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Allen Fiksdal, Manager ENERGY FACILITY SITE
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Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Dear Mr. Fiksdal:

Thank you for giving the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) the opportunity to review and
comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Sumas Energy 2 Generation
Facility (S2GF) project. We understand that the demand for electric power in the Pacific Northwest is
increasing while there are predictions of regional power deficits in the coming years, making projects
such as 32GF ripe for consideration.

The Department’s comments relate to the project’s possible affect on state-owned lands, both aquatic and
upland, and on the proponent's responsibility in regards to state laws pertaining to forest practices and

fire safety precautions. A summary of DINR observations and concerns follow, with more detailed
comment attached,

. The entity responsible for power transmission over, through, or under the Nooksack
River will be required to apply to DNR for authorization to use state-owned aquatic
lands and should supply a thorough analysis of alternatives for crossing the river.

. The Custer route option proposed for trangmission line placement in Section 36,
Township 40 North, Range 1 East, W.M., would [imit DNR’s future land management
options and is not the best use of this property.

. The potential for fire and fire safety precautions needs to be assessed in the EIS. These
" activities rust comply with RCW 76.04 and WAC 332-24.

. A forest practices Class [V-General Conversion notification/application would be
required for any tree removal activity. Impacts to public resources must be evaluated in
the EIS.

. A number of bald eagle sites and a possible archaeological site are recorded in a DNR

database for certain properties on the proposed transmission line route and will need to
be considered in this EIS. ‘

. The EIS should discuss the relaticnship and environmental significance of this proposal
(a potential imfrastructure improvement) in the context of consistency with growth
management planning in Whatcom County, and the goals of the Growth Management
Act, to conserve rural lands and natural resources.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. Please ¢all Dave Dietzman at (360) 902-1633 if you
have questicns.

Sincerely,

\

Kaleen Cottingham
Deputy Commissioner of Public Lands
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L The entity responsible for power transmission over, through, or under the Nooksack River will be
required to apply to DNR for authorization to use state-owned aquatic lands prior to power line
installation.

Section 3.6, Page 24, first bulleted item: DNR would like to see a more thorough analysis of
routs location alternatives to ensure that al] existing transmission cable crossings were reviewed,
Additionally, alternatives to lines hanging over the river should be explored or addressed.

Our goal in authorizing this use would be to exhaust other existing crossing alternatives and
review other crossing styles such as encased directional boring or attachment to existing
structures such as bridges.

2. The Custer route option proposed for transmission line placement would limit DNR’s future land
management options.

According to the DEIS, the power would be distributed throngh existing power linc rights of way
on existing pole locations, but would be replaced with new poles (over built) to accommodate the
additional line load. It appears there is an exception which would be approximatety % mile of
newly constructed transmission line on Common School trust land.

To propose new line placement on the DNR ownership in a manner that would sever the nse of
the property is unacceptable. The DNR parcel near Custer in Section 36, Township 40 North,
Range 1 Bast, W.M., is a parcel of Common School trust land managed primarily for agriculture
and some Limber production. There are dry land pasture and hay leases on the agricultural
portion.

Locating the line on this property would cause future development options to decrease
significantly because it severs the parcel into smaller fragmented pieces. There are other routes
along the road corridors and existing utility corridors that could be used more cost effectively.
An example of a better route would be the Portal Way Road, and the Zell to Delta Line roads.
There are several transmission lines along these routes which could be upgraded to accommodate
new lines.

3. The potential for fire and fire safety precautions needs to be assessed in the EIS.
Section 2.2.3 Transmission Line Maintenance. This section states that “[t]rimmed material
and tree trurks are typically left on the ground in natorally vegetated areas as habitat features.”

Line maintenance must avoid creation of an extreme fire hazard as defined in WAC 332-24-650.

The potential for fire and fire safety precautions needs to be assessed in the EIS. These activities
must comply with RCW 76.04 and WAC 332-24.

4, A forest practices Class IV-General Conversion notification/application would be reguired for
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any tree removal aciivity.

The proposal describes a number of forested sites along the various pipeline and transmission
line routes. Many of these forested sites are proposed to have the trees trimmed or removed
(DEIS, Figures 3.4-4a, 4b and 4c). Although the exact volume or amount of trees to be removed
is not clear in the DEIS, there is enough information to allow DNR to determine that a forest
practices notification/application would be required for the tree removal activity. Since removal
of these forested areas would be penmanent, the forest practices activity would be classified by
DNR as a conversion forest practice, or Class IV-General Conversion.

Conversion forest practices are subject to SEPA review with the local government acting as lead
agency. Under this scenario the local governiment's regulatory reguirements (e.g. wetland
protection standards) would apply along with DNR's forest practices regulatory requirements. .
Any inconsistencies between the two sets of regulations would be worked out through the SEPA
process, however, generally speaking, the standard providing the greatest protection to the
resource is applied.

The protection of natural and public resources by local government regulation as well as the
forest practices standards, under RCW 76.09 and WAC 222 must be evaluated in the EIS.

5. A number of bald eagle sites and a possible archaeological site are recorded in a DNR database
for cerain properties on the proposed fransmission line route.

Additionally, a run of the interagency TRAX database was done for the entire length of the of the
various pipeline and transmission line routes to screen for any public resource issues associated
with these routes that may have been recorded. A number of TRAX “hits” were recorded; their
general locations and brief descriptions are as follows:

Section | Township | Range | Recorded TRAX Hit

SEl/4, SE1/4 of 5 40 N. 3E Possible bald eagle site.

NE/4, NW1/4 of 27 40N 3E Possible bald eagle roost.

SEl/4, SW1/d of 22 40N 3E Possible bald cagle site.

SW1/d, SW1id of 22 40N 3E Possible bald eagle site.

7 40N 4E Possible archaeological site in area.

The possible bald eagle sites noted above require protection under the Endangered Species Act
and the Forest Practices Act. The Depariment requires, us part of a forest practices application,
an approved Bald Eagle Manasement Plan from the Washington State Department of Fish and

Wildlife for these sites, should ficld verification confirm the TRAX hits. With respect to the
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possible archaeological site, registered sites require protection under state forest practices rules.
Applicants should contact the Washington State Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 5
(OAHP) to determine the details and any potential mitigation concerns of the site.

6. We did not see an analysis of how this project does or does not have potential to affect growth in
Whatcom County.

Tnfrastructure is one of the strongest tools to implement a growth management plan. Growth
management planning is the integration of capital improvements (infrastructure improvements
such as roads, parks, water, sewers, utilities...), public service provisions, incentives and 6
regulation. Zoning regulations do not work well as a control to limit the usc of infrastructure.
Zoning regulations are in part based on the jurisdiction’s ability to provide infrastructure and
services. The EIS should discuss the relationship and environmental significance of this
proposal (a potential infrastructure improvement) in the context of consistency with growth
managemént planning in Whatcom County and the goals of the Growth Management Act, to
conserve rural lands and natural resources. '

KCigg
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