Allen Fiksdal
Manager, Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council

Following are my comments on the DEIS for Sumas Energy 2.

Greenhouse gases - $100,000 spent on research is too small considering all of the
pollution that this plant will put out. It may help a little in the long run, but it will not help
in the short term with health problems and loss of scenic views.

Groundwater - The drawdown of water levels could be a serious problem. If wells will
need to be ‘somewhat deeper’ in this area, then the company should have to pay for
this extra expense. Also a 1,000,000 gallon storage tank is very small for a plant that
will draw that much water out of the ground every day in the summer.

Stream flow - If the stream flow changes the company should be held responsible for
taking corrective measures.

Flooding - The company, or maybe the Port of Bellingham, should be held responsible -

for increased flood damage that will happen as a result of this project.

Transmission Lines - If the power does not go to Canada, the other proposed lines will
have a big impact on the citizens of Whatcom County. Views will be affected and
property values will go down. Will property owners be compensated for this loss. This
loss will be real, and someone shouid have to pay. Also, the effects of living close to
these high amperage lines could be had for our health. This potential risk will aiso
lower property values. | would like to see some proof that these transmission lines
would not cause health problems.

General comments - | don’t think that the citizens of Whatcom County should have to
put up with ali of the bad effects of this power plant that has very little benefit for most
of the County.

Thanks for letting me make these comments,

Sincerely yours, /
William Vandermay W / [ A‘?
5600 Everson Goshen Road

Bellingham, WA 98226
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