of Mason

County of Okanogan

County of Pierce

County of San Juan

County of Skagit

County of Snohomish

County of Thurston

County of Yakima

Cowlitz Wahkiakum Governmental Conference, Kelso
Douglas Regional Planning Commission, East Wenatchee
Grays Harbor Regional Planning Commission, Aberdeen
Jefferson Port Townsend Regional Council, Port Townsend
Puget Sound Council of Governments, Seattle

Skagit Council of Governments, Sedro Woolley

Thurston Regional Planning Council, Olympia
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INTEREST GROUPS

Clearing Up, Seattle, WA

Northwest Steelheaders, Milwaukie, OR

Columbia Basin Fish & Wildlife Authority, Portland, OR
Common Cause, Olympia, WA

Fair Electric Rates Now, Olympia, WA

Friends of the Earth, Seattle, WA

Nature Conservancy, Seattle, WA

Northwest Conservation Act Coalition, Seattle, WA
Audubon Society, Seattle, WA

Sierra Club, Seattle, WA

Washington Wilderness Coalition, Seattle, WA
Elder Citizens Coalition of Washington, Seattle, WA
Fair Use of Snohomish Energy, Snohomish, WA
Fuse Ratepayer, Everett, WA

Northwest Steelheaders, Vancouver, WA
Washington Environmental Council, Seattle, WA

WASHINGTON CLEARINGHOUSES

Chelar County Governmental Conference, Wenatchee

County of Clallam Intergovernmental Clearinghouse, Port Angeles

County of Clark District Clearinghouse, Vancouver

County of Lewis District Clearinghouse, Chehalis

County of Whatcom District Clearinghouse, Bellingham

Department of Ecology, Olympia

Douglas Regional Planning Commission District Clearinghouse, East Wenatchee
Grays Harbor Regional Planning Commission District Clearinghouse, Aberdeen
Jefferson Port Townsend Regional Council District Clearinghouse, Port Townsend
Thurston Regional Planning Council District Clearinghouse, Olympia

Trico Economic Development District Clearinghouse, Colville

Washington Association of Counties, Olympia

WASHINGTON CONGRESSIONAL REPRESENTATIVES

Brock Adams, Senator, Seattie

Slade Gorton, Senator, Seattle

John Miller, Representative, Edmonds

Al Swift, Representative, Bellingham and Everett

Jolene Unsoeld, Representative, Olympia and Vancouver
Sid Morrison, Representative, Yakima and the Tri Cities
Norman D. Dicks, Representative, Tacoma and Bremerton
Jim McDermott, Representative, Seattle

Rod Chandler, Representative, Bellevue
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STATE GOVERNOR

Governor of Washington, Olympia

WASHINGTON STATE LEGISLATORS

Dean Sutherland, Senator, Vancouver
Leo Thorseness, Senator, Renton

Bill Grant, Representative, Walla Walla
Fred May, Representative, Mercer Island

DEPOSITORY LIBRARIES

OREGON

Bonneville Power Administration Library, Portland
Oregon State Library, Salem

WASHINGTON

Western Washington University, Bellingham

Central Washington University Library, Ellensburg

Everett Public Library, Everett

Evergreen State College, Olympia

Washington State Library, Olympia

North Olympic Library System, Port Angeles

Seattle Public Library, Seattle

University of Washington Libraries, Seattle

University of Washington Marion Gould Gallagher Law Library, Seattle
U.S. Court of Appeals. Seattle

Tacoma Public Library, Tacoma

University of Puget Sound Collins Memorial Library, Tacoma
University of Puget Sound School of Law Library, Tacoma
Fort Vancouver Regional Library, Vancouver

UTILITY & UTILITY ASSOCIATIONS

City of Port Angeles, Department of Light, Port Angeles WA
City of Tacoma, Department of Public Utilities Power Management, Tacoma WA
Chelan County PUD NO 1, Wenatchee WA

Clallam County PUD NO 1, Port Angeles WA

Clark County PUD NO 1, Vancouver WA

Cowlitz County PUD NO 1, Longview, WA

Douglas County PUD, Wenatchee, WA

Douglas County PUD NO 1, East Wenatchee WA

Grays Harbor County PUD, Aberdeen WA

Industrial Customers of Northwest Utilities, Portiand OR
Lewis County PUD, Chehalis WA

Mason County PUD NO 3, Shelton WA

Northwest Natural Gas Company, Portland OR
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Northwest Power Pool, Portland OR

Northwest Utilities, Tacoma WA

OHOP Mutual Light Company, Eatonville WA

Pacific Northwest Utilities Conference Committee, Portland OR
Puget Sound Power & Light Company, Seattle WA
Seattle City Light, Seattle WA

Snohomish County PUD NO 1, Everett WA

Tacoma Public Utilities, Tacoma WA

Wahkiakum County PUD NO 1, Cathlamet WA
Washington Public Power Supply System, Richland WA
Washington PUD Association, Seattle WA

Western Washington PUD Corp., Mill Creek WA
Whatcom County PUD, Ferndale WA

BUSINESSES

Pacificorp Electric Operations Group, Portland OR
Multipoint Control Systems Inr., Everett WA

Boeing Company, Seattle WA

GH Bowers Engineering, Seattle WA

Heatways, Federal Way WA

Boeing Commercial Appliances, Kent WA

Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Corporation, Portland OR
EBASCO, Bellevue WA

Energy Saving Services, Bellevue WA

Branch Richards Anderson & Company, Seattle WA
Earle M. Jorgensen Company, Seattle WA

Economic & Engineering Services Inc., Bellevue WA
United Industries, Bellevue WA

Intalco Aluminum Corporation, Ferndale WA

Insul Tray Inc., Redmond WA

CANADA

BC Utilities Commission, Vancouver, BC

BC Hydro & Power Authority, Vancouver, BC

Canadian Consulate General, Seattle, WA

Department of Fisheries and Oceans, Vancouver BC
Ministry of Energy, Policy Development Branch, Victoria BC

OTHERS

Northwest Power Planning Council

INDIVIDUALS

Project mailing lists were started at the beginning of the scoping process. It is the intent of the environmental
group to send the summary of the Final EIS to each individual on the mailing lists with information on how to obtain
the entire Final EIS.
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9.0 GLOSSARY/ACRONYMS

AC - (see alternating current)

Alternating Current (AC) - An electric current or voltage that reverses its direction of flow at regular intervals and has
alternately positive and negative values. In the United States 60 cycles are completed each second.

aMW - (see average megawatt)

Anadromous - Fish species that spawn and initially rear in fresh water, migrate and mature in the ocean and return to
fresh water as adults.

Aquifer - Any geological formation containing water, especially one that supplies water to wells, springs, etc.

Average annual megawatt - A unit of energy output over a year equivalent to the energy produced by the continuous
operation of one megawatt of capacity over a period of one year (equivalent to 8,760,000 kilowatthours).

Average megawatts (aMW) - The average amount of energy (number of megawatts) supplied or demanded over a
specified period of time

Avoidance areas - an area that has significant resource values for which impacts cannot be successfully mitigated; it
should be avoided in locating transmission or utility corridors. Can be management or resource areas identified by

the U.S. Forest Service or Bureau of Land Management, or specially designated areas or other private and public
land.

Baseload - In a demand sense, a load that varies only slightly in level over a specified time. In a supply sense, a
plant that operates most efficiently at a relatively constant level of generation.

Biomass - Industrial organic waste products such as agricultural field crops, and noncommercial and urban wood
residues used as fuel.

Blackout - The disconnection of the source of electricity from all the electrical loads in a certain geographical area
brought about by an emergency or forced outage or other fault in the generation/transmission/distribution system
servicing the area. A blackout could also be caused by intentional rotational load drops if adequate generation is not
available to meet load.

BLM - U. S. Bureau of Land Management

BOR - U. S. Bureau of Reclamation

BPA - Bonneville Power Administration

Brownout - A partial reduction of electrical voltages that results in lights dimming and motor driven devices losing
efficiency.

Capacitor - A device to store an electrical charge. It is usually made of two or more conductors separated by an
insulator such as plastic film and oil. Series capacitors are used to compensate for voltage drop along a transmission

line. Shunt capacitors are generally located in substations and used to increase the voltage at the end of a line.

Capacity - The maximum amount of power that can be produced by a generator or carried by a transmission facility
at any instant. Equivalent terms: peak capacity, peak generation, Carrying capacity.
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Capital costs - The costs to construct a facility, including the costs of materials, permits, and interest on borrowing,

Cogeneration - The generation of power with (usually) an industrial process, using waste heat from one process to
fuel the other.

Combustion turbine - A generator that burns a mixture of a gaseous or liquid fuel and outside air. As the gas burns it
expands ard drives the turbine.

Conductor - The wire cable strung between transmission towers through which the electric current flows.
Conservation - Making the most efficient use of energy over the long term.

Corridor - A linear passageway over or through an area of land, water, or air, which has been identified by law,
Secretarial Order, land use planning, or other management decision process as being suitable to accommodate one

or more facilities requiring a right-of-way. Corridors are categorized as occupied, unoccupied, or designated.

CT - (see combustion turbine)

Cubic feet per second (cfs) - a unit of measure pertaining to the flow of water. One cfs is equal to 449 gallons per
minute.

Cultural resources - The nonrenewable evidence of human occupation or activity as seen in any district, site,
building, structure, artifact, ruin, object, work of art, architecture, or natural feature that was important in human
history at the national, state, or local level.

Current - The flow of electrical charge through a conductor, measured in amps.

Curtailment - A reduction in the use of electricity during emergency conditions.

CWA - Clean Water Act

DEIS - Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Deliverability - Measure of how acceptable a resource is to the public and hence the probability it can be built.
Demand - The amount of electricity that will be purchased at a particular point in time.

Demand-side - Refers to customer's use of energy use (i.e., on the customer's side of the meter).

Direct service industry (DSls) - Industrial customers (primarily aluminum companies) that purchase energy directly
from BPA.

Direct current (DC) - An electric current or voltage that does not reverse direction at regular intervals.
DOI - U. S. Department of Interior

Double-circuit - The piacing of two separate electrical circuits on the same row of towers, For alternating current,
each circuit consists of three separate conductors or bundles of conductors.

Drawdown - The distance that the water surface of a reservnir is lowered from 2 given elevation as water is released
from the reservoir (drafted).

DSt - Direct service industry
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Effluents - A discharge or emission of a liquid or gas, usually waste material.

EIS - Environmental Impact Statement - A document prepared by a Federal agency on the environmental impact of its
proposals for legislation and/or other major actions significantly affecting the quality of the human environment.
Environmental impact statements are used as tools for decision making and are required by the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969,

Electric field - The invicible lines of electrical force caused by voltage on a conductor,

Electric and magnetic fields (E/MF) - The two kinds of fields produced around the electric wire or conductor, when
an electric transmission line or any electrical wiring is in operation.

Endangered species - A plant or animal species that is in danger of extinction through all or a significant portion of its
range because its habitat is threatened with destruction, drastic modification, or severe curtailment, or because of
exploitation, disease, predation, or other factors; federally endangered species are officially designated by the U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and published in the Federal Register.

Energy - The capability of doing work over a period of time. In electrical systems energy is expressed in kilowatt-
hours. See POWER.

Energy deficit - A condition in which a utility system cannot supply energy demanded.

Energy surplus - A condition in which a utility system can supply more energy than is demanded; the energy may be
non-firm, due to water conditions, or firm, due to excess generating capability.

EPA - Environmental Protection Agency
Exclusion areas - Where facilities cannot be built (legislatively excluded).

FERC - Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) - A federal agency that reviews hydroelectric projects and
submitted applications for operating licenses.

Firm Energy - Guaranteed energy.
Firm power - Power that is guaranteed or assured.

Fossil fuel - A combustible, carbonaceous material formed from the remains of ancient plants and animals. Common
fossil fuels include coal, natural gas, and derivatives of petroleum such as fuel oil and gasoline.

FSP - Fine suspended particulates.
Fuel switching - Customers using one fuel switch to another fuel. For example, electricity to natural gas.

Gasification - In a fuel plant, mixing fuel, air, oxygen and moisture to produce a gas to burn in a boiler and produce
electricity.

Geothermal energy - The heat energy available in the rocks, hot water, and steam in the earth’s subsurface.
Groundwater - The supply of fresh water under the earth’s surface in an aquifer or soil.
High efficiency shower heads - A device installed at the shower head to reduce the amount of hot water required per

shower so the hot water heater operates for less time for each shower.
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High-voltage - Used to describe transmission lines which transport bulk power over longer distances from large
generation centers.

HVAC - Heating, ventilation and air conditioning.

Hydraulic head - The vertical distance between the surface of the reservoir and the surface immediately downstream
of the turbine and dam.

Hydrocarbons - Chemical compounds containing hydrogen and carbon. Some hydrocarbons may become air
pollutants. Some hydrocarbon air pollutants are carcinogenic, and some react with other air pollutants to form
photochemical smog.

Hydroelectric - With reference to a power system, the production of electric power through use of the gravitational
force of falling water.

Impoundment - The accumulation of water in a reservoir.

INPAPSC - Initial Northwest Power Act Power Sales Contract

Kilovolt - 1000 volts

Kilowatt (kW) - The common unit of electric power equal to 1000 watts.

Kilowatt-hour (kWh) - The common unit of electric energy equal to 1 kilowatt of power supplied to or taken from an
electric circuit for 1 hour. A kilowatt equals 1,000 watts,

kV - (see Kilovolt)
kW - (see Kilowatt)

Least Cost Plan - A plan which develops a strategy for supplying future loads using resources that will have the least
COst impact on customers.

Levelized - The method of calculating equal, periodic payments or receipts from unequal cost data for the same time
period, considering the time value of money.

Load - The amount of electric power or energy delivered or required at any specified point or points on a system.
Load originates primarily at the energy-consuming equipment of the customers.

Load growth - Increase in demand for electricity.

Load/resource balance - The point at which the demand for electricity matches or balances the amount and type of
resources available to serve that demand.

Load management - Influencing the level and shape of the demand for electrical energy so that it matches resources
available and long-run objectives and constraints.

Load shedding - A method whereby loads in isolated areas are dropped by automatic relays to provide protection for
the bulk power system.

Magnetic field - Invisible lines of magnetic force produced by current flows in transmission lines and common

bhoiicabald cnalinmcnc
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Megawatt (MW) - A megawatt is one million watts, or one thousand kilowatts; an electrical unit of power.
MSW - (see Municipal Solid Waste)

MW - (see megawatt)

NEPA - National Environmental Policy Act

NESHAPS - National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants

Net present value - The economic value, in today’s dollars. Present and future costs and benefits are adjusted for the
time value of money.

Nitrogen Oxides (NO,) - Compounds produced by combustion, particularly when there is an excess of air or when
combustion temperatures are very high. NO, are primary air pollutants.

Non-avoidance area - An area considered suitable for transmission or utility corridor location. Resource impacts
can normally be mitigated.

Non-firm energy - Energy available due to better than planned for water conditions. This energy is sold on an
interruptible (nonguaranteed) basis.

Nonattainment areas - Those areas which continue to fail to meet primary national Ambient Air Quality Standards.
Evaluation and designation is carried out by the EPA.

NO, - (see Nitrogen oxides)
NPDES - National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
NRC - Nuciear Regulatory Commission

NWPPC - Northwest Power Planning Council

Off-peak - Period of relatively low system demand for electrical energy, as specified by the supplier (such as the
middle of the night).

Outage - In a power system, the state of a component (such as a transmission line) when it is not available to perform
its function due to some event such as an avalanche.

Ozone (O,) - A pungent, colorless, toxic gas. Ozone is associated with the corona discharge of high-voltage
transmission lines, and with incomplete combustion.

Pacific Northwest (PNW) - For this EIS, the States of Washington, Oregon, and Idaho; the portion of Montana west

of the Continental Divide; and areas in Montana, Nevada, and Wyoming surrounding coal plants that serve the
PNW,

Particulates - Finely divided solid or liquid particles in the air or in an emission. Particulates include dust, smoke,
fumes, mist, spray, and fog.

PCBs - (see Polychlorinated biphenyls)

Peak - (see peak load)
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Peak load - The maximum electrical demand in a stated period of time. It may be the maximum instantaneous load
or the maximum average load within a designated interval such as 15 minutes.

PNW - Pacific Northwest
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB’s) - A group of noncombustible synthetic insulating/dielectric fluids used in certain

electrical equipment found to be very persistent in the environment and strongly suspected of having carcinogenic
effects.

Power - The time rate of transferring or transforming energy. Electrically power is expressed in watts, which are the
product of applied voltage and current.

Power Sales Contracts (PSC) - Contracts that establish the terms and conditions of BPA’s power sales.

Power system - A group of one or more generating sources and connecting transmission lines operated under
common management or supervision to supply load.

ppm - parts per million

PSC - (see Power Sales Contract)

PSD - Prevention of significant deterioration increment - Any one of several incremental changes in ambient total
suspended particulate or sulfur dioxide concentrations established by the Environmental Protection Agency to protect
existing air quality from being degraded significantly through new developments, such as construction and operation
of a new air pollution source.

Public Utilities Regulatory Policy Act (PURPA) - Enacted in 1978, it is the Federal legislation that requires utilities to
purchase electricity from qualified independent power producers at a price that reflects what the utilities would

otherwise have to pay for the construction of new generating resources. This legislation does not apply to BPA.

Pumped storage - An arrangement whereby electric power may be generated during peak load periods by
hydroelectric plants using water previously pumped into a storage reservoir during off-peak periods.

PURPA - (see Public Utilities Regulatory Policy Act)
Raptors - Birds of prey.
RCRA - Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RDF - (Refused derived fuel) - Fuel consisting of waste that is cleaned of non-combustibles and hazardous wastes,
and is then used as a supplemental fuel.

Record of Decision (ROD) - The document notifying the public of a decision taken on a Federal action, together
with the reasons for the choices entering into that decision. The Record of Decision is published in the Federal
Register.

Reliability - For a power system, a measure of the ability of the power system to meet customer demands over a
specified period of time.

Reliability Criteria - Rules for designing and operating power systems to insure reliable electrical service.
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Renewable resource - A resource for energy that is continually replenished. Water, for instance, is a renewable
resource, while coal which is converted into carbon dioxide, water, and ash when burned, is not.

Resident fish - Fish species that reside in fresh water during theii entire life cycle.
Retrofit - To weatherize an existing structure.

Revenue requirement - The amount of money a utility needs to recover from rates paid by customers to pay the costs
of resource and transmission actions.

Right-of-way - An easement for a certain purpose over the land of another, such as the strip of land used for a road,
electric transmission line, ditch, pipeline, etc.

Rolling blackout - Controlled intentional disconnection of the source of electricity from electrical loads in an area
brought about by an emergency forced outage. Outages are rotated from one area to another.

Salmonids - Fish belonging to the family of salmonidae, including salmon, trout, whitefish, and allied freshwater and
anadromous fish.

Scoping - The definition of the range of issues requiring examination in studying the environmental effects of a
proposed action. Scoping generally takes place through public consultation with interested individuals and groups,
as well as with agencies with jurisdictions over parts of the project area or resources in that area. Scoping is
mandated by the Council of Environmental Quality regulations.

SEPA - State Environmental Policy Act

Series Capacitors - An electrical device used to compensate for voltage drop along a transmission line. See
CAPACITOR.

Shunt Capacitors - An electrical device used to increase the voltage at the end of a line. See CAPACITOR.

Small hydro - Generating resources that use running water to generate electric energy, but which are small in
generating capacity. BPA generally considers small hydro projects to be those capable of producing 25 average MW
or less.

SO, - (see Sulfur Oxides)

Storage reservoirs - Reservoirs maintained behind dams for the purpose of retaining excess water readily available
during springtime flows as snow melts. Retained water is then released, as necessary, during periods of lower flow
in order to maintain necessary levels of power production. (Water may also be released for other purposes, such as
navigation, irrigation, and maintenance of life support for fish.)

Sulfur Oxides - Sulfur containing compounds produced by combustion and pulp and paper processes. Considered
hazardous to human health, plants, and buildings.

Surplus energy - Generally energy generated that is beyond the immediate needs of the producing system.
Specifically for BPA, firm or non-firm electric energy generated at Federal hydroelectric projects that would
otherwise be wasted if there was not a market for the energy.

Surplus capacity - The difference between assured system capacity and the system peak load for a specified period.
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Thermal resources - Generating plants that convert heat energy into electric energy. Coal, oil, and gas-fired power
plants and nuclear power plants are common thermal resources.

Threatened species - Those species, as determined by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, that are likely to become
endangered within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of their range.

Top-quartile - The top twenty-five percent of DSI load which can be interrupted at any time for any reason to meet
BPA's load obligations.

TPY - Tons per year.

Transmission grid - An interconnected system of electrical transmission lines and associated equipment for the
transfer of electric energy in bulk between points of supply and points of demand.

TRG - Technical Review Group

TSD - Treatment, Storage, and Disposal

UIC - Underground Injection Control

Undervoltage - A condition in which the voltage of the system is unacceptably low, usually 90 percent of nominal.
Volt - The unit of voltage or potential difference.

Voltage Instability - A condition under which transmission lines serving areas become too heavily loaded and
voltage begins to drop or fluctuate uncontrotlably.

Voltage support - Applying electrical devices to a transmission system in order to boost the voltage.

Voltage collapse - A condition which occurs when voltages at substations fall below a certain point, causing affected
power lines to shut down; this in turn causes other lines to overload and disconnect in domino fashion. Electrical
service can be interrupted by either the low voltages or the disconnection of power lines.

Watt - The electrical unit of power or rate of doing work. One horsepower is equivalent to approximately 746 watts.
Weatherize - The act of installing conservation measures to the shell of a building; weatherization measures include

storm doors, storm windows, weather-stripping, caulking, and wall insulation.

WNP-3 - Washington Nuclear Plant #3 at Satsop, Washington.
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Environmental Comparison of Alternative Strategies 4-18
Matrix 4-20
Environmental Consulation, Review, Permit Require-
ments 5-1
Plan and Program Consistency 5-3
Farmland Protection 5-3
Endangered and Threatened Species  5-1
Fish and Wildlife Conservation  5-1
Heritage Conservation  5-1
Matrix  5-1
National Environmental Policy Act  5-1
Clean Water Act  5-6
Coastal Zone Management 5-4
Easement for Transmission Lines 5-7
Energy Conservation  5-5
Federal Aviation Administration 5-7
Federal Lands for a Power Plant  5-7

4-23
4-22
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Floodplains 5-4
Geothermal Resource Development 5.7
Global Warming 5-4
New Power Resources 5-5
Noise Control  5-5
Pollution Control  5-5
Recreation Resources 5-3
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act  5-8
Rivers and Harbors Act  5-6
Safe Drinking Water Act 5-6
Wetlands 5-4
Environmental Comparrison Table 4-21
Environmental Hazards  3-5
Environmental Impacts
Alternative Strategy 1 4-3
Alternative Strategy 2 4-11
Alternative Strategy 3 4-14
Alternative Strategy 4 4-16
No Action Alternative 4-19
Preferred Alternative 4-2
Environmental Impact Definitions  4-1
Evaluation 1-13
evaluation factors 1-13
Expected Resource 1-6

F

Farmland Protection 5-3
February 1989 Cold Snap 1-2
Federal Aviation Administration 5-7
Federal Lands for a Power Plant 5-7
Final EIS 1-14
Fish 3-3
Fish and Wildlife Conservation 5-1
Fisheries 3-5
Floodplains 5-4
Forest/Woodland and Wildlife 3-2
Fuel Switching 2-19

Costs and Savings Table 2-20

G

Geothermal Resource Development 5-7
Global Warming 5-4

Grasslands and Wildlife 3-3
Groundwater 3-4

H
Heritage Conservation  5-1

Irrigation  3-2

10 -2



J

no entries
K
no entries

L

Land Use 3-1
Cultural Resources 3-2
Irrigation  3-2
Recreation 3-2
Load Growth 1-3-1-5
Load Management Measures
Pilot Programs 2-16
Residential Time of Use Rates 2-16
Water Heater Control Program 2-16
Load Management Programs
Costs and Savings Table 2-18
Local Generation and Conservation Resources 1-7
Long Distance Transmission 1-5
Long-Term Revenue Requirements 4-23
Table 4-23

M

Major Industries  3-5

Measures
Screening  1-11

Measures Common to all plans  2-2
Accelerated Conservation Programs  2-2
Voltage Support 1 2-2

Measures Considered but Not Selected 2-27

Methodology 1-13

N

National Environmental Policy Act  5-1
Natural Resources 3-2
Air Quality 3-4
Climate 3-4
Environmental Hazards 3-4
Fish 3-2
Forest/Woodland and Wildlife 3-2
Grasslands and Wildlife 3-2
Groundwater 3-4
Riparian/Wetland and Wildlife 3-2
Shrubland and Wildlife 3-2
Surface Hydrology 3-2
Threatened and Endangered Species  3-2
Topography and Geology 3-4
wildlife and Vegetation 3-2

Mloae T oon
)

Near-Term Revenue Requirements 4-22
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Table 4-23

Need S-1, 1-1

New Directions 2-1

New Energy Resources 1-7

New Power Resources 5-5

New Substation 3-9

No Action Alternative S-2, 2-24, 4-16
Contingency Impacts 4-18
Direct Impacts 4-17
Environmental Evaluation 4-17
Environmental Impacts  2-27, 4-19
Existing BPA Customer Contracts 2-24
increased Probability of Voltage Instability and

Blackout 2-26

Indirect Impacts  4-18
Matrix 4-17
Mitigation Potential 4-18
Resource Acquisitions 2-24
Undervoltage Load Shedding Scheme  2-24
Voluntary Load Curtailment 2-24

Noise 3-6

Noise Control  5-5

Northwest Power Planning Council S-1, i-1, 3-6

O

no entries

P

Peak Load 1-2
Peak Load Forecast 1-4
Peaking Combustion Turbines 2-23
Pilot Programs 2-17
Planning Assumptions  1-3
Load Forecast 1-3
Load Growth 1-3
Planning Timeframe 1-3
Pollution Control  5-5
Power Exchange with Canada 1-1
Preferred Alternative S-3, 2-1, 2-1-2-2,4-2
Common Measures  2-1
Contingency Measures 2-2
Environmental Impacts  2-2, 4-2
Problem 1-2
Protected Resources 3-6
Public Health and Safety 3-6
Public involvement  S-2
scoping meetings  S-2
Sounding Board S-2
Technical Review Group S-2
Puget Sound Area 1-1
Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan  1-15
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Puget Sound Area Peak Loads 1-6
Puget Sound Area Resources 1-9
Purpose S-1, 1-1

Q

no entries
R

Record of Decision 1-15
Recreation 3-2

Recreation Resources 5-3
Reliability 4-25

Table 4-25

Reliability Criteria  1-6

Residential Time-of-Use-Rates 2-16

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act  5-8

Riparian/Wetland and Wildlife 3-3
Rivers and Harbors Act  5-6

S

Safe Drinking Water Act  5-6
Scope 1]

Scoping 1-10

Scoping Meetings  S-2
Sensitivity to Load Growth
table 4-22
Shrubland and Wildlife 3-2
Size of the Deficit 1-7
Sounding Board S-2, 1-14, 2-1
Sources of Power 1-5
Sources of Power for the Puget Sound 1-5
State and Program Consistency 5-3
Steering Committee  2-1
Strategies 1-14
Costs and Benefits  4-21
Defiverability 4-23
Long-Term Revenue Requirements 4-23
Near-Term Revenue Requirements 4-22
Reliability 4-25
Sensitivity to Load Growth  4-22
Surplus Capacity 4-27
Study area  3-1
Study Process
Define Strategies 1-10
Draft EIS & Public Comment 1-10
Final EIS 1-10
Record of Decision  1-10
Surplus Capacity 4-26
Table 4.27
System Capacity 1-6

System Emergencies  1-7

Puget Sound Area Electric Reliability Plan -Draft Environmental Impact Statement ‘

T

Technical Review Group (TRG  1-11
Technical Review Group (TRG) S-2
The Problem 1-2-1-3

Threatened and Endangered Species
Topography and Geology 3-4
Transmission Grid 1-5
Transmission Line Corridor A 3-7
Transmission Line Corridor B 3-8
Transmission Line Corridor C 3-9
transmission system 1-5
Transmission System Capabilities 1-9

Transmission System Capabilities (1994 and 2003)

U

Uncertainties 1-10
Utility Involvement  S-2

\%

Visual and Aesthetics  3-6
Voltage collapse 1-3
Voltage Support Option 1 2-8
Voltage Support Option 2
500-kV Substation 2-2
New 500-KV Substation 2-13
Voltage Support Option 2 2-2

%%

Water Heater Control Program  2-16
Wetlands  5-4

Wildlife and Vegetation 3-2

Winier Operating Plan  S-1, 1-2

Winter Peak Load Forecast (1994 and 2003)

X
no entries
Y
no entries
YA

no entries
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