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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Brit Harris <brit.harris@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, November 26, 2017 2:27 PM

To: Miyake, Brad; Helland, Carol; Brennan, Mike; Bedwell, Heidi; Matz, Nicholas; Stokes, 

John; Chelminiak, John; Lee, Conrad; Robertson, Jennifer S.; Robinson, Lynne; Wallace, 

Kevin R; Simas, Ernie; Council

Subject: High Voltage Power Lines

 

Please do not allow PSE to put high voltage power lines near Tyee Middle school. As an engineer myself, I know there 

are always going to be safety risks by placing them next to fuel lines. There are no measure that can eliminate all safety 

risks. 

 

According to the National Cancer Institute (https://www.cancer.gov/about-cancer/causes-

prevention/risk/radiation/electromagnetic-fields-fact-sheet) the interpretation of the finding of increased 
childhood leukemia risk among children with the highest exposures (at least 0.3 μT) is unclear. Several studies 

have analyzed the combined data from multiple studies of power line exposure have found an increase in childhood 

leukemia(details are listed in the above link).  

 

Extremely low frequency EMFs (ELF-EMFs). Sources of ELF-EMFs include power lines, electrical wiring, and electrical 

appliances such as shavers, hair dryers, and electric blankets. 

 

In 2002, the International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC), a component of the World Health Organization, 

appointed an expert Working Group to review all available evidence on static and extremely low frequency electric and 

magnetic fields (12). The Working Group classified ELF-EMFs as “possibly carcinogenic to humans,” based on 

limited evidence from human studies in relation to childhood leukemia. 

 

In 2015, the European Commission Scientific Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks reviewed 

electromagnetic fieldsExit Disclaimer in general, as well as cell phones in particular. It found that, overall, epidemiologic 

studies of extremely low frequency fields show an increased risk of childhood leukemia with estimated daily average 

exposures above 0.3 to 0.4 μT,  

 

Until further studies can eliminate this as a risk, we should assume that this is still a high possibility. Please do not 

expose the children to these power lines for long periods of time! 

 

Thank you for your support! 

Brit Harris 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 8:22 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; llopez@mstarlabs.com

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Attachments: Energize Eastside and Bellevue Land Use Code.pdf; CENSE questions 11-14-17.pdf

Heidi, 

 

CENSE has decided to skip the presentation of slides at tonight’s meeting. We will submit written questions based on 

Bellevue’s Land Use Code (attached). Since our neighbors would probably prefer not to hear all the code references in 

an oral presentation, we will present a shorter summary of three questions that may be of special interest to residents. I 

have attached a copy of that as well. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide meaningful input into the City’s permit decision process. 

 

Don Marsh 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 7:46 AM 

To: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Hi Don, 

Yes your comments can be accommodated and we will be using a projector for the other presentations so you are 

welcome to have ppt slides. I appreciate your acknowledgement that the time limit would be 5 minutes. As I’ve noted to 

Loretta, the purpose of this meeting isn’t necessarily to take comment like the EIS meetings but we are providing a 

portion of the meeting for comments. If you’d like your presentation included as part of the project file public comment 

please provide me with a copy of your presentation. Let me know if you have any other questions.  

 

Thank you for your continued involvement in this process. Note that comments addressing the city’s permitting criteria 

are most helpful at this step in the process. I’ve attached these code excerpts for your reference and will be providing 

this same information during the public meeting.  

 

Happy Veterans Day to all! 

 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Don Marsh [mailto:don.m.marsh@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 5:39 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov>; llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

CENSE would like to make a comment at the November 14 meeting. Our comment will be no more than five minutes 

long, and we would like to show some PowerPoint slides. Will this be allowed? 

 

Don 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  

 

Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 
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Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  

 

This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  
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Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Monday, November 20, 2017 2:11 PM

To: jeanne.warme@comcast.net

Subject: Jane Warme Comment Received

Attachments: Jeanne Warme Public Comment.pdf

Hello Jeanne, 

I wanted to provide you with an acknowledgement that I have received your written comments on the Energize Eastside 

Conditional Use and Critical Areas land use permit application. Your comments will be part of the city’s file and will be 

considered as part of the review of the proposal. You are listed as a party of record and will receive notice of the future 

public meeting as well as the notice of public hearing, and Director’s recommendation. Thank you for taking the time to 

participate in the process and to provide comments on the proposal. 

 

Sincerely, 

Heidi  

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Thursday, November 16, 2017 11:27 AM

To: Karen Esayian

Cc: Don Marsh; llopez@mstarlabs.com; Janis Medley

Subject: RE: Comments on EE and CUP?

Good morning Karen, 

Thank you for getting in touch regarding your questions. Comments provided on the Draft EIS (both Phase I and II) are 

included and considered as part of the Final EIS preparation. Specifically, the Final EIS will include copies of the 

comments that were submitted during the EIS comment periods and will also include responses to those comments. As I 

mentioned in my presentation at the public meeting on Tuesday evening, we are anticipating the Final EIS will be 

completed and available in February, 2018.  

 

Regarding the two current permit applications under review with the City of Bellevue- comments that address PSE’s 

Conditional Use Permit (CUP) or Critical Areas Land Use Permit (CALUP) should be submitted as part of the City’s permit 

review land use process. This is because individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit applications will 

need to submit comments and contact information (i.e., your name and address) in order to be a party of record for the 

CUP/CALUP applications. Prior submission of comments concerning the EIS during the EIS comment periods does not 

automatically make the EIS commenter a party of record regarding the City’s subsequent review of PSE’s specific permit 

applications.  

 

Please note that the above-described land use process does not necessarily mean all comments submitted previously as 

part of the EIS process need to be resubmitted as part of the permit review process. In fact, the most appropriate 

comments during the permit review process would address PSE’s specific permit applications, the current proposal, and 

the city codes and standards applicable to the permit applications.  

 

Finally, I want to correct an error in the statement that Norm Hansen made during his comments at the November 14, 

2017 public meeting. My contact information (including email) was in fact listed as part of the permit page and noticing 

information on the City’s webpage. Norm appears to have overlooked this information when he made his public 

comment at the meeting, and I want to clear up any confusion caused by his incorrect statement regarding the 

availability of my contact information. As I explained at the public meeting, any comments concerning PSE’s permit 

applications and the City’s processing of those applications can be sent to me.  

 

Hope this additional information provides you with the answers you needed. I will be working with our communications 

staff to add this information to our permitting page as well since I’m sure you’re not the only person who may be asking 

the question.  

 

Have a great day. 

-Heidi  

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Karen Esayian [mailto:kesayian@aol.com]  

Sent: Thursday, November 16, 2017 7:53 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Don Marsh ; llopez@mstarlabs.com; Janis Medley  

Subject: Comments on EE and CUP? 

 

Good morning Heidi, 

 

My question and concern is about the Energize Eastside proposal and permit application by PSE.  

Specifically: commenting on the Conditional Use Permit (File # 17-120556-LB) Critical Areas Land Use Permit (File # 17-

120557-LO 

 

During the comment periods for Phase l and Phase ll of the EIS we were assured that our comments would all be 

included and reviewed in the FEIS.  

Now that we are in a ‘comment period’ for the EE application there is confusion as to whether the comments made by 

Eastside residents in Phase l and Phase ll will definitely be carried over and included in the current comment period.  

Or.....must all residents who wish to be a party of record once again submit comments, names and addresses to be 

included in this process? 

(These questions were not fully addressed on the City’s webpages, see below) 

 

My notes are incomplete from the 11/14 meeting as to suggested comment topics.  

Could you outline them? 

 

Thank you for your work on behalf of Bellevue residents.  

Please include an email address for submitting additional comments.  

 

Karen Esayian  

4601 135thAve SE 

Bellevue, 98006 

 

Will my comments make any difference?  

 

Your comments help ensure that the best decision is reached. All comments are read and carefully considered before a 

decision is issued. Please consider the following when commenting: 

• Comments made early in the decision process are generally more effective than comments made later.  

• Each application type has criteria that must be met in order to be approved. If you object to a proposal, you may 

want to show where you believe the applicable criteria are not met.  

• You cannot appeal a decision unless you provided written comments before the decision was made.  
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• When a commenter provides their name and address they become a party of record. Being a party of record to a 

decision allows a commenter to appeal a decision.  

 

Sent from my iPad 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Karen Walter <KWalter@muckleshoot.nsn.us>

Sent: Friday, November 17, 2017 12:06 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: bradley.strauch@pse.com; Kerry.Kriner@pse.com

Subject: RE: PSE Bellevue portion of Eastside Energize, including  Richards Substation project, 

17-120556-LB and 17-120557-LO, Critical Areas Land Alteration Use Permit, Notice of 

Application

Heidi, 

Thank you again for sending us the link to documents associated with the Eastside Energize Project for the Bellevue 

portion.  We have reviewed the available information and offer additional comments to those we have already 

provided: 

 

With respect to the CAR and mitigation plan (our last comment in the email below), it is noted that the plan is 

preliminary and incomplete.  We request an opportunity to review the final mitigation plan before it is approved. For 

what mitigation is proposed, there is no consideration regarding impacts to future wood recruitment, a key riparian 

function.  The mitigation plan should include details regarding the size, location, and species of trees to be permanently 

removed within 200 feet of all streams and wetlands.   The native trees that are least 4 inches in diameter and within 

200 feet of streams should be placed back into the affected streams to create fish habitat.   The project should also 

mitigate for the permanent loss of nativ tree growth for trees that grow taller than 15 feet naturally and where the ROW 

overlaps with these 200 foot zones.  Since the applicant cannot do so in the corridor, the applicant should be mitigating 

for this particular impact offsite.  

 

Again, we appreciate the opportunity to comment and ask that Bellevue/applicant provided written responses to all 

comments we have sent to date.  

 

Best regards, 

Karen Walter 

Watersheds and Land Use Team Leader 

 

Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division Habitat Program 

39015 172nd Ave SE 

Auburn, WA 98092 

253-876-3116 

________________________________________ 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov] 

Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 3:59 PM 

To: Karen Walter 

Cc: bradley.strauch@pse.com; Kerry.Kriner@pse.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Bellevue portion of Eastside Energize, including  Richards Substation project, 17-120556-LB and 17-

120557-LO, Critical Areas Land Alteration Use Permit, Notice of Application 

 

Sorry.  Try this link  https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-use/public-notices-and-

participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Karen Walter [mailto:KWalter@muckleshoot.nsn.us] 

Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 3:38 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 
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Cc: bradley.strauch@pse.com; Kerry.Kriner@pse.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Bellevue portion of Eastside Energize, including Richards Substation project, 17-120556-LB and 17-

120557-LO, Critical Areas Land Alteration Use Permit, Notice of Application 

 

Heidi, 

Thanks for getting back to us quickly about this.  The link isn’t work and I did check the Energize Eastside website before 

we made any comments.  The materials we are seeking were not available on that website. 

 

Can you resend the permit application link? 

 

Karen Walter 

Watersheds and Land Use Team Leader 

 

Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division Habitat Program Phillip Starr Building 39015-A 172nd Ave SE Auburn, WA 

98092 

253-876-3116 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov<mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov] 

Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 2:22 PM 

To: Karen Walter 

Cc: bradley.strauch@pse.com<mailto:bradley.strauch@pse.com>; 

Kerry.Kriner@pse.com<mailto:Kerry.Kriner@pse.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Bellevue portion of Eastside Energize, including Richards Substation project, 17-120556-LB and 17-

120557-LO, Critical Areas Land Alteration Use Permit, Notice of Application 

 

Karen, 

Thank you for taking the time to respond to the NOA for PSE’s Energize Eastside project application.  Permit application 

materials including critical areas reports can be found 

here<http://cobamanda/AMANDA5/english/main.jsp?lid=71020016amandai%20&languageType=null&fromLogon=true

&sso=true#https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-

eastside-updates/> 

 

Let me know if you have any additional comments or questions. 

 

[cid:image001.png@01D353F3.A05500C0] 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov<http://www.bellevuewa.gov/> and 

www.mybuildingpermit.com<http://www.mybuildingpermit.com> 

 

 

 

 

From: Karen Walter [mailto:KWalter@muckleshoot.nsn.us] 

Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 1:46 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov<mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov>> 

Cc: bradley.strauch@pse.com<mailto:bradley.strauch@pse.com>; Kriner, Kerry 

<Kerry.Kriner@pse.com<mailto:Kerry.Kriner@pse.com>> 
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Subject: PSE Bellevue portion of Eastside Energize, including Richards Substation project, 17-120556-LB and 17-120557-

LO, Critical Areas Land Alteration Use Permit, Notice of Application 

 

Heidi, 

 

We are reviewing Puget Sound Energy’s proposed Eastside Energize Project proposal including the new Richards Creek 

Substation project referenced above.  Please note that our previous and outstanding comments as submitted to 

Bellevue on July 6, 2017 are incorporated by reference.  In addition to those outstanding comments from the SEPA 

process.  We offer the following additional comments. 

 

As shown in the project drawings, this project proposes a new culvert on an East Creek tributary as well as relocation of 

a portion of this stream.  We need more information to fully evaluate this proposal.  We noted these information needs 

in the field with PSE, Bellevue, and WDFW earlier this year: 

 

 

 1.  Bankfull width measurements used for the culvert design.  Per the Preliminary Design Report (Dec 23, 2016 

Watershed Company) only measurements downstream of the existing culvert were used to determine average stream 

bankfull width.  This is problematic because the downstream channel is routinely dredged and channelized which do not 

reflect the natural geomorphic conditions.  Areas upstream of the culvert should also be used to develop a new average 

BFW measurement, then compare this new number to WDFW’s regression equation to determine what the expected 

bankfull would be in this case.  It may be that the initial culvert width proposal of 10 feet is correct but should be verified 

as we have described.  To support this work, a bankfull width report should be provided.   We provided PSE with an 

example of such a report as was done for Bellevue’s NE 8th Street culvert project on Kelsey Creek. 

 

 

 

 1.  Existing streambed sediment data (i.e. Wolman pebble count data or other appropriate method); 

 

This is important because sediment sizing for the project is based on an incipient motion analysis and not actual 

streambed sediment measurements to determine the D50 and D100 sizes.  The concern is that the proposed streambed 

material sizes may be too larger (i.e. 12 to 31 inch rock at the high end) compared to existing conditions and the result 

will be a coarsening of the streambed and reduce its value for salmon habitat. 

 

 

 

Also, it does not appear that the addition of wood to the upstream channel was considered as a means to reduce 

sediment transport issues which may result in a reduction in sediment sizes to be used for this project. 

 

 

 

 1.  Sediment transport analysis 

Per the project’s 2016 Preliminary Basis of Design Report (Watershed Company),  “No field data were available to 

quantify sediment loadings to the study reach, nor was it in the study scope or timeframe to collect such data. PSE has 

periodically removed sediment from the outlet of the culverts at the access road to maintain the culverts’ capacity. On 

average, two to three cubic yards of material has been removed one or more times per year. Sediment accumulation at 

this location has been a problem for 20 years or more. 

 

 

 

While the larger culvert should reduce the need for some dredging, the new culvert is being designed to facilitate any 

dredging needed.  As such, the project should include a sediment transport study and a sediment 

management/monitoring plan to ensure that any dredging needed is the minimal amount needed and that downstream 
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impacts to fish habitat are appropriate assessed and mitigated.   Similar issues arose with the City’s 

Sunset/Richards/East Creek Phase I, II, and III projects and we encourage both Bellevue and PSE to look at the reports 

and monitoring plans for those projects for similar approaches to address this comment. 

 

 

 

 1.  Filled out Culvert summary form (WDFW 2003) 

 

 

 

 1.  Details regarding how stormwater from the site will be managed for both water quantity and quality treatment and 

where it will be discharged.  This is an important issue as we suspect stormwater will be discharged to the stream and 

may aggravate existing conditions that result in continued degradation of stream habitat. 

 

 

 

 1.  Technical basis for the proposed wood design, particularly in consideration of stormwater discharges to the stream; 

 

 

 

 1.  As noted in the Preliminary Basis for Design report, there is to be a mitigation plan and CAR analysis documenting 

proposed impacts, mitigation sequencing, proposed mitigation, and regulatory code compliance that was to be 

submitted as part of the Critical Areas Land Use Permit (CALUP) and Grading/Building permit application package for the 

project.  Neither document is available via the NOA in the Weekly Permit Bulletin. 

 

 

We appreciate the opportunity to review this proposal and request written responses to all of our concerns to date.   If 

you have questions, please let me know. 

 

Thank you, 

Karen Walter 

Watersheds and Land Use Team Leader 

 

Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division Habitat Program Phillip Starr Building 39015-A 172nd Ave SE Auburn, WA 

98092 

253-876-3116 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 12:48 PM

To: Kathy Judkins

Subject: RE: Permit comment for Energize Eastside

Corrections noted Kathy.  

 

From: Kathy Judkins [mailto:kathy.judkins@gmail.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 12:31 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: Re: Permit comment for Energize Eastside 

 

Thank you Heidi. I see that it says Project instead of President in my email ending. 

Also “against this permit” not record. 

Please note these corrections 

See you tonight 

Kathy Judkins 

 

Sent from  

my iPhone X 

 

On Nov 14, 2017, at 11:59 AM, <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> wrote: 

Hi Kathy, 

Thank you for your message and comments regarding the proposed PSE project. Your comments are 

included as part of the project file and I have you listed as a party of record. I'm happy to hear you will 

be attending the meeting this evening. I would encourage you to speak with PSE staff at the meeting as 

well to explore whether your request for a meeting with them and your neighbors can be 

accommodated. In any event they will be available this evening to answer questions if you have any.  

 

Thank you again and I look forward to meeting you this evening. 

-Heidi  

 

 
 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Kathy Judkins [mailto:kathy.judkins@gmail.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 11:47 AM 
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To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: Permit comment for Energize Eastside 

 

Heidi 

I will be at the meeting tonight. I wish to be a party of record for the EE project. I have two poles in my 

yard at 4324-136th Pl SE Bellevue, WA 98006. The proposed Permit states the new pole will be 80 feet 

tall with 230kwh lines. This will be an extreme danger to my home in the event of an earthquake or 

other natural disaster. The pole with that height will fall on my home or my neighbor Kelly Xu’s home. 

We also have the Olympic Pipeline in close proximity to this pole. 

Also the only access to my home is on the easement drive. I am a 71 year old widow and need access to 

my driveway. No written details have been mailed to me by Energize the Eastside other than this 

October 19 Permit Bulletin. I have refused to meet alone with EE people. I asked to have a meeting with 

my neighbors on the easement and PSE/EE project people but that request was not given.  

Please list me as a party of record as being against this record. No permit should be issued, I believe that 

batteries are the answer. 

Thank you 

Kathy Judkins 

CENSE member 

Former Somerset Community Association Project for 3 years Somerset resident since 1983 4324-136th 

Pl SE Bellevue, WA 98006-2237  

 

Sent from 

my iPhone X 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: CenturyLink Customer <lizmcgehee@q.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 12, 2017 11:27 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: new transmission line construction

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Heidi Bedwell:  

I am writing concerning the construction of the new substation and transmission line, project 17 120556-LB and 17 

120557-LO. I am requesting that any truck traffic on the adjacent pipeline (Seattle water line) be avoided in the winter 

and spring months when the ground is muddy. My husband and I, along with dozens of my other neighbors, walk this 

pipeline trail every day, and last winter a truck drove through this trail when it was wet and muddy, leaving deep ruts 

that later froze so that walking this trail was difficult. Some of those ruts are still there. The trail is quite hard and stable 

in the summer and early fall, so traffic during those months would have less impact. Thank you for your consideration.  

Sincerely,  

Liz McGehee  
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:34 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application Supporting Attachments Nos. 12 through 

17

Attachments: Supporting Attachment 12.pdf; Supporting Attachment 13.pdf; Supporting Attachment 

14.pdf; Supporting Attachment 15.pdf; Supporting Attachment 16.pdf; Supporting 

Attachment 17.pdf

Ms Bedwell- 

 

Supporting Attachments 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17 re email below. 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

 

 

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:19 AM 

To: hbedwell@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application for a CUP re Energize Eastside (File # 17-120556-LB)  

  

Ms Bedwell- 

 

You have advised me that Individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit applications will need 

to submit comments and contact information (i.e., your name and address) to be a party of record for the 

CUP/CALUP applications. 

 

By this email I am formally submitting my written comments.  See attached.  Note that my comments also 

refer to 17 Supporting Attachments.  I will be submitting those 17 attachments in separate emails that refer to 

these comments because of the size limitation on email with attachments. 

 

Please include the attached email and the related 17 Supporting Attachments (coming in separate emails) in 

the record for this CUP proceeding. 

 

My names is:  Richard Lauckhart 

My address is:  44475 Clubhouse Drive, Davis, California 95618 

My email address is:  lauckjr@hotmail.com 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

Energy Consultant 

Commenting on behalf of PSE home owners who live on the East Side 

Former VP at Puget 
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Supporting Attachment No. 12 

To Comments made by Richard Lauckhart dated December 11, 2017 

 

Document describing the “fatal flaws” in the load flow studies PSE ran in an 

attempt to justify EE. 
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August 21, 2017 

 

To: The Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission 

 

Docket UE-160918                                                       submitted by email to records@utc.wa.gov 

 

Re: Documents that PSE erroneously claims prove the need for Energize 
Eastside 

 
Dear WUTC:  

 By this letter I am attaching two documents that are relevant to PSE’s Integrated Resource Plan 
(“IRP”) currently under scrutiny by the WUTC.  These are the documents that PSE claims prove the need 
for Energize Eastside.  The first attached document is the “Eastside Transmission Solutions Report” 
Updated February 2014.  The second attached documents is the “Eastside Needs Assessment Report 
Transmission System -  Executive Summary”  dated December 2013.  I believe these documents should 
be on the record in Docket UE-160918 for purposes of examining what is in them. 
 
There are clear problems with each of these PSE documents. 
 

1.  The February 2014 “Eastside Transmission Solutions Report” 
 
The February 2014 “Eastside Transmission Solutions Report” refers to load flow studies, each of which 
load flow study has a fatal flaw.  That fatal flaw is that each load flow study includes a requirement that 
the PSE local transmission system must support a new ability of BPA to move 1,500 MW of power (or 
more) to or from the Canadian border under all weather and contingency conditions.   See Table 3-1 in 
the report.  These assumptions cause massive flows through the Puget Sound area for power 
imported from or exported to Canada, depending on the season.  I say massive because there are no 
firm commitments to move anywhere near that amount of inter-regional power by or for anyone.  In 
some cases, this transmitted electricity is five times larger than peak Eastside demand.  Non-firm 
transmission of this magnitude cannot be used to justify a project that is claimed to address only local 
needs.  The northwest grid as a whole was not designed to move this amount of inter-regional power 
under all weather and contingency conditions.  The load flow work performed for the Lauckhart-
Schiffman study makes it clear that these massive inter-regional flows being forced on the grid cause 
significant problems not only on the PSE local system but also on other parts of the grid that would 
also need to be dealt with.  The 2013 ColumbiaGrid “Stressed Load Flow Case” found the same thing.  
PSE has been asked how they dealt with these other problems but PSE has not answered.  There is no 
reason that a study of the needs on PSE’s local system should reflect these massive inter-regional flows 
to or from Canada.  As a result, all of the load flow studies performed in this February 2014 “Eastside 
Transmission Solutions Report” are of no use in determining what is needed to provide reliable power to 
the greater Bellevue area.  These studies show overloads on the PSE local system (and other grid 
problems) that are caused by these massive non-required inter-regional flows to or from Canada.  These 
to/from Canada flow assumptions need to be eliminated for purposes of assessing the transmission 
needs in the greater Bellevue area.   All these load flow studies need to be rerun without these massive 
inter-regional flows. 
 
The February 2014 “Eastside Transmission Solutions Report” also has a fatal flaw when it assumes 
during heavy winter load conditions that PSE and SCL generation west of the Cascades was adjusted to 
fully off.  See paragraph 3.2.9 in the report.  Cleary PSE would not be able to meets it total system peak 
in the winter if its generation west of the Cascades was fully off.  According to PSE’s IRP, PSE is “short” 
by about 2100 MW of having sufficient generation to cover its total system peak load.  While that is a 
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very large “shortage”, it gets even larger (more than 3,500 MW short) under the assumption that PSE’s 
west of Cascades generation is fully off. 
 
While PSE claims to have modeled an alternative that has more conservation and an alternative to build 
a “peaker generating plant” in this February 2014 “Eastside Transmission Solutions Report”, the major 
problems created by their faulty modeling [of (a) flows to and from Canada and (b) fully turning off PSE’s 
generation located west of the Cascades] swamps the impact of these other alternatives and makes all 
of the studies done for this report of no value.   
 

1. The “Eastside Needs Assessment Report - Transmission System -  Executive Summary”  dated 
December 2013. 

I provide this document for the record in UE-160918 because it appears to provide an alternative basis 
for PSE claiming there is a need for their Energize Eastside project.  The graphic on page 2 of this 
document provides what PSE calls “The Problem.”  But this graphic is flawed.  The “System Capacity” line 
is the “summer normal” rating of the two remaining 230/115 KV transformers at Talbot Hill and 
Sammamish after the other two 230/115 KV transformers fail in the N-1-1 Scenario.  It should have been 
the “winter emergency” rating.  Also, the load line does not reflect the actual loads on these remaining 
transformers from the load flow study for this N-1-1 contingency event.   In the Lauckhart-Schiffman 
report I provide the appropriate graphic which is based on load flow study analysis.  The Lauckhart-
Schiffman corrected graphic shows the Problem would not occur until many years into the future.   

Corrected load flow analysis of the Need for Energize Eastside- 

PSE has been aware for some time that it should not have required the flows to and from Canada in 
their load flow studies.  Further, PSE is fully aware that they cannot meet their winter peak loads with 
their west of Cascades generation fully off.  Despite this awareness on the part of PSE, they inexplicably 
decided not to rerun their load flow models to fix these faulty assumptions.   

But there is evidence on the record in UE-160918 as to what would happen if these faulty assumptions 
are fixed.  That evidence is contained in the Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study report that is included 
in the record.  While PSE has criticized the Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study report, there is also 
evidence on the record in the March 28, 2016 “rebuttal letter” that these PSE criticisms are incorrect.  
The March 28, 2016 rebuttal of the PSE criticisms of the Lauckhart-Schiffman report (included in the 
record for Docket UE-160918) also develops questions and challenges for PSE to respond to regarding 
my rebuttal of their criticisms.  PSE has never responded to those questions and challenges.   

It is clear from the Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow studies that Energize Eastside is not needed in 2018 in 
order for reliable service to be provided to the greater Bellevue area.  If a reliability issue arises after 
2018, then the alternatives I described in my August 14, 2017 “Alternatives to Energize Eastside” 
submittal in Docket No. UE-160918 would need to be analyzed.  These alternatives would clearly be 
better than building Energize Eastside.   

Sincerely, 

 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

Energy Consultant 

Davis, California 

On behalf of a large number of citizens that are concerned about transmission matters in the 

greater Bellevue area. 

 

 cc: IRP Advisory Group members 
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Supporting Attachment No. 14 

To Comments made by Richard Lauckhart dated December 11, 2017 

 

Questions regarding EE for PSE to respond to at their October 5 IRP Advisory 

Group meeting 
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Michele- 
 
In your email of today sending out the Draft 2017 PSE IRP you state: "After reviewing the 
material, if you have concerns or questions, please let me know, and we will include them at the 
October 5 IRPAG meeting." 
 
Here are my concerns and questions.  They relate to the Energize Eastside project.  I look 
forward to getting a response to these questions, challenges and concerns at the October 5, 
IRPAG meeting. 
 
All mention of the Energize Eastside project is included in Chapter 8, "Delivery Infrastructure 
Planning." 
 
Chapter 8 provides links to certain documents that PSE has previously provided in the Energize 
Eastside EIS to show the need for Energize Eastside.  But all those documents have been 
criticized on the Energize Eastside EIS.  Those same documents have also been criticized in the 
PSE IRP process.  These criticisms can be found in the documents included in the record for PSE 
IRP Docket No. UE-160918.   Yet PSE has not responded to these criticisms in either the Energize 
Eastside EIS or in this PSE IRP Docket No. UE-160918. 
 
For example see the following documents on the record in UE-160918: 
 
1)   The UE-160918 Lauckhart_Schiffman Load Flow modeling for “Energize Eastside" 
report dated February 18, 2016 points out the problems with the PSE attempts to show a need 
for Energize Eastside and points out that if these problems are fixed, then Energize Eastside is 
not needed. 
 
2)  The UE-160918 Rebuttal to PSE Criticisms of the Lauckhart-Schiffman Load Flow Study. 
  This March 28,2016 rebuttal of PSE criticisms of the Lauckhart_Schiffman study includes 
questions and challenges to PSE that PSE has never responded to.  Those questions and 
challenges are: 
 
1. We challenge PSE or ColumbiaGrid to cite a specific requirement to transmit 1,500 MW 
to Canada in the NERC Reliability Criteria or PEFA. 
2. We challenge PSE, ColumbiaGrid, or BPA to produce a contract showing a Firm 
Commitment to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada. 
3. We challenge PSE to prove that they did not increase flow to Canada relative to the 
WECC Base Case. 
4. We challenge PSE to explain how they solved issues that arise from their scenario with 
the electrical limits of the “West of Cascades-North” transmission lines. 
5. We challenge PSE to explain their methodology leading to a 2.4% growth rate. We 
further challenge PSE to dispute the methodology used by Lauckhart-Schiffman to 
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estimate future growth. Both methods should be reviewed by qualified experts. 
6. We challenge PSE to cite standards that require them to turn off 6 local generation plants 
at the same time they are serving peak demand with an N-1-1 contingency. 
7. We challenge PSE or BPA to provide examples of when 1,500 MW was transferred to 
Canada when temperatures in the Puget Sound region were lower than 23° F, as 
stipulated in PSE’s Energize Eastside Needs Assessment. 
 
At the October 5, 2017 PSE IRP Advisory Group Meeting, please respond to these 
questions/challenges. 
 
3)  The 160918 Fatal Flaws in the PSE justification of the need for Energize Eastside.  PSE has 
never responded to the information provided in this "Fatal Flaws" document.   
 
4)  The UE-160918 Blowing the Whistle documents.  PSE has never responded to these three 
documents.   
 
5)  I also note that the PSE Draft 2017 IRP includes the following statement: 
 
"Though the need for Energize Eastside is driven by local demand, because the electric system is 
interconnected for the benefit of all, it is a federal requirement to study all electric transmission 
projects to ensure there are no material adverse impacts to the reliability or operating 
characteristics of PSE’s or any surrounding utilities’ electric systems." 
 
I have provided comment on this matter in the document UE-160918 Copy of Oral Comments 
made at ColumbiaGrid-WUTC Special Presentation July 31 2017.pdf.  In that document the 
following is stated: 
 
It is one thing for ColumbiaGrid to test to assure that Energize Eastside (a purely local project) 
does not adversely impact another utility. It is quite another thing for ColumbiaGrid to tell 
PSE that their Energize Eastside project needs to help BPA increase its ability to deliver 
Canadian Entitlement power to the Canadian border. Note: 
a. ColumbiaGrid does not have that kind of authority 
b. There is no Firm Commitment for PSE to deliver Canadian Entitlement power to the 
Canadian border. Why would PSE customers need to pay to help BPA meet an 
obligation to deliver Canadian Entitlement power to the Canadian border? 
c. Even more telling…there is no Firm Commitment that BPA (or any other United States 
Entity) has to deliver Canadian Entitlement power to the Canadian border. 
d. And even further telling…We know that the grid cannot deliver 1,350 MW to the 
Canadian border under heavy winter conditions in 2017…before Energize Eastside is 
built (or after Energize Eastside is built for that matter). 
 
PSE has not responded to this comment on ColumbiaGrid's role. 
 
**************** 
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I look forward to getting a response to all the questions, challenges and concerns listed 
above at the October 5, IRPAG meeting. 
 
 
Richard Lauckhart  
Energy Consultant 
On behalf of a large number of eastside residents that are concerned about transmission plans 
on the eastside. 
 

DSD 004575



 

 

 

 

 

Supporting Attachment No. 15 

To Comments made by Richard Lauckhart dated December 11, 2017 

 

One further question for PSE to respond to at their October 5, IRP Advisory Group 

meeting, i.e. Why has PSE chosen not to re-run their flawed EE load flow studies 

to fix the flaws? 

 

  

DSD 004576



Michele- 
 
 

In your recent email sending out the Draft 2017 PSE IRP you state: "After reviewing the 
material, if you have concerns or questions, please let me know, and we will include them at the 
October 5 IRPAG meeting." 
 
On Tuesday September 12, 2017 I sent to you a series of comments and questions on PSE's 
Draft IRP that I asked that be responded to at the October 5, IRPAG meeting. 
 
By this email I am asking another question that I ask be responded to at the October 5, IRPAG 
meeting.  This question is teed up by the document included in the records for UE-160918 titled 
"160918 Fatal Flaws in the PSE justification of the need for Energize Eastside.pdf" posted on the 
WUTC web site on August 21,2017. 
 
The question is: 
 
PSE has been aware for some time that it should not have required the flows to and from 
Canada in their load flow studies.  Further, PSE is fully aware that they cannot meet their 
winter peak loads with their west of Cascades generation fully off.   That  being the case, why 
has PSE not rerun the load flow studies to correct these flaws in the studies they ran to 
attempt to show the need for Energize Eastside? 
 
**************** 
 
I look forward to getting a response to this question (and the other questions, challenges and 
concerns I provided in my September 12,2017 email) at the October 5, IRPAG meeting. 
 
 
Richard Lauckhart  
Energy Consultant 
On behalf of a large number of eastside residents that are concerned about transmission plans 
on the eastside. 
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Supporting Attachment No. 16 

To Comments made by Richard Lauckhart dated December 11, 2017 

 

Document explaining the difference between (1) a WECC Path Rating and (b) a 

Firm Commitment for transmission delivery.  Explains that PSE is erroneously 

treating the WECC Path Rating for the Northwest to Canada path as if it were a 

“Firm Commitment” in its load flow studies allegedly showing the need for EE.   

This treatment of WECC Path Ratings is wrong.  PSE needs to re-run their load 

flow studies allegedly showing the need for EE to eliminate these non-required 

inter-regional flows. 
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October 1, 2017 

 

To: The Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission 

 

Docket UE-160918                                                       submitted by email to records@utc.wa.gov 

 

Re: The Difference between a WECC Path Rating and a Firm Commitment 
 
Dear WUTC:  

On August 21, 2017 I sent to you a document Re: “Documents that PSE erroneously claims 
prove the need for Energize Eastside.”   In that document I pointed out that PSE load 
flow studies all had a fatal flaw.  I indicated that the fatal flaw is that each load flow study 
includes a requirement that the PSE local transmission system must support a new ability of 
BPA to move 1,500 MW of power (or more) to or from the Canadian border under all weather 
and contingency conditions.    
 
By this letter I clarify that it appears that PSE apparently based their flow assumptions to and 
from Canada on the WECC Path Rating for their Path 3:  Northwest to Canada.  PSE seems to 
be treating these WECC Path ratings as if they were Firm Commitments.  That is a mistake. 
 
WECC Path Ratings are a far different thing than a Firm Commitment.  A WECC Path Rating is 
very similar to what other parts of North America call a “System Operating Limit” (SOL).  The 
System Operating Limit is the maximum amount of power that can be put across a path no 
matter how favorable the conditions are.  That value is much higher than a Firm Commitment 
value since Firm Commitments need to be honored under adverse conditions.   
 
The Path Rating concept, and its difference from a Firm Commitment, has been clearly 
articulated by the Nevada Commission as they studied existing transmission grid in the state of 
Nevada.  See the document at the link below. 
 

http://energy.nv.gov/uploadedFiles/energynvgov/content/NEAC_FinalRpt-Section4-
StrategicTransmissionDiscussion.pdf 
 
Section 4.3.2 of that report provides the following information:  [I have emphasized 
key statements in this information by underlining and bolding the text] 
 

The WECC Glossary Proposal defines a “Transfer Path” as: 
 

An element or group of elements (transmission lines, transformers, series 
capacitors, buses or other pieces of electrical equipment interconnecting 
control areas or parts of a control area) over which a Schedule can be 
established. 
 

On a yearly basis, the WECC publishes the WECC Path Rating Catalog. It is a 
collection of discussions on individual path ratings within the WECC system. As 
defined within the Catalog, a “Path” is composed of an individual transmission 
line or a combination of parallel transmission lines. A “Transfer Path” may be 
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composed of transmission lines between control areas or internal to a control 
area, or a combination of both. 
 
The path rating for most paths is dependent on a multitude of electrical system 
conditions. If the system conditions are favorable, the path rating will increase. 
Unfavorable system conditions tend to result in a decreased path rating. As a 
result, path ratings typically vary over a range, from a maximum value to a 
minimum value. In normal WECC parlance, path ratings fall into one of three 
categories: non-simultaneous, simultaneous, and/or firm. Non-simultaneous 
path ratings represent the maximum path rating for the most favorable 
combination of system conditions. From a probabilistic perspective, only rarely 
are all the system conditions optimum, so at any point in time, the prevailing 
“operational” path rating is almost always less than the non-simultaneous 
rating. The path ratings listed in the WECC Path Rating Catalog are non-
simultaneous “maximum” path ratings. 

 

The last sentence in this writing is the key one for purposes of running load flows to demonstrate the 

need for Energize Eastside.  It says “The path ratings listed in the WECC Path Rating Catalog are 
non-simultaneous “maximum” path ratings.”   Clearly for a WECC load flow study this path 
rating can only be accomplished when system conditions are optimum.  It is not a Firm 
Commitment.   

The information provided at the link above goes on to clarify as follows: 

Firm path ratings represent the minimum value of the range of a path rating. Firm 
transmission rights are transmission rights guaranteed to be useable, with the possible 
exception of transmission line outages or other unusual circumstances or emergency 
conditions. Transmission providers can sell firm transmission rights up to this value, since 
the operational path rating is at or greater than this value virtually 100% of the time. 

PSE is treating the WECC Path Rating for the Northwest to Canada path as if it is a Firm 
Commitment.  Clearly it is not.  Cleary the WECC Path Ratings for Path 3:  Northwest to Canada 
can only be met under the “most favorable of combination of system conditions.” 

When PSE studies the needs of it local system by assuming (a) a very cold winter condition, and (2) most 
all of its Puget Sound Area generation off line then PSE is not studying “the most favorable of 
combination of system conditions.”  In fact, PSE is studying a very unfavorable combination of system 
conditions.  Since there are no Firm Commitment commitments to move anywhere near that amount of 
inter-regional power assumed by PSE in its load flow studies by or for anyone, their load flow studies 
cannot legitimately include these inter-regional transfers.  These PSE load flow studies all need to be 
rerun without these non-required inter-regional flows.  It is completely inappropriate for PSE to treat 
WECC Path Ratings for the Northwest to Canada path as if they were Firm Commitments.   

PSE claims that FERC has ruled the PSE properly dealt with Energize Eastside and ColumbiaGrid.  But we 
need to be clear on what FERC said.  FERC points out that if a utility like PSE intends to make 
improvements to its local transmission system, then PSE would need to have ColumbiaGrid study to 
assure that the proposed PSE improvement (e.g. Energize Eastside) does not adversely impact a 
neighboring utility.  The first step in that process would be for ColumbiaGrid to determine what the grid 
could do without Energize Eastside.  Then add Energize Eastside to the study to see if the grid can no 
longer do what it was able to do without Energize Eastside.  In this case, there has been no 
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demonstration that the grid can meet WECC Path 3 Northwest to Canada path rating levels under 
these adverse system conditions of very cold winter weather and PSE Puget Sound Area generation 
off line without Energize Eastside.  There is no need for PSE to demonstrate that these Path Ratings 
can be met with Energize Eastside since the grid cannot meet these Path Ratings without Energize 
Eastside.  (It is difficult to imagine how the addition of Energize Eastside could adversely impact the 
ability of BPA to deliver power to or from Canada.  There is no requirement that Energize Eastside 
improve the ability of BPA to move power to or from Canada.)   

   

Sincerely, 

 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

Energy Consultant 

Davis, California 

On behalf of a large number of citizens that are concerned about transmission matters in the 

greater Bellevue area. 

 

 cc: IRP Advisory Group members 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:26 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application Supporting Attachments Nos. 2, 3, and 4

Attachments: Supporting Attachment 2.pdf; Supporting Attachment 3.pdf; Supporting Attachment 

4.pdf

Ms Bedwell- 

 

Supporting attachments 2, 3, and 4 re email below. 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

 

 

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:19 AM 

To: hbedwell@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application for a CUP re Energize Eastside (File # 17-120556-LB)  

  

Ms Bedwell- 

 

You have advised me that Individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit applications will need 

to submit comments and contact information (i.e., your name and address) to be a party of record for the 

CUP/CALUP applications. 

 

By this email I am formally submitting my written comments.  See attached.  Note that my comments also 

refer to 17 Supporting Attachments.  I will be submitting those 17 attachments in separate emails that refer to 

these comments because of the size limitation on email with attachments. 

 

Please include the attached email and the related 17 Supporting Attachments (coming in separate emails) in 

the record for this CUP proceeding. 

 

My names is:  Richard Lauckhart 

My address is:  44475 Clubhouse Drive, Davis, California 95618 

My email address is:  lauckjr@hotmail.com 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

Energy Consultant 

Commenting on behalf of PSE home owners who live on the East Side 

Former VP at Puget 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:30 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application Supporting Attachments nos. 

Attachments: Supporting Attachment 5.pdf; Supporting Attachment 6.pdf; Supporting Attachment 

7.pdf; Supporting Attachment 8.pdf; Supporting Attachment 9.pdf; Supporting 

Attachment 10.pdf; Supporting Attachment 11.pdf

Ms Bedwell- 

 

Supporting Attachments 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 re email below. 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

 

 

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:19 AM 

To: hbedwell@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application for a CUP re Energize Eastside (File # 17-120556-LB)  

  

Ms Bedwell- 

 

You have advised me that Individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit applications will need 

to submit comments and contact information (i.e., your name and address) to be a party of record for the 

CUP/CALUP applications. 

 

By this email I am formally submitting my written comments.  See attached.  Note that my comments also 

refer to 17 Supporting Attachments.  I will be submitting those 17 attachments in separate emails that refer to 

these comments because of the size limitation on email with attachments. 

 

Please include the attached email and the related 17 Supporting Attachments (coming in separate emails) in 

the record for this CUP proceeding. 

 

My names is:  Richard Lauckhart 

My address is:  44475 Clubhouse Drive, Davis, California 95618 

My email address is:  lauckjr@hotmail.com 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

Energy Consultant 

Commenting on behalf of PSE home owners who live on the East Side 

Former VP at Puget 
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Supporting Attachment No. 5

To Comments made by Richard Lauckhart dated December 

11, 2017

Blowing the Whistle Slide show questioning 

PSE’s motive and proof of the need for EE
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Is Energize Eastside needed?

Questioning PSEs Motive and Proof

2

By:  J. Richard Lauckhart
Energy Consultant, Davis, Ca
lauckjr@hotmail.com
Former VP at Puget

DSD 004613

mailto:lauckjr@hotmail.com


Why am I involved?

• I now live in California and will not experience 
the negative environmental impacts of EE

• But I don’t like it when large corporations 
promulgate a “Scam” on the public to 
enhance their profitability.

3
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What insights do I have?

• I did not have insights to “blow the whistle” 
on the VW emissions cheating scam

• I did not have insights to “blow the whistle” 
on Bernie Madoff’s investment scam.

• I did not have insights to “blow the whistle” 
on Enron’s scam.

• But I do have insights and expertise to “blow 
the whistle” on PSE’s EE scam.
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What have I done to communicate my insights?

• I have written a paper on PSE’s motivation to 
build the EE project.

• I have written a paper Setting the Record 
Straight on Energize Eastside’s Technical Facts

• This presentation provides an overview of 
what is in those two papers.
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PSE’s motivation for building EE

• In 2007 PSE and Macquarie announced that 
Macquarie intended to purchase all of the 
common stock of PSE

• PSE and Macquarie worked through a long 
process to get regulatory approval

• In 2009 PSE and Macquarie completed the 
purchase

• As a result, Macquarie is now the decision 
maker for PSE

6
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Why did Macquarie want to purchase PSE?

• PSE gets a regulated “rate of return” on its 
investments.  That rate of return is 
approximately 10%

• Macquarie has access to a large amount of 
funds that it wants to invest and earn as large 
a return as possible.

• Where else can Macquarie make 10% on new 
investments today?

7
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What did Macquarie say publicly about why it wanted PSE?

• Christopher Leslie, chief executive of Macquarie 
Infrastructure Partners stated:

“We don’t have employees. We’re not the 
neighboring utility. Combining work forces and 
eliminating redundancies is not the story. Our 
interest is to grow the business.”

Mercer Island Reporter…November 25, 2008

• By “growing the business” Macquarie can invest 
new funds and get a regulated return of 
approximately 10%

8
DSD 004619



How much Money did Macquarie plan to use to grow 
the business?

• Macquarie stated they were committed to 
investing $5 Billion dollars in new PSE 
infrastructure.  

– This is no small amount given that the total price 
paid by the investment group to purchase PSE 
then existing infrastructure was $7.4 billion 
dollars

9
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How is Macquarie progressing on its plan to make $5 
Billion in new investments in PSEs regulated business?

• Indications are that it is not going well:

– Since its 2007 announcement, the economic slowdown 
reversed the trend of increasing energy consumption

– New technology and more focused conservation efforts 
continued to reduce electricity and natural gas 
consumption, even as population growth and economic 
activity rebounded in the Puget Sound region.

– Part of PSEs service territory has been converted to Public 
Utility District (PUD) ownership and operation, reducing 
the need for new investment.
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What kind of infrastructure does Macquarie need to 
invest in to meet its goals?

• New generation and conservation is 
problematic for Macquarie because of the 
“competitive bidding” rules that PSE must 
comply with

• New Transmission Lines and Distribution lines 
are the best investments…no “competitive 
bidding” rules
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But what do you do if there is no need for $5 Billion of 
new transmission and distribution line investment?

• You try to justify projects that are not needed

• Avoid using PSE staff to make the “justification” 
because there might be questions about it

• Use scare tactics like “Blackouts will occur 
without the project” 

• In order to “ hide” the fact that the investments 
are not needed and that blackouts will not occur, 
refuse to show the “justification” or “proof” of 
the need
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What can be said about Macquarie’s attempt to justify EE?

• Transmission investments can only be 
justified by use of a “load flow” study

– The Macquarie/PSE attempt to justify EE, by 
saying “nothing has been done to the ‘backbone’ 
for 50 years”, is not sufficient.  Only a load flow 
study can show if the system needs fixing or not.

– Macquarie/PSE actually used the load flow study 
approach in their “Eastside Needs Assessment” 

13
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The statement “nothing has been done to the 
‘backbone’ for 50 years” is wrong!

• In recent years a number of new 115 KV lines 
have been built on the eastside to serve 
growing loads

• In essence, the “backbone 115 KV” on the 
eastside has been replaced with a “Network 
115 KV” system.

• See graphic next page…

• The needed load flow study will necessarily 
reflect this network of 115 KV lines
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New 115 KV lines built in the eastside 
in recent years
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Who did Macquarie/PSE use to perform the load flow study?  

– In order to perform the needed load flow study in 
2013, Macquarie/PSE took the unusual step of 
hiring an outside consultant (Quanta) to perform 
the load flow study to prove the need for Energize 
Eastside. Not using PSE’s in-house experts.

Note:  Quanta has done considerable consulting work for 
Macquarie in other areas of the country.  Quanta will 
want to keep Macquarie happy.

16
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What is a
“load flow 

study?”
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Grids can get 
complicated.

We use computer 
simulations to study 
how the grid reacts in 
different situations.

Red lines show 
transmission lines not 
distribution lines.
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Load flow study
Inputs

• Physical layout of grid
• How much electricity is 

needed
• How much electricity 

can be generated
• Resistance in each wire Outputs

• How much electricity 
passes through each 
part

• Warning if any part 
overloads

• Warning if voltage drops 
too much
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Did Quanta correctly perform the study?

– No,  Quanta did not correctly perform the study.   
In doing their load flow analysis, Quanta: 

• changed the data that PSE reports to federal energy 
agencies and 

• made a number of questionable assumptions that go 
beyond normal industry practice.

20
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What does this information cause you to conclude?

• I believe that Macquarie/PSE are pursuing this 
project for the sole purpose of increasing 
profits for Macquarie.  

– The transmission line will be expensive for PSE’s 
customers, 

– It won’t increase reliability or provide other 
benefits to PSE customers 

– It will damage the environment.  
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PSE has provided no legitimate “proof” of the need for EE

• Again…Transmission investments can only be proven 
necessary by use of a “load flow” study

• The Eastside Needs Assessment performed by 
PSE/Quanta states the need was identified by a load 
flow study.

• Quanta concluded that PSE’s equipment might 
overload under extraordinary conditions: 
– simultaneous failure of two transformers, 
– on the coldest day of the year, 
– at the same time a huge amount of electricity is being 

transmitted to Canada, and 
– half a dozen local generation plants are shut down.
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What was your initial reaction to these assumptions?

• First I was shocked that their study shut down not one, 
not two, but six local generation plants 
– I was vice president of power planning during the time we 

acquired these local generation plants.  We worked hard to 
acquire them for the purpose of providing power in exactly 
the type of need scenario that Energize Eastside is based 
on - peak need on a very cold (less than 23F) winter day.

• After shutting down those six plants, PSE is very short 
on having sufficient power to cover their System Peak 
load.  Quanta did not say how PSE would meet its 
Total System load with these six plants shut down.
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What are the plants that Quanta shut down?

24

Max MW Quanta MW

CCCT Encogen 185 125

CCCT Ferndale 282 0

CCCT Fredrickson 1 (PSE share) 141 0

CCCT Goldendale 278 278

CCCT Mint Farm 297 297

CCCT Sumas 140 0

  sub total 1323 700

SCCT Fredonia 1&2 225 0

SCCT Fredonia 3&4 116 0

SCCT Whitehorn 2&3 162 0

SCCT Fredrickson 1&2 162 0

  sub total 665 0

TOTAL 1988 700
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Where are those 6 plants located?
Essentially the red plants in the Puget Sound Region on the map below
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How Much Power does PSE need to meet its System 
Peak Load in Winter 2018?

• According to PSE’s IRP, PSE needs 6,500 MW of 
supply to meet its System Peak plus reserve 
requirements in the winter of 2018

• According to PSE’s IRP, PSE is “short” by about 
2100 MW of having sufficient generation to cover 
this need.

• While that is a very large “shortage”, it gets even 
larger (nearly 3,400 MW) under the Quanta Load 
Flow model assumptions…an untenable shortage.

– See graphic on next slide
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PSE “Short”: IRP vs Quanta 
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What other assumptions did Quanta make that you 
found problematic?

• The assumption that 1,500 MW would be 
flowing to Canada under this extreme cold 
event was another problem.
– I am aware that the Columbia River Treaty does 

not mandate that 1,500 MW be delivered to 
Canada under such an extreme cold event.

• I was interested in seeing the Quanta load 
flow input data file to see what other 
assumptions that they might have made that I 
thought were problematic.
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Did you ask to see the Quanta files?

• Yes, I requested that PSE provide me the 
Quanta files

• PSE denied my request, which was surprising 
to me since I had already received the 
requisite security clearance from the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC).  FERC 
stated that I had a legitimate need to review 
the data.
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Why did PSE deny your request?

• PSE refuses to show me the Quanta load flow study 
data file because they fear that I may use the data to 
find weaknesses in the grid which will allow me to 
perform terrorist outages on the grid.   

• I already have significant knowledge about the grid and 
the weaknesses in it.   I already have the information I 
would need to perform terrorist activities if I were so 
inclined, which I am not.

• PSE’s reason for denying my request is not legitimate.
– I believe that PSE is denying my request because they 

know that I will find (and point out) that the Quanta load 
flow study is flawed.
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What did you do after PSE denied your request?

• I asked FERC to provide to me the load flow Base Case data 
that PSE had filed with FERC.

• FERC provided me that PSE load flow Base Case data.  
• I observed that PSE’s load flow Base Case data for the 

winter of 2018 has more appropriate assumptions in this 
cold winter situation regarding (a) local area generation 
operation and (b) flows to Canada.

• I recruited another transmission expert, Roger Schiffman, 
to obtain the utility standard load flow study computer 
model and we conducted our own load flow study of the 
need for Energize Eastside starting with the load flow Base 
Case data that PSE filed with FERC.
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What did you learn from the Lauckhart-Schiffman load 
flow study effort?

• I learned that Energize Eastside is not needed if appropriate 
assumptions are reflected in the load flow study.  No 
blackouts will occur if EE is not built. 
– [See Lauckhart-Schiffman Load Flow modeling for “Energize 

Eastside” report dated February 18, 2016]

• I learned that the greater Puget Sound Region of the grid 
will experience major problems (aka blackouts) with or 
without Energize Eastside being built based on Quanta’s 
problematic assumptions.

• I learned that in order for Quanta to avoid these other 
blackout problems with their assumptions, that Quanta 
must have made other changes to the PSE Base Case load 
flow data for the winter of 2018.
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PSE’s Winter 2018 Base Case
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The PSE/Quanta Problematic Scenario
And resulting Cross-Cascades problem

34
DSD 004645



Has PSE provided any information that helps you 
develop an educated guess of what other changes 

Quanta made?

• Yes.  In the EIS process for Energize Eastside, 
PSE provided a listing of a number of 
“electrical criteria” it was using in its studies of 
the need for Energize Eastside.

• Three of those criteria jumped out at me as 
being particularly inappropriate

35
DSD 004646



What was the first criterion you found problematic?

• PSE stated criterion number 7: "Adjust regional flows and 
generation to stress cases similar to annual transmission planning 
assessment." 
Here is what that means!!!:
– In 2013, ColumbiaGrid had run a "stressed load flow case" for 

information purposes just to see how the system would respond if the 
Base Case was adjusted to significantly increase stresses on the 
system. (e.g. shut down Puget Sound Area generation and increase 
flows to Canada) 

– ColumbiaGrid indicated that this “stressed load flow case” caused 
significant adverse impacts on the system but there was no need to 
make any fixes to the system to address those problems as a result of 
this stressed case run because the case exceeds NERC Reliability 
Criteria.

• BUT PSE has made this the main scenario for looking at the need for 
EE! That makes no sense.
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What were other criteria you found problematic?

• PSE stated criterion number 8: "Take into account 
future transmission improvement projects that are 
expected to be in service during the study period."

• PSE stated criterion number 2: The "Study Period" 
was from 2015-2024.

It appears that in order for Quanta to make their Load 
flow study work without causing blackouts in the 
greater Puget Sound area that Quanta assumed that at 
least one and probably two new Cross North-Cascades 
transmission lines are built.  No one is currently 
pursuing these infrastructure improvements.
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What do you conclude about the Quanta load flow study?

• In a nutshell Macquarie/PSE/Quanta have decided to run a 
Load Flow study to determine the need for EE, which load 
flow study has major flaws. 

• First it starts with a scenario that has negligible probability of 
occurring.

• A Scenario that vastly exceeds FERC/NERC reliability criteria.
• Then in order to make that Scenario work electrically, 

Quanta seems to have modeled new Cross North-Cascades 
transmission lines that no one is working on. 

• And no one is working on them because any load flow 
scenario that is consistent with FERC/NERC reliability criteria 
shows the new Cross North-Cascades transmission lines are 
not needed.
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Is the Quanta load flow study appropriate for examining 
the need for Energize Eastside?

• No.  This Macquarie/PSE/Quanta load flow 
study is completely inappropriate for 
studying the reliability of power service to 
the Eastside.  

• The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study is 
the appropriate way for studying the 
reliability of power service to the Eastside.

• The Lauckhart-Schiffman study 
demonstrates that EE is not needed.
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Has PSE provided “proof” of the need for EE?

• No.  PSE has not provided the load flow study that it 
claims demonstrates the need for Energize Eastside.

• The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study, which is 
based on PSE’s Base Case, demonstrates that Energize 
Eastside is not needed. 
– PSE has criticized the Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study for running 

all the Puget Sound area generation and for not sending 1,500 MW to 
Canada.  These criticisms have been fully rebutted [see attachment to 
Lauckhart email to EnergizeEastsideEIS dated April 29, 2016].  The 
Lauckhart-Schiffman assumptions are more in line with what 
regulators expect and which correctly balance environment, cost and 
risk of outage. The Lauckhart-Schiffman assumptions are also 
consistent with PSE’s Base Case filed with FERC
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It must be stopped

By all indications……

• PSE is promulgating a “scam” on the public to 
enhance their profitability  

• The “scam” imposes significant adverse 
environmental impacts on the public but no 
benefits

41
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Action that the four cities and EBCC 
should take

• Issue the following ultimatum to PSE

“If you do not make your load flow studies 
available for inspection by individuals that have 
CEII clearance from FERC, we will not even 
consider issuing a permit for Energize Eastside.”
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Energize Eastside will provide no reliability 

benefit to the Eastside

• The Eastside has had numerous power 
outages in the past and will continue to have 
power outages in the future.   These outages 
are primarily caused by wind blowing trees 
and limbs into the localized overhead 12 KV 
distribution lines.  

• Energize Eastside will do nothing to decrease 
these outages in the future.
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The EIS staff is wrong

• The December 21, 2016 Phase 2 Draft EIS – Scope of 
Analysis includes a discussion of the “No Action” 
alternative.  The following sentence is included in that 
discussion:

“If no action is taken, load shedding (forced power      
outages within the Eastside) would likely be needed 
during the highest demand periods in the near 
future.”

• As pointed out in the rest of this report, there is no 
legitimate evidence on the record that this statement 
is true.  In fact, the legitimate evidence on the record 
is that this statement is false
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PSE’s bogus scenario
One more (detailed) look

• Very cold (i.e. 23 degree) weather occurs on the eastside 
during evening peak load hours…an event that normally 
occurs only once in every few years

• At that same time, 1,500 MW is being delivered to 
Canada…but:
– There is no requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada under 

such an event. [See comments filed by Christina Aron-Sycz dated 
August 1, 2016 which includes a White Paper entitled “Evidence 
that there is no requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada on 
a Firm Basis….Resulting Conclusion is that EE is not needed.”], 
and

– The Puget Sound Region in total would experience low voltage 
caused blackouts if 1,500 MW is being delivered to Canada 
during such a cold weather event.
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PSE’s bogus scenario (Cont.)

• At the same time PSE has shut down 6 of its Puget Sound Area 
generators…something that PSE would not do under such a cold 
event because
– Puget would not be able to meet its own Total System Load without 

these generators running (these generators were built to provide 
power under these circumstances and it is absurd to say they would 
not be operated under these circumstances) , and 

– The Puget Sound Region in total would experience low voltage caused 
blackouts if 6 Puget Sound Area generators are shut down during such 
a cold weather event.

• At the same time two major 230/115 KV transformers fail at the 
same time when all these other things are happening…But since all 
these other things cannot happen at the same time without there 
being low voltage caused blackouts, this scenario makes no sense.
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The EIS Record 

• CENSE and Mr. Lauckhart have placed a 
number of documents on the EIS record that 
provide evidence that Energize Eastside will 
not reduce the number of outages on the PSE 
system on the eastside.
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Conclusion from the EIS Record

• The scenario that PSE claims needs the Energize 
Eastside line in order to increase reliability of 
electricity supply to the Eastside will never happen.  
That justification for building Energize Eastside is not 
legitimate.

• The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study (which used 
PSE’s Base Case data set for the Winter of 2018) 
demonstrates that Energize Eastside will provide no 
reliability benefit to the eastside.

• The No Action alternative will not result in any 
blackouts on the eastside or elsewhere on the 
grid.  
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Backstory on PSE’s motive to build EE 
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The backstory: What is truly motivating PSE to try to build Energize Eastside? 

To: City staff and council 

From: Rich Lauckhart 

Introduction 

As you may already know, I am an energy consultant who spent the bulk of my career working for Puget 

Power (PSE’s predecessor) as vice president of Power Planning.  It was my job to oversee the permitting 

and construction of many kinds of projects in the Puget Sound region including high voltage transmission 

lines and nuclear power plants. 

What you may not know is that I also hold an M.B.A. in Finance.  During my time at Puget Power as well 

as at other firms, I had great exposure to not only the technical side of power planning, but also to the 

business side of each project.  I know that most customers assume that a company that provides a basic 

necessity such as electricity is just “trying to keep the lights on” and that there is a lot of inherent trust in 

power companies.  However, both from my long experience in the industry and the multitude of news 

articles from across the country, it’s no secret that privately-held, for profit power companies function 

just like any other for-profit business.  They seek to turn a profit.  This is not in and of itself a bad thing.   

However, there are too many recent examples of when power companies across the U.S. have attempted 

to get an unnecessary project built in order to get the guaranteed profit from the state, and I feel that 

PSE’s Energize Eastside is yet another example of this.  In the case of Energize Eastside, it is the “perfect 

storm” for this type of attempt for four reasons.  One, Washington state has very outdated regulations 

compared to other states that incentivize power companies to build big transmission projects rather than 

invest in smarter technologies currently being used across the U.S.  Two, there is remarkably little 

oversight to PSE’s major projects before they get built.  In the case of Energize Eastside, this billion dollar, 

eighteen mile project has the potential to be built without any prior vetting or review by any state 

regulators - only a permit from four city councils.  The project gets approved into the rate base after it is 

built.  Three, Washington offers a generous rate of return of 9.8% on the lifetime of the project.  In the 

case of Energize Eastside, that means over $1 billion for PSE’s Canadian and Australian investors.  This is 

a huge incentive.  Lastly, both myself and CENSE.org have provided compelling evidence that Energize 

Eastside is not needed.  Yet Puget Sound Energy (PSE) continues to push to build the project.   Why would 

PSE want to build the Energize Eastside project if it is not needed?    

This paper discusses these points. 
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Background 

For most of its history, Puget Sound Energy (PSE) had publicly traded common stock.  Shareholders elected 

representatives to serve on PSE’s Board of Directors.  The board members hired a CEO to run the company, 

and relied on the CEO to make day-to-day decisions.  In this way, PSE was accountable to its shareholders, 

many of whom lived in PSE’s service territory. 

This all changed in 2009, when an Australian investment bank named Macquarie purchased all of the 

company’s common stock.  The total cost of the acquisition was $7.4 billion.  It was and still is highly 

unusual for a foreign-owned company to own a U.S. utility.  Upon purchase, Macquarie stated its intention 

was to invest an additional $5 billion in the company by building new infrastructure.  In so doing, 

Macquarie planned to collect the guaranteed 9.8% rate of return on infrastructure investments that is 

allowed by PSE’s regulator, the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission (WUTC). 

However, several unforeseen developments thwarted Macquarie’s plans.  First, shortly after the 

acquisition was announced in 2007, the recession reversed the trend of increasing energy consumption.  

Second, new technology and more focused conservation efforts continued to reduce electricity and 

natural gas consumption even as population growth and economic activity rebounded in the Puget Sound 

region.  Third, a portion of PSE’s service territory was converted to Public Utility District (PUD) ownership 

and service. 

Like any profit driven corporation, Macquarie likely pondered what projects they could pursue to bolster 

PSE’s sagging revenues.  The 18-mile double circuit 230 KV transmission line running through the Eastside 

probably looked like a good candidate. For a number of years PSE had considered installing a new 230kV 

to 115 kV transformer at the Lakeside substation, which would have required building new 230kV lines 

between Talbot Hill and Lakeside and between Sammamish and Lakeside.  However, every time this was 

studied it was determined that other less costly infrastructure projects were preferable to meet the 

growing loads on the Eastside.    

But when Macquarie was looking for high cost new infrastructure projects, it appears that this older plan 

was picked up off the shelf and dusted off.   The original two 115 kV lines were built almost 50 years ago, 

and I believe that PSE felt it would be easy to convince local city councils to support the new 230 kV plan 

by making it sound like a simple “upgrade” to an “old line” which is exactly the language they have chosen 

in their ads.  The “Energize Eastside” project was born, ignoring the reality that the original twin eighteen 

mile 115 kV lines had been augmented with many new 115 kV lines in recent years (see figure below).  In 

essence, the original twin 115 kV “backbone” lines have been turned into a robust “network” of 115 kV 

lines.  The eighteen mile twin 115 kV line that follows the proposed path of Energize Eastside ceased being 

a “backbone” decades ago. 
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Normally, the technical need for a transmission line would be studied by PSE’s in-house transmission 

experts.  In my many years at Puget Power, we only used our own in house transmission experts since 

they knew our area’s grid the best.  However, PSE instead hired Quanta, a consulting firm based in North 

Carolina.  I could not find any basis that Quanta has prior experience with the Northwest power grid, but 

they have done quite a bit of work for Macquarie in other areas of the country where Macquarie had 

made investments.      

As I describe in detail in my other paper, “Setting the Record Straight on Energize Eastside’s Technical 

Facts”, I believe that In order to make the project data work in PSE’s favor, Quanta made several changes 

to the core data that PSE reports to federal energy agencies and made a number of questionable 

assumptions that go beyond normal industry practice.  As I also explained in my other paper, when I  tried 

to duplicate Quanta’s results and implement those same changes to the core data, I found that the 

Quanta’s assumptions caused significant problems for the entire power grid, not just the Eastside.  When 

asked about these problems, PSE refused to provide any data or technical explanation to refute my 

findings. 

In the two decades that I worked for the company, PSE worked closely with the communities and did a 

good job of supplying reliable power to their customers.  I never witnessed a project that put forth without 

a solid, demonstrated need.  However, based on the facts surrounding PSE’s highly questionable load flow 
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study and the overall obvious lack of demonstrated technical need for this project, I believe that PSE’s 

main goal with Energize Eastside is to increasing profits for its Australian and Canadian investors.  There 

is simply no evidence of a technical need for this project.  Energize Eastside will be extremely expensive 

for all of PSE’s 1.1 million customers, it won’t measurably increase reliability, and it will damage the 

environment.  Again, as I mentioned at the outset of this paper, this is unfortunately not an unusual or 

isolated example in the present day U.S. power grid. 

Until PSE provides real, technical evidence in the form of the load flow data that shows why Energize 

Eastside is necessary, I must conclude that it is not. 

New Ownership of PSE in 2009 

In 2009 a consortium formed by Macquarie Infrastructure, the Canada Pension Plan Investment Board, 

the British Columbia Investment Management Corp. purchased all of the common stock of PSE.1   

Who makes the decisions for PSE after this purchase?    

That answer can be found in a filing made in 2007 with the Washington Utilities and Transportation 

Commission (WUTC) and in a filing made in 2016 with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC).   

● In the December 2007 filing with the WUTC, the ownership and control of PSE under Macquarie’s 

coordinated purchase of PSE stock, a very complicated picture of ownership and control of PSE 

was presented.  See attachment 1.  However, for all practical purposes, it is Macquarie who makes 

decisions for PSE. 

● In the 2016 filing with FERC, Macquarie Energy stated that Macquarie Group Limited (“MGL”) 

maintains ownership and control of PSE.2 

The important result of the 2009 change in ownership and control of PSE is that for all practical purposes, 

since 2009, Macquarie makes the decisions on PSE matters.   

Why did Macquarie (and partner investment firms) want to purchase all of the stock of PSE?   

That answer can be found in a statement made by Christopher Leslie, chief executive of Macquarie 

Infrastructure Partners.  He stated:  

“We don’t have employees. We’re not the neighboring utility. Combining work forces and 

eliminating redundancies is not the story. Our interest is to grow the business.”3  

 These investors have access to significant funding that they planned on using to “grow PSE’s business.” 

In fact, the investors stated they were committed to investing $5 billion in new PSE infrastructure.  This is 

no small amount given that the total price paid by the investment group to purchase PSE was $7.4 billion 

                                                           
1 http://www.pugetenergy.com/pages/news/011609.html 
2 See July 14, 2016 filing at FREC made by Macquarie Energy in Docket No. ER16-2198 
3 http://www.mi-reporter.com/news/35017809.html 
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dollars.4   

In this paper I will use the term “Macquarie” to indicate the entity that has ownership and control of PSE. 

Why would this investment group want to invest $5 billion in new infrastructure in PSE’s system?   

It is standard practice that investment firms like Macquarie are trying to find investments that give them 

a good rate of return.  In the case of PSE, the WUTC grants a 9.8% return on new investments.  This 9.8% 

return is a very attractive rate of return compared to the return that the investment firms could get 

elsewhere.   So, investing $5 billion at a 9.8% rate of return is a great investment opportunity.  The only 

catch is that investors only get this return if they can find infrastructure projects that can be shown needed 

to meet reliability criteria.  This determination is made by the WUTC after the project is built. 

But what if there is no justification for making $5 billion of new investment in PSE? 

As mentioned earlier in this document, there is ample evidence of utilities across the U.S. attempting to 

build infrastructure projects that, in the end, cannot be justified.  Time and time again, the ultimate goal 

was to get the generous rate of return offered by the state.  They will often go to great lengths to get their 

projects justified.   

Why are transmission lines the most lucrative form of investment for PSE? 

Washington State has regulations for utilities that offer the 9.8% rate of return on large scale transmission 

projects. By contrast, new investments in generation (new power plants) or Demand Side Management 

(DSM, which are programs that reduce the load and/or increase conservation at the customer level) are 

somewhat problematic for Macquarie’s and PSE’s goal of achieving a guaranteed profit.  This is because 

the WUTC competitive bidding rule requires PSE to go out for competitive bids for third party entities that 

can provide the needed generation or DSM for PSE.  The WUTC closely monitors this competitive bid 

activity to be sure that PSE selects the cheapest option.  If a third party entity is chosen, then that party 

makes the investments needed and PSE will generally pay the third party an ongoing fee.  By doing this, 

PSE is not allowed to include these new projects in the PSE rate base and there is no ability to make the 

desired 9.8% return on investment.  However, there is no competitive bidding process for new 

transmission and distribution projects.      

Another reason why Macquarie and PSE are so focused on building transmission lines is that Washington’s 

regulations have not been updated much since the 1960s and do not provide anywhere near as generous 

of an incentive for smarter, 21st century technologies.  Many other states, including Oregon, California, 

Texas, and New York have updated their regulations to incentivize utilities to invest in smarter 

technologies such as demand side management, more aggressive conservation, and efficiency.  

Washington is lagging behind the times in this respect. 

                                                           
4 http://www.pugetenergy.com/pages/news/011609.html 
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As a result, Macquarie and PSE closely monitor their service territory to see what investments may make 

sense.  Does this mean that every new, major transmission project is unfounded?  Not necessarily.  But it 

does mean that from a business perspective, PSE’s first choice is a project that will achieve the greatest 

rate of return and enhance the profitability of their investment fund.  It’s simple business math. 

How and when did Energize Eastside come to be? 

Approximately 4 years ago (2013), Macquarie decided to see if a new, double circuit 230kV transmission 

line and substation (i.e. Energize Eastside) “EE” could be justified on the Eastside.   Such a project would 

contribute significantly to Macquarie’s goal of making $5 billion of new investment in PSE.   

Who did Macquarie choose to investigate to see if Energize Eastside could be justified? 

Macquarie decided not have PSE’s internal transmission planning employees do the analysis.  Instead, 

Macquarie decided to have the load flow work performed by an outside company (Quanta Technologies) 

rather than by PSE’s in house load flow experts.  Quanta does a lot of work for Macquarie in areas outside 

of the Pacific Northwest.  Quanta Technology, LLC is headquartered in Raleigh, NC with offices in Boston, 

MA; Chicago, IL; Oakland, CA; Toronto, Ontario and Ecuador in South America.  There is no evidence that 

Quanta Technology has expertise in Northwest transmission and power supply matters.   

A load flow study is the critical study used in the industry to test the reliability of the power grid.  A load 

flow study is also used to justify the need for a new transmission project.  The Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC)/NERC also require each utility to develop a Base Case load flow study to show there 

is at least one mix of load, generation and transmission infrastructure that can be shown to reliably serve 

load in a future year.  Generally, utilities provide FERC with several Base Cases reflecting peak loading 

periods of several different years in the future.  FERC then requires utilities such as PSE to file Base Case 

studies each year so that third parties (such as myself) can utilize the database in each of these Base Case 

load flow studies to perform our own load flow studies to  investigate whether a project proposed by a 

utility  is really needed or not.  PSE filed their Base Case studies with FERC and I obtained PSE’s base case 

from FERC to perform my load flow study, with written permission from FERC .   

Did Quanta use the FERC Base Case to perform its load flow study? 

No.   Macquarie did not have Quanta do its load flow study using the same assumptions in the Base Cases 

PSE filed with FERC.  Instead, Macquarie asked Quanta to make significant changes to that Base Case.  For 

example, Quanta was told to assume a 1,500 MW flow to Canada (rather than the 500 MW included in 

PSE’s Base Case) and to assume that 1,400 MW of gas fired generators in the Puget Sound area would not 

be running during an extreme cold winter peak day (rather than the assumption in PSE’s Base Case that 

all these generators would be running during a winter peak day).   

Was I able to modify the PSE Base Case in this manner? 

When I, along with transmission expert Roger Schiffman, performed my own load flow study (see paper 

entitled “Setting the Record Straight on Energize Eastside’s Technical Facts” for more details), I obtained 

PSE’s Base Cases from FERC.  I then tested these non-standard assumptions as described above.  The 
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Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study demonstrates that making these two major changes to the PSE Base 

Case will result in the model failing to find a solution.  The problem is that the lines carrying power across 

the Cascades from the Columbia River region to the Puget Sound region and then north to Canada are not 

capable of moving all this power without causing unacceptably low voltage on the grid in the greater Puget 

Sound area.  Yet Quanta failed to disclose this problem.   

 

Was Quanta able to resolve this cross-Cascades problem? 

It is unclear how Quanta resolved this problem because PSE has refused to share the load flow study.  It 

is also unclear why Quanta decided to make these major changes to the PSE Base Cases.  One can only 

assume that Macquarie gave Quanta the directive to make these changes to the Base Case in order to 

produce a load flow study that justified the need for Energize Eastside.  Macquarie and PSE have refused 

to make public the load flow studies that Quanta performed and which PSE claims justify the Energize 

Eastside line.  I must therefore conclude, based on the above, that the load flow study that 

Macquarie/PSE/Quanta have performed in an attempt to justify the need for Energize Eastside has been 

artificially/inappropriately adjusted.  I believe that if Macquarie/PSE had utilized their own internal 

transmission experts to run this load flow study, the project would have never progressed to its current 

status because their internal transmission experts would know that these changes to the Base Case are 

senseless and incorrect. 

Conclusion 

My goal in writing this paper was to illustrate that when it comes to utilities and profits, and PSE in 

particular, there is more going on than meets the eye.  It appears that Macquarie and PSE, like some other 

utilities across the U.S., are pushing heavily for a project with no real basis in order to enhance their 

profits.  The factual basis for this project simply does not add up.   

PSE will likely respond by saying that I do not understand or that things are different now compared to 

when I worked for Puget Power.  That is not the case.  The burden of proof lies on them, not me.  They 

are not being transparent and have not furnished sufficient material evidence that justifies the need for 

this project.  Instead, they hope to gain permitting of a billion dollar project through the vote of city 

councils.  Furthermore, Macquarie has a history of transactions that were deceptive in nature (see 

attachment 2). 
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Attachment 1 

WUTC Proceedings5 
 
WUTC PROCEEDINGS: On December 17, 2007 Puget Holdings LLC (Puget Holdings) and Puget Sound 

Energy, Inc. (PSE or Company) filed with the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission 

(Commission) a joint application for an order authorizing the proposed transfer of ownership and control 

of Puget Energy, Inc. (Puget Energy), and its wholly owned subsidiary, PSE, to Puget Holdings. Puget 

Holdings is a Delaware limited liability company, with its principal offices in New York, formed expressly 

for the purpose of acquiring, through wholly owned subsidiaries, all of the outstanding shares of common 

stock issued by Puget Energy. The proposed transfer of ownership is one step in a financial transaction 

that would ultimately result in Puget Energy no longer being a publicly traded company. Puget Energy and 

PSE would be privately owned by Puget Holdings, which is an “Investor Consortium” (Consortium) 

comprised of several private equity investment companies and several government pension fund 

managers, all of which maintain portfolios of investments, including infrastructure investments, in the 

U.S., Canada, and several other nations. 

 

December 30, 2008 WUTC Order Synopsis: The Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission, 

approving and adopting subject to conditions a Settlement Stipulation proposed by all parties except 

Public Counsel, authorizes Puget Holdings LLC (Puget Holdings) to acquire Puget Energy, Inc. (Puget 

Energy), and its wholly-owned subsidiary Puget Sound Energy, Inc. (PSE). 

The WUTC Order included a number of statements about the sale of Puget Sound Energy  

Decision Making for PSE under the new ownership arrangement: 

 The proposed change in Puget Energy and PSE’s ownership would mean that Puget Energy would no 

longer be a publicly traded company.  Thus, the numerous investors who currently benefit from the 

utility’s success and bear the risks of any lack of success will no longer have direct voting rights on matters 

that must be approved by shareholders.  Instead, decision making power will be exercised by the members 

of the Consortium. Therefore, in evaluating the merits of this transaction it is important to consider 

carefully the nature of these investors, their plans as owners of Puget Energy and PSE, and the governance 

structure of their holding company, Puget Holdings. 

 Puget Holdings is a consortium of six primary investors who own the following percentages: 

                                                           
5 https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/81100/000119312509000402/dex991.htm 
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 •Macquarie Infrastructure Partners, which is comprised of three limited partnerships (i.e., 

Macquarie Infrastructure Partners A, L.P.; Macquarie Infrastructure Partners International, L.P.; 

and Macquarie Infrastructure Partners Canada, L.P.) who will indirectly invest in Puget Holdings, 

holds the largest single minority ownership interest at 31.8 percent. 

  •Canada Pension Plan Investment Board holds 28.1 percent. 

  •Macquarie Capital Group Ltd holds 15.9 percent. 

● British Columbia Investment Management Corporation holds 14.1 percent. 

  •Alberta Investment Management holds 6.3 percent. 

  •Macquarie-FSS Infrastructure Trust holds 3.7 percent. 

Although the three Macquarie entities collectively own 51.4 percent of Puget Holdings, this is not a 

controlling share under Puget Holdings’ governance structure, which requires a vote of 55 percent of the 

shares to support any action and a vote of 80 percent or more of the shares for certain significant 

corporate decisions. 

Organizational Chart governing Puget Sound Energy (PSE): 
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Macquarie Infrastructure Partners. Macquarie Infrastructure Partners is a diversified, unlisted 

investment fund that is headquartered in New York.  It focuses on infrastructure investments in the United 

States and Canada. The majority of its investors are US and Canadian institutions such as government 

pension funds, corporate pension funds, endowments, foundations and labor unions. Macquarie 

Infrastructure Partners currently has eleven infrastructure investments in the utility, toll road, ports and 

communications sectors 

Macquarie Capital Group Ltd. Macquarie Capital Group Ltd. is a wholly owned subsidiary of the 

Australian-listed Macquarie Group Limited and the operating company for Macquarie Group Limited’s 

non-banking operations. Macquarie Capital Group Ltd. often invests alongside Macquarie Group-

managed funds in investments of this kind in an underwriting capacity. This is the case for Puget Holdings, 

and Macquarie Capital Group Ltd. expects to sell down its minority position to other Macquarie Group-

managed funds or other like-minded third party investors prior to financial close or shortly thereafter. 

Macquarie-FSS Infrastructure Trust. Macquarie-FSS Infrastructure Trust is an unlisted Australian 

infrastructure trust managed by Macquarie Specialized Asset Management Limited. The investment 

objective of Macquarie-FSS Infrastructure Trust is to make investments in a diversified range of 

infrastructure and related assets. It currently holds interests in five assets across sectors including 

communications infrastructure, vehicle inspection, utilities, and water infrastructure in three countries: 

the United States, Spain, and the U.K. 

CPPIB -The Canada Plan Pension Investment Board (CPPIB) 

bcIMC - British Columbia Investment Management Corporation (bcIMC) 

AIMCo - The Alberta Investment Management Corporation (AIMCo) 

  
Equico - following closing of the Proposed Transaction, all of the common stock of Puget Energy will be 

owned by “Equico,” which will be a new Washington limited liability company. “Equico” will be a wholly-

owned subsidiary of Puget Intermediate. “Equico” is expected to be established as a bankruptcy-remote 

special purpose entity, and shall not have debt. 

Puget Holdings, which is an “Investor Consortium” (Consortium) comprised of several private equity 

investment companies and several government pension fund managers, all of which maintain portfolios 

of investments, including infrastructure investments, in the U.S., Canada, and several other nations.  

Puget Intermediate Holdings - PSE’s customers will be held harmless from the liabilities of any non-

regulated activity of PSE or Puget Holdings. In any proceeding before the Commission involving rates of 

PSE, the fair rate of return for PSE will be determined without regard to any adverse consequences that 

are demonstrated to be attributable to the non-regulated activities. Any new non-regulated subsidiary 

will be established as a subsidiary of either Puget Holdings or Puget Intermediate Holdings Inc., rather 

than as a subsidiary of PSE. 
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Attachment 2 

Examples of other transactions involving Macquarie that were deceptive 

 

1. According to a Wikipedia write up on the Macquarie Group,6  “Macquarie Group through 

its subsidiary Macquarie Equipment Rentals has allegedly been perpetrating a Telco 

finance scam. Macquarie Equipment Rentals has sued over 300 victims of the scam which 

involves bundling a finance equipment contract with a contract from a small 

telecommunications company, often obscuring that the finance contract exists. 

The scam involves the telecommunications company promising free equipment such as 

Plasma TVs, while offering a lower cost phone deal that offsets the cost of the equipment. 

The victim is then tricked into signing two contracts with the true costs often hidden, 

whilst being verbally promised that they will be free. The telecommunications company 

is paid an upfront fee by the finance company, and sometime later disappears. The victim 

is then left with an inflated finance company lease that requires the victim to pay often 

tens of thousands of dollars for equipment that in reality costs a fraction of the price.” 

2. Macquarie Capital was the lead underwriter on a secondary public stock offering in 2010 

by Puda Coal, which traded on the New York Stock Exchange at the time and purported 

to own a coal company in the People’s Republic of China (PRC).  In the offering documents, 

Puda Coal falsely told investors that it held a 90-percent ownership stake in the Chinese 

coal company.  Macquarie Capital repeated those statements in its marketing materials 

for the offering despite obtaining a report from Kroll showing that Puda Coal did not own 

any part of the coal company.7 

                                                           
6 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Macquarie_Group#Criticism 
7 https://www.sec.gov/news/pressrelease/2015-51.html 
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Setting the Record Straight on Energize Eastside’s Technical Facts 
 

From: Rich Lauckhart 

To: city council and staff 

 

Executive Summary 

The most important aspect of any major transmission project is the underlying technical basis 

for the project.  PSE’s Energize Eastside project is a major transmission line that will have a 

tremendous impact on the entire Eastside.  The fact that PSE wants to colocate this high 

voltage transmission line within a narrow corridor with the Olympic high pressure jet fuel 

pipelines means that the stakes are even higher.   

A project like Energize Eastside should unequivocally have clearly demonstrated need, and the 

supporting documentation for the project, including PSE’s load flow study as well as the EIS 

record, should be technically and reasonably sound.   

I have performed an extensive study of both PSE’s load flow study and the current EIS record, 

and my conclusion is that both fall short, the load flow study in particular.  The Eastside cities 

involved are proceeding with a project that does not pass the bar of clearly demonstrated need 

and which in my professional opinion “violates the laws of the grid”.  PSE’s claims simply do not 

add up.  Furthermore, the current EIS record contains information that is not technically 

accurate.   

This paper includes a detailed discussion of the following two points: 

Assertion A: The current EIS record contains technically inaccurate information 

Assertion B: Puget Sound Energy has never provided the actual data which would 

definitively demonstrate the need for Energize Eastside 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Assertion A:  
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The current EIS record contains technically unsound information 

Summary 

As indicated in a number of places in the EIS record1, Energize Eastside will provide no 

increased reliability benefit to the Eastside.  When a utility is determining the need for a new 

transmission line, they perform a load flow study.  This is present day industry standard.  The 

load flow study serves as the primary basis for the decision of whether or not a transmission 

project is needed.   

The assumptions used in the load flow study that PSE claims to have run would result in power 

outages in the entire Puget Sound Region whether or not Energize Eastside is built.  A load flow 

study that is run with proper grid operation assumptions demonstrates there is no need for 

Energize Eastside to avoid outages on the Eastside. Therefore, under the “no action” 

alternative, the EIS should conclude that a decision not to build Energize Eastside will not 

result in any more blackouts on the Eastside than if Energize Eastside were to be built.  

Yet this is not what the EIS record states. 

Background   

The December 21, 2016 Phase 2 Draft EIS – Scope of Analysis includes a discussion of the “No 

Action” alternative.  The following sentence is included in that discussion: 

“If no action is taken, load shedding (forced power outages within the Eastside) would likely 

be needed during the highest demand periods in the near future.” 

As pointed out in the rest of this report, there is no legitimate evidence on the record that this 

statement is true.  In fact, the evidence in the record indicates that this statement is false. 

Facts 

The Eastside has had numerous power outages in the past and will continue to have power 

outages in the future.   These outages are primarily caused by wind blowing trees and limbs into 

the local overhead 12 KV distribution lines.  Energize Eastside will do nothing to decrease these 

outages in the future.   

PSE claims that Energize Eastside will avoid outages on the Eastside under a scenario where: 

1)  Very cold weather (i.e. 23 degrees or lower) occurs on the Eastside during morning 

or evening peak load hours - an event that normally occurs only once every few 

years 

2) At that same time, 1,500 MW is being delivered to Canada.  This is a tremendous 

amount of power.  However: 

a.  There is no firm requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada under such an 

                                                
1 See (1) Lauckhart-Schiffmann load flow study dated February 28, 2016, (2) August 1, 2016 document referenced 
in 2a on bottom of page 2 and top of page 3 of this paper, and (3) May 31, 2016 document reference at 2 on page 
4  of this paper.   
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event. [See comments filed to the EIS by Christina Aron-Sycz dated August 

1, 2016 which includes a white paper entitled “Evidence that there is no 

requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada on a Firm Basis-Resulting 

Conclusion is that Energize Eastside is not needed.”], and 

b. The entire Puget Sound Region would experience blackouts caused by 

insufficient voltage levels if 1,500 MW is delivered to Canada during such a 

cold weather event.  There simply isn’t enough power currently available that 

can be moved into the Puget Sound Region to serve all the load in the region 

(including serving all of PSE’s 1.1 million customers) during peak winter load 

conditions and to send 1500 MW of power to Canada.  Building a new 

transmission line (Energize Eastside) does not bring more power into the 

Puget Sound Region. 

3) According to PSE’s needs assessment, at the same time as the above (very cold 

weather, 1,500 MW being sent to Canada) PSE/Quanta’s Load Flow Study assumed 

that six of PSE’s Puget Sound Area generators would be shut down.  This is 

something that PSE would never do during such a cold event.  Here is why: 

a. Energize Eastside is a transmission line.  Transmission lines need generation 

to have power to transmit.  Without these six generators running, PSE would 

not be able to meet its own Total System Load and would be in violation of 

their duties. 

b. The entire Puget Sound Region (including the service territory of PSE, 

Seattle City Light, Snohomish PUD, Tacoma City Light and other small 

utilities in the region, not just the Eastside) would experience blackouts 

caused by low system voltage if six Puget Sound Area generators are shut 

down during such a cold weather event even if 1,500 MW isn’t being sent to 

Canada.   

4)  Lastly, in addition to 1) cold weather, 2) 1,500 MW being sent to Canada, and 3) six 

generators being offline, PSE assumes two major 230/115 KV transformers would be 

out of service.  This is a preposterous scenario.  Since all these other things cannot 

happen at the same time without there being blackouts throughout PSE’s entire 

service territory caused by too low of voltage. This scenario makes no sense. 

The most important thing for you to know is that the PSE scenario (described 

above) is a hypothetical scenario that will never occur because system operators 

would not allow it to happen.  If system operators allowed the system to operate in the 

manner that PSE postulates it used in its load flow study, the Puget Sound region in total 

would experience blackouts caused by low voltage.   The above facts refute PSEs 

statement that Energize Eastside will increase the reliability of power supply to the 

Eastside.  

Both myself and CENSE.org entered a number of documents into the EIS record that provide 

evidence that Energize Eastside will not reduce the number of outages on the Eastside.  These 

documents include: 

1)  The Lauckhart-Schiffman Load Flow Study and the report associated with that load flow 

study.  The report is titled “Load Flow Modeling for Energize Eastside”.  It is dated 
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February 18, 2016. 

a. While PSE and Stantec have criticized the Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study, 

these criticisms have been fully rebutted.   [See attachment in email from myself 

to EnergizeEastsideEIS dated April 29, 2016] 

b. In the April 29, 2016 document referenced above, I asked PSE, Stantec (the 

outside consulted PSE hired to perform their load flow study) and the EIS staff to 

provide documentation to support their attempt to discredit my load flow study.   

To this date neither PSE, Stantec, nor the EIS staff have produced such 

documentation.  All indications are that such supporting documentation does not 

exist and that my load flow study is fully credible. 

2) A document submitted by Christina Aron-Sycz on May 31, 2016 entitled “Environmental  

Impacts if Energize Eastside (EE) is not built (i.e. “No Action” on EE)”.  This document 

provides a thorough analysis of the actions that would be taken if grid system operators 

attempted to run the system the way that PSE claims as the basis for Energize Eastside 

(peak demand on a very cold winter day, 1,500 MW being sent to Canada, six local 

generators offline, and failure of two transformers).  My document fully explains that 

system operators would not allow the system to be run the way PSE postulates it would 

need to be run in order for Energize Eastside to have reliability value.  That document 

makes it clear that Energize Eastside provides no measurable reliability benefit to 

the Eastside and that blackouts will not occur if Energize Eastside is not built.   

 

Conclusion 

The scenario that PSE claims as the basis for Energize Eastside could never happen because it 

violates the “laws of grid operation”.  Therefore PSE has no legitimate claim to build an eighteen 

mile, 230 kV transmission line through the heart of your communities.  PSE claims that this high 

voltage power line is needed to increase the electrical reliability of the Eastside.  These claims 

are false because the basis used to justify its need is impossible.  The Lauckhart-Schiffman 

Load Flow Study (which uses PSE’s own Base Case data set for heavy winter loading in the 

winter of 2017-18) demonstrates that Energize Eastside will provide no measurable reliability 

benefit to the Eastside.  Therefore, the No Action alternative will not result in any blackouts 

caused by load shedding on the Eastside or elsewhere on the grid and the December 21, 

2016 statement by EIS staff is incorrect.   

 

 

 

 

 

Assertion B:  
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Puget Sound Energy has never provided the actual data which would 

definitively demonstrate the need for Energize Eastside 

 

Summary 

Power companies are required by the federal government to be able to provide continuous 

electricity even in stressed conditions.  However, as soon as I read PSE’s basis for the need for 

Energize Eastside (as described below), I realized that something was amiss.  PSE is not 

required by any federal, state or local authority to build their grid to this level of preparedness.  

Meeting federal criteria is essential.  The scenario above can only be described as a 

“doomsday” scenario.  Allowing a power company to build their grid to meet a “doomsday” 

scenario results in investing hundreds of millions of dollars in a red herring project and 

needlessly subjecting communities to significant negative environmental impacts. 

 

Background 

 

Utilities demonstrate the need for transmission lines using a “load flow study.”  This is a 

computer simulation of how the complex electrical grid operates under various scenarios.  PSE 

has in-house experts that normally perform these studies. 

 

However, in 2013, PSE took the unusual step of hiring an outside consultant, Quanta, to 

perform a load flow study to prove the need for Energize Eastside.  In my entire career at Puget 

Power (PSE’s predecessor), load flow studies performed to assure our own system was reliable 

were never outsourced. 

 

PSE/Quanta’s basis for the need for Energize Eastside 

 

Quanta concluded that PSE’s equipment might overload under a combination of four 

extraordinary conditions: 

● peak usage time on a very cold winter day (23 degrees or lower) 

● simultaneous failure of two transformers 

● at the same time, a huge amount of electricity is being transmitted to Canada (1500 MW) 

● and six local generation plants are shut down, even though they were built for the 

specific purpose of providing power at peak load times (I oversaw the acquisition and 

building of these plants). 

 

I decided to dig deeper into Quanta’s load flow study to view it from all angles.  I have overseen 

dozens of load flow studies on this exact same grid.  To understand how the area’s grid 

operates under this very unlikely scenario, I asked to see Quanta’s load flow study.  PSE 

declined multiple requests, each time citing reasons that were essentially baseless. 

PSE’s refusal to show their only load flow study did not deter me but rather compelled me even 

more to continue my research.   
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In December 2015, I performed my own load flow study with another transmission expert, Roger 

Schiffman.  We were able to use the same software and same base case data that PSE’s 

consultant had.  Our results show that the consultant’s modified base case scenario 

violates fundamental limitations of the Northwest power grid and could lead to 

widespread power outages.  Most importantly, our study concludes that building eighteen 

miles of 230 kV lines through the heart of the Eastside (Energize Eastside) is not a necessary 

component to provide power to the Eastside and will not improve reliability in any measureable 

way.  Furthermore, Energize Eastside will do nothing to prevent the most common type of 

blackouts - trees and limbs causing problems with the distribution system. 

 

This remainder of this paper explains why it is important for a truly independent expert to verify 

the details of this important study, and how other factors lead to the conclusion that Energize 

Eastside is not necessary to serve the Eastside’s energy needs. 

 

 

Load flow models and the Pacific Northwest Grid 

 

Transmission planning is accomplished by running load flow models2. The terms “load flow 

study” and “load flow model” are interchangeable.  PSE has stated that “The computer model 

used for system planning is one that is used throughout western North America.”3   The system 

planning computer model needs a very large amount of data on the entire interconnected 

electrical grid.    

 

PSE’s transmission lines are an integral part of the entire electrical grid in the Western 

Electricity Coordinating Council (WECC) Region.  The WECC Region extends from Canada to 

Mexico and includes the provinces of Alberta and British Columbia, the northern portion of Baja 

California, Mexico, and all or portions of the 14 states between.  In order for utilities to get the 

needed data to run these load flow models, the WECC collects the needed data from each of 

the utilities in the region and compiles a database that can be used to study the grid.  The 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) requires that every utility develop Base Cases 

to show how the system will operate in the future so that third parties can review and modify 

these Base Cases if they believe modifications should be made.   In the WECC region, the 

WECC creates these Base Cases and files these Base Cases with FERC.   PSE files these 

same Base Cases (the WECC Base Cases) with FERC in order to comply with FERC’s 

requirement that every utility file Base Cases with FERC.   I asked for and received the PSE 

Base Cases and Lauckhart-Schiffman used these Base Cases in their analysis. 

 

                                                
2 Load Flow analysis and Power Flow analysis are two different ways of referring to the same analytic 
process. The load flow model itself is a mathematical simulation of all the components of the 
interconnected electric system that provides flows and other physical conditions on each of the elements 
of the interconnected transmission grid.   
3 http://www.energizeeastsideeis.org/uploads/4/7/3/1/47314045/phase_1_draft_eis_scoping_report.pdf at 
page 15. 
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PSE’s Needs Assessment 

 

The Eastside Needs Assessment report prepared by PSE and Quanta was based on a load flow 

study which looked at the reliability of the transmission grid on the Eastside under heavy loading 

conditions in the winter of 2017-18.  The load flow study was conducted by Quanta, a consulting 

firm headquartered in North Carolina.  

  

CEII learance granted to me by the Federal Government 

 

In July of 2015 I applied for and was granted CEII [Critical Energy Infrastructure Information] 

clearance from FERC.  After that I asked FERC to allow Roger Schiffman and Don Marsh to be 

included in my CEII clearance.  FERC approved my requests.  CEII clearance gives us the 

authority to access and review the Load Flow Base Case data files that PSE files with FERC. 

 

We submitted our CEII clearance letters to PSE and asked for access to the Quanta load flow 

study. 

 

PSE refused to share Quanta’s Load Flow study with both myself and Don Marsh which would 

have allowed us to perform an even deeper review of the need for the Energize Eastside 

project.  PSE’s refusal cited that we may use the data to find weaknesses in the grid which will 

allow us to perform terrorist outages on the grid.   However, FERC’s CEII clearance letter stated 

that neither Don Marsh nor myself are considered terrorists and FERC has also stated that we 

have a legitimate need to see the load flow data.   

 

FERC has gone so far as to provide both myself and Don Marsh a number of sets of load flow 

data that include data on PSE’s system and every other system in the WECC. 

 

In the Macquarie/PSE/Quanta load flow study performed in the Eastside Needs Assessment, 

PSE/Quanta took the WECC Base Case and made modifications to it.  We know this because 

when we ran our own study, everything checked out.  Yet PSE claims their load flow study 

resulted in significant outages.  This could only happen if PSE had Quanta make alterations to 

the Base Case data files that they filed with FERC. 

 

PSE’s claim that it will not provide its load flow study (and therefore its modifications to the 

WECC Base Case) because of terrorism concerns is patently baseless. FERC has already 

provided the information that I or Don Marsh would need to perform terrorist activities if we were 

so inclined, which we are obviously not. Furthermore, Don Marsh and I have signed agreements 

with FERC that we will not use the information granted for nefarious purposes.    

 

As indicated below, I believe that the real reason that PSE has chosen not to provide its load 

flow study is that there is a high likelihood that PSE has artificially and inappropriately made 

modifications to the Base Case that are outside of the realm of acceptable behavior by a utility.   
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Critical problems with assumptions in the Quanta load flow study 

 

PSE already had a Base Case filed with FERC for heavy loading conditions in the winter of 

2017-18.  But rather than using the parameters in that base case, Quanta made major 

adjustments to it.   According to the Eastside Needs Assessment report, Quanta made at least 

two changes to the Base Case that are highly problematic: 

● Quanta shut down 1,340 MW of generation located in the Puget Sound area (six 

generation plants) when, in the Base Case filed with FERC, all of these generators were 

running.   

● Quanta increased the flow of power to Canada from 500 MW to 1,500 MW.   

 

Then, in order to comply with reliability criteria that says the system should be able to survive 

the failure of up to two elements on the grid (N-2 or N-1-1), Quanta eliminated one  230/115 KV 

transformer at its Sammamish Transmission station and eliminated one 230/115 KV transformer 

at its Talbot Hill Transmission Station.   

 

 

Further problems with the Quanta study 

 

There are a number of other problems with the Quanta load flow studies as follows: 

● Lack of accounting for needed power generation 

o Quanta said nothing about how PSE would source its total system generation 

need of 6,500 MW4 in heavy winter conditions in 2018 if it shut down nearly 1,400 

MW of PSE generation resources (the six generation plants) in the Puget Sound 

region.  PSE’s Integrated Resource Plan (IRP) indicated that PSE does not have 

enough firm supply lined up to cover its 2018 needs even if all of the PSE 

resources in the Puget Sound Area were operating.  The IRP indicates a PSE 

shortfall of 2,000 MW in 2018 even if all of its resources are operating.  If another 

1,340 MW is not operating during the peak (the six generation plants that Quanta 

assumes are offline), then that shortfall grows to a whopping 3,340 MW.  A 

shortfall that is more than 50% of its total need.  The Eastside Needs 

Assessment makes no mention of how Quanta thinks PSE would meet its peak 

generation need under this extreme shortage condition.  

● Illegitimate changes to Canadian power flows 

o Quanta said nothing in the Eastside Needs Assessment about why it decided to 

increase the flows to Canada to 1,500 MW.  In later statements, PSE has 

indicated that a 1,500 MW flow to Canada is required by the Columbia River 

Treaty.  But that is patently false.   

▪ The Treaty was signed in the 1960’s.  The delivery of power to Canada as 

a result of this treaty were, according to the terms of the treaty, supposed 

                                                
4 Includes required Planning Margin and Operating Margin 
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to be accomplished by Bonneville Power Administration building a new 

transmission line in eastern Washington north to the Canadian border 

near Oliver, BC, east of the Cascades. Also according to the treaty, BC 

Hydro was then supposed to build from their system in British Columbia 

to meet the new BPA line. Under that plan, there would be no impact on 

transmission in Western Washington and PSE ratepayers would not be 

financially responsible to fulfill the Columbia River Treaty, which, it being 

an international treaty, is the financial duty of the federal government (of 

which BPA is an entity). But for the first thirty years of the Columbia River 

Treaty, Canada chose not to receive the power but instead sold it on the 

firm power market to US entities.   

▪ Then, in the 1990’s as those thirty year sales agreements to US entities 

were about to expire, both parties (BPA and Canada) decided to see if 

they could continue to operate without building the twin transmission lines 

to Oliver (as originally intended in the treaty).  To determine if this was 

possible, BPA ran load flow studies to determine if any issues would arise 

on the grid if the joint lines to Oliver were never built.  BPA’s Record of 

Decision (ROD) that resulted from those studies made a comparison of 

the “Oliver plan” with a plan that did not include building Transmission to 

Oliver.  That ROD stated the following5: 

● In order for at least partial treaty deliveries to be made at Oliver (in 

accordance with the original treaty), the US would need to build 

“One new single-circuit 500 -kilovolt (kV) line from Grand Coulee 

or Chief Joseph Substations to the United States/Canada border 

near Oliver by 2003” and Canada would need to build “Border-to-

Oliver:  One new single-circuit 500-kV line and substation by 

2003”. 

● Alternatively, in order for full delivery of Canada’s share of treaty 

power to be delivered to Blaine and Selkirk, 

o “one cross-Cascades 500-kV transmission line would be 

accelerated 6 or 7 years under an Eastside generation 

scenario” and, 

o “a second cross-Cascades line might also be accelerated.” 

▪ After completion of the ROD and an evaluation of these findings, the 

original treaty with Canada was modified to remove the US requirement 

to build to Oliver.  Canada was allowed to continue to sell its share of 

treaty power in the United States on a short term basis.  Canada retained 

the right to request that its share of treaty power be delivered to Canada 

on any hour at the Blaine and Selkirk points of delivery; however, if the 

                                                
5 United States Entity US Department Of Energy, Bonneville Power Administration US Army Corps of 

Engineers, North Pacific Division Delivery of the Canadian Entitlement Final Environmental Impact 
Statement Record of Decision  https://www.bpa.gov/news/pubs/RecordsofDecision/rod-19961108-
Delivery-of-the-Canadian-Entitlement-Final-Environmental-Impact-Statement.pdf.pdf at page 8. 
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grid could not accommodate full delivery on any hour (e.g. because the 

new Cross Cascades lines had not been built), then it would not be 

delivered to Canada.6   

▪ These new cross cascades line have not been built nor is there any 

written plan to do so in the future. 

▪ Furthermore, Canada (through BC Hydro, Canada’s power utility) has 

stated that it does not include its share of treaty power in the 

Load/Resource Balance in its IRP because the British Columbia Utilities 

Commission (BCUC) does not consider it a suitable source of dependable 

capacity.7   This means that Canada’s internal power planning structure 

does not formally depend on any transfers of power from the US to 

Canada. 

 

There is other evidence that there is no requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada.  See 

Attachment 1, which document was filed in the EIS comment period.   

 

 

PSE’s/Quanta’s study defies the “laws of the grid” 

 

Loads in the Puget Sound region (including PSE’s loads) are served by generation located in 

the Puget Sound region as well as generation located east of the Cascades which are 

transmitted to the Puget Sound region on the eleven transmission lines that cross the 

Cascades.  There is a limit on the amount of power that these eleven lines can carry west 

across the Cascades from eastern Washington to the Puget Sound area.  There are 

mathematical limits to the number of megawatts of power that can be moving on these lines - 

the “laws of the grid”, if you will.  The load in the Puget Sound region is greatest in a cold winter 

scenario.   The PSE Base Case load flow for heavy winter conditions in 2017-18 showed very 

high loading on the eleven cross-Cascades transmission lines, even with all the Puget Sound 

generation running and with only 500 MW flowing to Canada.  In our load flow study, Lauckhart 

& Schiffman attempted to increase the flow to Canada in this Base Case from 500 MW to 1,500 

MW.  The computer model found an unacceptable problem on these eleven cross cascades 

lines.  Then, Lauckhart & Schiffman left the flow to Canada at the 500 MW level reflected in 

PSE’s Base Case, but then shut down the 1,340 MW of Puget Sound Area generation that 

Quanta mentions in the Eastside Needs Assessment.  Again the computer model found an 

                                                
6 COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY ENTITY AGREEMENT on ASPECTS OF THE DELIVERY OF THE 
CANADIAN ENTITLEMENT 
For APRIL 1, 1998 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 15,2024 BETWEEN THE CANADIAN ENTITY AND THE 
UNITED STATES ENTITY DATED MARCH 29,1999 at paragraphs 8 & 9. 
http://www.bcuc.com/Documents/Proceedings/2006/DOC_10966_B1-
131_Columbia%20River%20Treaty%20Agree.pdf 
 
7 See BC Hydro November 2013 IRP, Chapter 2 at page 2-20.  
http://www.bchydro.com/content/dam/BCHydro/customer-portal/documents/corporate/regulatory-
planning-documents/integrated-resource-plans/current-plan/0002-nov-2013-irp-chap-2.pdf 
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unacceptable problem on these eleven cross-Cascades lines.   You can see how the computer 

model gets extremely problematic if both assumptions are changed at the same time.  Under 

either of these scenarios, it is important to note that all of PSE’s service territory would 

experience blackouts caused by low voltage, not just the Eastside.  Despite numerous requests 

for explanation by myself and Don Marsh, PSE/Quanta have never said how they addressed 

these problem in their load flow analysis.  The Bellevue city council claims they have requested 

an explanation of this from PSE, but I know of no response to this request or whether it was in 

fact actually requested. 

 

 

PSE’s stated “electrical criteria” used in their Eastside Needs Assessment 

 

PSE has not provided the load flow study that Quanta ran that attempts to justify Energize 

Eastside.  The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study report raises serious questions about how 

Quanta conducted its load flow study to prove the need for Energize Eastside.  To try to 

understand why PSE’s/Quanta’s load flow study deviates from the WECC Base Case, one can 

look to the eleven “electrical criteria” listed in the Eastside Needs Assessment that PSE claims 

as their basis for this project.  To the layperson, the electrical criteria laid out by PSE cites seem 

reasonable.  However, to my experienced eye, these electrical criteria reveal that PSE/Quanta 

made unacceptable modifications to its study.  Specifically, I believe that they failed to adhere to 

industry standards and are attempting to override the “laws of the grid”.  See Attachment 2. 

 

By contrast, the Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study does adhere to the “laws of the grid” and 

follows industry standards for studying the reliability of power service to the Eastside.   The 

Lauckhart-Schiffman study demonstrates that Energize Eastside is not only not needed,  it also 

shows evidence that the PSE/Quanta studies used to justified Energize Eastside defy the “laws 

of the grid”. 

 

 

PSE refuses to discuss these matters with me 

 

I have made numerous attempts to reach out to PSE to discuss all of these matters in person or 

at least by phone.  However, PSE has repeatedly stated that they are not available or not 

interested.   

 

Despite contrary statements by PSE to the city staff, I harbor no ill will against PSE.  It may be 

hard to believe in this day and age that an individual would devote as much time and energy as 

I have to studying this project without some kind of ulterior motive.  I am a naturally intellectually 

curious individual and had I seen evidence at the outset that Energize Eastside was simply 

another important piece in the framework of the Eastside’s grid, I would have moved on.  

However, my deep knowledge of Pacific Northwest transmission planning and my own 

conscience compel me to make the public, and especially the decision makers, aware of just 

how flawed this project is. 
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Conclusion 

 

PSE has not provided the load flow study that it claims demonstrates the need for Energize 

Eastside.   The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study, which is based on the heavy winter 2017-

18 Base Case that PSE submitted to FERC, demonstrates that Energize Eastside is not only 

not needed but defies the “laws of the grid”.   PSE has openly criticized the Lauckhart-Schiffman 

load flow study for running all the Puget Sound area generation and for not sending 1,500 MW 

to Canada.  But as described in this paper, the Lauckhart-Schiffman assumptions on these 

matters are more defensible than the assumptions that Quanta used in its load flow analysis.  In 

fact, it is highly unclear how Quanta was able to resolve the cross-Cascades power flow 

problems that would arise under their assumptions.  It simply does not add up, and I compel you 

to not accept this project at its face value.  Your communities are depending on you.  I am more 

than willing to provide you with assistance, at no cost, to help study this further. 
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Attachment 1 
 

White Paper 

 

Evidence that there is no requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada on a Firm Basis…. 

Resulting Conclusion is that EE is not needed 

 

PSE attempts to justify the Energize Eastside line by stating that PSE is required to deliver 

1,500 MW to Canada on a very cold winter day during the peak load hour at the same time that 

1,400 MW of local generation is not running and two major transformers on the Eastside fail. 

That there is no Firm Requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada (e.g. under these 

extreme conditions) is evident from a number of standpoints as follows: 

1)  Any Firm Requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada would be evidenced by the existence of 

a contract that shows such a requirement.   No one has produced a contract that includes such a 

requirement.   The EIS record includes a request that either PSE, or Stantec, or the Bellevue EIS 

staff produce such a contract.  No such contract has been produced.  We believe there is no 

such contract. 

2) FERC has stated “The record before us shows that the Energize Eastside Project is located 

completely within Puget Sound’s service territory, … and that neither Puget Sound, nor any other 

eligible party, requested to have the project selected in the regional transmission plan for 

purposes of cost allocation; therefore, the project is not subject to the Order No. 1000 regional 

approval process.”  For these stated reasons, FERC does not consider the EE line to be a FERC 

jurisdictional line.  Instead FERC calls it a line for local need.  From this FERC finding it is clear 

that 1,500 MW to Canada (a Regional flow matter) should not be reflected in the study of the 

need for EE because PSE never requested the EE line be selected in a regional transmission 

plan. 

3) There have been unsupported claims that the Columbia River Treaty requires PSE (or BPA or 

some unknown entity) to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada.  However that is not true as evidenced 

by: 

a. The treaty deliveries to Canada were by its terms supposed to be accomplished by BPA 

building a new transmission line in Eastern Washington north to the Canada border near 

Oliver, BC, east of the Cascades. BC Hydro was supposed to build from their system in 

British Columbia to meet the new BPA line. Under that plan, there would be no impact 

on transmission in Western Washington and PSE ratepayers would have paid nothing to 

cause the Columbia River Treaty benefits to be moved to Canada. But for the first thirty 

years of the Columbia River Treaty, Canada’s share of Treaty power was sold “Firm” for 

30 years to US entities.  In 1998 when those sales to US entities expired, the Treaty was 

amended to eliminate the requirement to build transmission to Oliver in exchange for 

giving Canada the right to sell its share of Treaty power in the future to US entities on a 
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short term basis. 

b. The 1998 amendment to the treaty stated that if Canada later decided it wanted its 

share of Treaty Power to be delivered “Firm” to Canada, then Canada needed to ask BPA 

to study to determine what work would need to be done on the transmission grid to 

make that happen.  After that study, if Canada was willing to pay money for those 

transmission improvements, then the Treaty power would be delivered “Firm” to 

Canada.   Canada has never made such a request to have its share of Treaty power 

delivered to Canada on a Firm Basis as evidenced by BPAs response to a Public Record  

Act request to search the BPA Transmission Request Queue to locate any such request 

from Canada.  BPA stated that it did not find any such request. 

c. BPA has known since at least 1998 (when the treaty was amended) that it would not be 

able to deliver Canada’s share of downstream benefits to Canada under all weather and 

contingency conditions. In 2009, Puget Sound Area Study Group members developed a 

draft report entitled “Assessment of Puget Sound Area/Northern Intertie Curtailment 

Risk.” That study describes certain system operating plans that could reduce the 

Curtailment Risk in the south-to-north direction on the tie to Canada.  

4) On May 13, 2015 Mike Brennan was asked to have Peter Mackin of USE please provide the Firm 

Transmission Service that would be relevant for his load flow studies.  In other words, please 

provide a copy of any and all contracts that Peter is aware of under which BPA has contracted to 

provide Firm Transmission Service in the northerly direction over this line.  It has been over a 

year since this request was made and no response has been provided.   We believe no response 

was provided because no such contract exists. 

5) Gary Swofford, 38 year Puget employee who recently retired as Chief Operating Officer of PSE  

VP of PSE, spoke to the Bellevue City Council on December 14, 2015 and stated that “nothing 

could be further from the truth” than a claim that Energize Eastside is being built to deliver 

1,500 MW to Canada.   He claims the need for Energize Eastside is simply an eastside load 

matter.   However, apparently unknown to Mr. Swofford, neither the USE load flow study nor 

the Lauckhart-Schiffman study shows a need for Energize Eastside if 1,500 MW does not need to 

be delivered to Canada.  PSE has never produced a load flow study that says otherwise. 

6) PSE claims that NERC/FERC reliability criteria require 1,500 MW to be delivered to Canada.  The 

EIS record includes a request that either PSE, or Stantec, or the Bellevue EIS point to specific 

language in NERC/FERC reliability criteria that describes such a requirement.  PSE generally 

refers to NERC/FERC Reliability Criteria TPL-001.  But TPL-001 is a 20 page document and no one 

has pointed to specific language in TPL-001 that describes such a requirement.  There is a 

reference in TPL-001 to Firm Commitments, but no one has shown a contract under which a 

Firm Commitment to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada exists. 

7) Any Firm Contract to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada would be subject to FERC jurisdiction.   Any 

requirement under NERC/FERC Reliability Criteria would also be subject to FERC jurisdiction.  If 

PSE believes that a denial of their permit to build EE would violate a Firm Contract to deliver 

1,500 MW to Canada or would violate a NERC/FERC Reliability Criteria, then PSE should have 

requested that FERC make such a finding in CENSE’s Complaint at FERC.  FERC made no such 

finding in their Order on CENSE’s complaint.  In fact, to the contrary, FERC stated it had no 
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jurisdiction over the EE line.   

8)  The Western Electricity Coordinating Council (WECC) prepares the Base power flow cases for 

use by western North America power companies such as PSE to help them study the grid and its 

reliability.  WECC prepared Base Case load flow studies for the heavy winter loading conditions 

for the winter of 2018.   WECC ran all of the Puget Sound gas fired generation and transferred 

500 MW of power to Canada in that case.   The reason WECC did not transfer more power to 

Canada in its Base Case is that problems occur on the grid if that happens.  WECC did not state 

that the case was not compliant with FERC reliability criteria because WECC did not see a Firm 

Commitment to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada.   

9) The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study effort attempted to modify the WECC heavy winter 

load base case for the year 2018 by increasing the flow to Canada.   When they attempted to do 

this, the load flow study could not find a solution to satisfactorily meet reliability criteria.  This 

was true whether or not the Energize Eastside line was included in the load flow data set being 

used.   Simply put, the loading on the eleven transmission lines crossing the Cascades from the 

Columbia River to Western Washington could not handle the loading that would be necessary to 

delivery 1,500 MW to Canada, whether or not the Energize Eastside line is built.  And this is true 

even with all the Puget Sound Area gas fired generation is operating.  Clearly it would take a 

major new transmission line crossing the Cascades (or a new line to Oliver from eastern 

Washington) for 1,500 MW to be delivered to Canada on a Firm Basis.   

10) CENSE has made Herculean efforts to get PSE to divulge its load flow study showing a need for 

the line.  PSE has created a series of excuses for not showing CENSE and its experts its studies.  

The experts retained by CENSE believe that the real reason that PSE has chosen not to provide 

its studies is that any such study that they might have is artificially/inappropriately made in 

some fashion. 

11) PSE refuses to show its load flow studies to the experts retained by CENSE because they fear 

that those experts may use the data to find weaknesses in the grid which will allow them to 

perform terrorist outages on the grid.   FERC has stated that the CENSE experts are not 

considered terrorists and FERC has stated that the CENSE experts have a legitimate need to see 

the load flow data.  In fact, FERC has provided the CENSE experts a number of sets of load flow 

data that include data on PSE’s system and every other system in the WECC.  PSE’s claim that it 

will not provide its modifications to the WECC load flow cases because PSE is concerned about 

terrorist activities rings untrue.   FERC has already provided the information that CENSE’s 

experts would need to perform terrorist activities if they were so inclined.  Nothing PSE would 

provide would give any additional help.  But CENSE’s experts have signed agreements with FERC 

in which they promise not to use the data provided them for any nefarious purpose. 

Bottom line:   

a)  It is clear that there is no Firm Requirement to deliver 1,500 MW to Canada.  

b) It is clear that the grid cannot deliver 1,500 MW to Canada in an extreme cold situation with 

or without the Energize Eastside line.   

c) It is clear from (a) the U.S.E. and (b) the Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow studies that 

Energize Eastside is not needed if 1,500 MW is not being delivered to Canada. 
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Attachment 2 

 
PSE “Electrical Criteria” hints at how Quanta ran the load flow model that PSE claims justifies EE 

 

“An inappropriate load flow study” 

 

The Eastside Needs Assessment report prepared by PSE and Quanta states that PSE/Quanta 

ran a load flow study that concluded that EE is needed in order to reliably serve power to the 

Eastside.   But PSE has refused to show the data from its load flow study.  Lauckhart & 

Schiffman ran a load flow study that concluded that EE was not needed.  Lauckhart-Schiffman 

load flow study was performed using the Base Case load flow study that PSE files with FERC.  

The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study report indicates that if NERC/FERC reliability 

standards are followed, EE is not needed.   Further, the Lauckhart-Schiffman study questions 

how the PSE/Quanta load flow study could have been made to work given the problems with 

the loading on the eleven transmission lines that cross the Cascades to northwest Washington 

from the vicinity of the mid-Columbia River. 

 

By looking at the 19 criteria listed In Chapter 2 of the Phase I Draft EIS, it is possible to make a 

reasonable guess of how PSE/Quanta ran its load flow study.   Assuming this reasonable guess 

is correct, the PSE/Quanta load flow study that was used to justify EE is plainly inappropriate for 

this purpose. 

 

The “reasonable guess” is made as follows: 

 

a)  PSE stated Criteria number 7:   "Adjust regional flows and generation to stress cases similar to 

annual transmission planning assessment."   ColumbiaGrid had run a "stressed load flow 

case" for information purposes just to see how the system would respond if the Base Case was 

adjusted to significantly increase stresses on the system.  Columbia Grid indicated that this 

stressed case caused significant adverse impacts on the system but there was no need to make 

any fixes to the system to address those problems as a result of this stressed case run 

because the case exceeds the NERC Reliability Criteria.8    [Having a model of the system allows 

the user to look at any scenario they want.  In this case, apparently some party wanted to look at 

a very stressed condition...so it was run.  But the probability of those set of assumptions is 

excessively low.  And neither FERC nor NERC nor ColumbiaGrid (nor any  rational person) believe 

                                                
8 Ten-year extra heavy winter: 2017-18HW2 with loads increased to model five years of load growth 

plus approximately 12% additon to load represent an extra heavy (5% probability of occurrence) load for 2023, 
Boardman and Centralia #1 were removed, Centralia and Port Westward CTs were added as in the heavy summer 
case, transfers from California were increased to make up the difference in load and generation. The Northwest 
to British Columbia transfer was increased to 1500 MW and the West of Cascades North transfer was 
increased to near its limit (10,200 MW) by reducing local west side gas generation. This case is being studied 
for information purposes and mitigation is not required as it goes beyond what is required in the NERC 
Reliability Standards.  [ColumbiaGrid 2013 System Assessment  Pg 12] 
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that it makes sense to fix the system for this extremely low probability event.  That is why 

ColumbiaGrid did not look to find fixes to the problems under this scenario.  However, PSE has 

made this the main scenario for looking at the need for Energize Eastside - that makes no sense.] 

b)  As demonstrated by the Lauckhart-Schiffman report, the load flow model will not run under 

this scenario because of the problems that are created on the grid unless other changes to the 

data base are also made.  From this same "PSE Criteria" document we can get some insight into 

how Quanta may have made the load flow model run.  

c)  PSE stated Criteria number 8:   "Take into account future transmission improvement projects 

that are expected to be in service during the study period." 

 d)  PSE stated Criteria number 2:  The "Study Period" was from 2015-2024. 

 e)  It appears that PSE thinks that sometime prior to 2025 someone will build one or two new 

Cross Cascade lines.  But no one is announcing today they intend to build new Cross Cascade 

lines.  PSE may speculate they will be built, but there is no compelling evidence they will be. 

Bottom Line: 

In a nutshell PSE/Quanta have decided to run a Load Flow study to determine the need for EE, which 

load flow study has major flaws.   

● First it starts with a Scenario that has negligible probability of occurring 

●  A Scenario that vastly exceeds FERC/NERC reliability criteria. 

● Then in order to make that Scenario work electrically, Quanta seems to have modeled new 

Cross Cascades transmission lines that no one is working on.    

● And no one is working on them because any scenario that is consistent with FERC/NERC 

reliability criteria says the new Cross Cascades transmission lines are not needed. 

This load flow study is completely inappropriate for studying the reliability of power service to 

the Eastside.  The Lauckhart-Schiffman load flow study is the appropriate way for studying the 

reliability of power service to the Eastside.   That study demonstrates that EE is not needed. 
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Supporting Attachment No. 8 

To Comments made by Richard Lauckhart dated December 11, 2017 

 

Comments I made to ColumbiaGrid pointing out the error in their System 

Assessment write-up regarding the need to deliver 1,350 MW of Treaty power to 

the Canadian border 
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Copy of Lauckhart Oral Comments made at ColumbiaGrid/WUTC Special Presentation July 31, 2017 

1:30 PM to 3:30 PM 

1)  Did ColumbiaGrid perform load flow studies that show the need for Energize Eastside?  We 

don’t thinks so.  But the ColumbiaGrid 2017 System Assessment suggests that ColumbiaGrid ran 

load flow studies that show the need for Energize Eastside.  If so, we would very much like to 

see those studies to see how ColumbiaGrid might have shown the need for Energize Eastside 

without using bad modeling assumptions.  I have provided comments/questions to 

ColumbiaGrid that address that and related questions.  I look forward to seeing 

ColumbiaGrid’s responses to the comments/questions I sent them.   Those 

comments/questions have been provided for the record in this WUTC proceeding Docket No. 

170791. [It is clear to us that the PSE/Quanta load flow study allegedly showing the need for 

Energize Eastside was done with bad modeling assumptions.]       

 

2) One of the big questions relates to whether or not there is a Firm Requirement for BPA or some 

US Entity to deliver 1,350 MW of Treaty Entitlement Power to the Canada border.   

a. PSE has stated that ColumbiaGrid requires PSE to include a delivery of 1,350 MW of 

Entitlement Power to the Canadian border when PSE studies the local area transmission 

needs on the PSE system.   Of course, ColumbiaGrid does not have the authority to 

require PSE to build local transmission to cause increased capability to deliver Treaty 

power to the Canada Border.    

b. The ColumbiaGrid Draft 2017 System Assessment states that there is a 1,350 MW 

Canadian Entitlement South to North commitment to deliver power at Blaine and 

Nelway.  But ColumbiaGrid has provided no evidence that such a commitment exists.   

c. I have also written ColumbiaGrid providing evidence that demonstrates from Treaty 

documents that such a Firm Commitment does not exist.   That writing has been 

provided for the record in this WUTC proceeding Docket No. 170791.  ColumbiaGrid 

needs to correct its erroneous statement in the ColumbiaGrid 2017 System Assessment 

(and anywhere else it makes the statement) that there is a 1,350 MW Canadian 

Entitlement South to North commitment to deliver power to the Canadian Border.   I 

look forward to those corrections being made.   

 

3) It is one thing for ColumbiaGrid to test to assure that Energize Eastside (a purely local project) 

does not adversely impact another utility.  It is quite another thing for ColumbiaGrid to tell 

PSE that their Energize Eastside project needs to help BPA increase its ability to deliver 

Canadian Entitlement power to the Canadian border.  Note: 

a. ColumbiaGrid does not have that kind of authority 

b. There is no Firm Commitment for PSE to deliver Canadian Entitlement power to the 

Canadian border.  Why would PSE customers need to pay to help BPA meet an 

obligation to deliver Canadian Entitlement power to the Canadian border? 

c. Even more telling…there is no Firm Commitment that BPA (or any other United States 

Entity) has to deliver Canadian Entitlement power to the Canadian border. 

d. And even further telling…We know that the grid cannot deliver 1,350 MW to the 

Canadian border under heavy winter conditions in 2017…before Energize Eastside is 

built (or after Energize Eastside is built for that matter).. 
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4) I have indicated a willingness to meet with ColumbiaGrid to go over my several 

comments/questions and evidence.  ColumbiaGrid has not yet accepted my invitation.   
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Supporting Attachment No. 9 

To Comments made by Richard Lauckhart dated December 11, 2017 

 

Evidence that ColumbiaGrid had no substantive role in determining the need for EE 
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Evidence that ColumbiaGrid had no substantive role in determining the need for Energize Eastside  

ColumbiaGrid actions indicate that PSE/Quanta did not do correct studies 

 

The following facts are relevant to the question of whether or not there is any proof of the need for 

Energize eastside: 

1. ColumbiaGrid has not performed any analysis that demonstrates the need for Energize Eastside.   

FERC has stated that since PSE did not request that Energize Eastside be a part of a regional plan 

that ColumbiaGrid had no obligation to perform load flow studies on the need for ColumbiaGrid 

in an Open and Transparent fashion with stakeholder input.   When specifically asked last month 

if the need for Energize Eastside was studied by ColumbiaGrid, ColumbiaGrid refused to answer 

saying that FERC had ruled on that question in the FERC Order by pointing out that PSE had not 

requested that Energize Eastside be a part of a regional plan.  

2. PSE has stated that ColumbiaGrid requires PSE to include a delivery of 1,350 MW of Entitlement 

Power to the Canadian border when PSE studies the local area transmission needs on the PSE 

system.1    But when ColumbiaGrid was asked to provide proof that there is a Firm Commitment 

by BPA (or anyone else in the United States) to have Entitlement Power delivered to the 

Canadian border, ColumbiaGrid did not provide such proof.  And when ColumbiaGrid was 

provided clear evidence in Treaty Documents that there is no Firm Commitment by BPA (or 

anyone else in the United States) to deliver Entitlement Power to the Canadian border, 

ColumbiaGrid declined to attempt to contradict this evidence. 

3. When ColumbiaGrid does its studies of the adequacy of the transmission grid during winter peak 

events, ColumbiaGrid assumes that 1,680 MW of PSE owned/controlled Puget Sound Area 

generation is running.   This is the standard method to study heavy winter conditions in the 

Northwest because the Northwest is a winter peaking region.  PSE cannot meet its winter 

system peak load without all this generation running.  But when PSE/Quanta ran load flow 

studies in the Eastside Needs Assessment, PSE only ran 259 MW of this 1,680 MW of generation.   

ColumbiaGrid was asked if there would be a reasonable explanation for PSE making its 

assumption and ColumbiaGrid had no response.   

4. If PSE would have requested that Energize Eastside be a part of a regional plan, then 

ColumbiaGrid would not only have made load flow runs [on the need for Energize Eastside in an 

Open and Transparent fashion with stakeholder input], but also the FERC required cost 

allocation activity would have required that ColumbiaGrid do analysis to see which entities in 

ColumbiaGrid would pay what part of the Energize Eastside project.  If Energize Eastside was 

                                                           
1 The Booga Gilbertson March 23, 2016 letter provided to the IRPAG group by Jens Nedrud on May 4, 2017 states 
in part “Flows to and from Canada are set by the regional planning authority (ColumbiaGrid) in conjunction with 
other regional utilities…..This is the modeling requirement – a requirement that is spelled out quite clearly in 
ColumbiaGrid’s Biennial reports.”  The Booga Gilbertson letter was rebutted shortly after she sent it in 2016. 
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being built in part to help BPA increase its ability to deliver Canadian Entitlement power to the 

Canadian border, then the FERC/ColumbiaGrid required cost allocation analysis would have had 

BPA pay the lion share of the cost of Energize Eastside.   But ColumbiaGrid did not perform 

those studies.  Instead, in a set of separate negotiations, PSE agreed that BPA would contribute 

nothing to the cost of Energize Eastside. 

In summary, ColumbiaGrid had no substantive role in determining the need for Energize Eastside.  The 

PSE/Quanta approach to evaluating the adequacy of the transmission grid does not follow the 

ColumbiaGrid and industry standard of running all Puget Sound Area generation during a winter heavy 

load event.  If ColumbiaGrid told PSE that ColumbiaGrid requires PSE to include a delivery of 1,350 MW 

of Entitlement Power to the Canadian border, as stated in the footnote 1 referenced Booga Gilbertson 

letter, then ColumbiaGrid was wrong in saying that.  And ColumbiaGrid was not being consistent with 

the fact that PSE had not requested that Energize Eastside be a part of a regional plan.  Further, 

ColumbiaGrid did not perform the cost allocation studies it would have needed to provide if 

ColumbiaGrid had played a substantive role in determining the need for Energize Eastside. 

The PSE/Quanta Eastside Needs Assessment load flow studies incorrectly included a requirement to 

deliver 1,350 MW of Entitlement Power to the Canadian border and incorrectly shut down 1,421 MW of 

PSE’s Puget Sound Area generation.   These assumptions alone demonstrate that the load flow studies 

done by PSE/Quanta were done incorrectly.   There is also evidence that other input assumptions used 

by PSE/Quanta were likely not correct, but PSE refuses to show the data it used in the PSE/Quanta load 

flow studies.  Load flow studies correcting the problematic PSE/Quanta assumptions demonstrate that 

Energize Eastside is not needed. 

 

 

Richard Lauckhart 
Energy Consultant 
Davis, California 
 
August 1, 2017 
On behalf of a large number of citizens concerned about transmission plans in the Puget Sound Area 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:24 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application...Supporting Attachment No. 1

Attachments: Supporting Attachment 1.pdf

Ms Bedwell- 

 

First supporting attachment re email below. 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

 

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:19 AM 

To: hbedwell@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application for a CUP re Energize Eastside (File # 17-120556-LB)  

  

Ms Bedwell- 

 

You have advised me that Individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit applications will need 

to submit comments and contact information (i.e., your name and address) to be a party of record for the 

CUP/CALUP applications. 

 

By this email I am formally submitting my written comments.  See attached.  Note that my comments also 

refer to 17 Supporting Attachments.  I will be submitting those 17 attachments in separate emails that refer to 

these comments because of the size limitation on email with attachments. 

 

Please include the attached email and the related 17 Supporting Attachments (coming in separate emails) in 

the record for this CUP proceeding. 

 

My names is:  Richard Lauckhart 

My address is:  44475 Clubhouse Drive, Davis, California 95618 

My email address is:  lauckjr@hotmail.com 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

Energy Consultant 

Commenting on behalf of PSE home owners who live on the East Side 

Former VP at Puget 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2017 7:45 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Energize Eastside Updates and participating in the CUP process

Ms. Bedwell- 

 

I am reading the "Energize Eastside Updates" on the City of Bellevue website. 

 

The website indicates that PSE has submitted an application for a CUP on a portion of the Energize Eastside 

line.  There was a meeting on November 14 but unfortunately I did not receive a notice of that meeting.  I 

have reviewed the Power Point presentation that was made at that meeting. 

 

The website also states the following: 

" Individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit applications will need to submit comments and 

contact information (i.e., your name and address) to be a party of record for the CUP/CALUP applications." 

 

I am a little confused.  Please clarify for me.  Should I be submitting my name and address now in order to be a 

party of record for the CUP application?  If so, who do I submit that to? 

 

As you know, I have submitted many documents regarding Energize Eastside in the EIS process.  The website 

indicates I will need to submit them again in this CUP proceeding.  I want to be sure I am able to do that. 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

44475 Clubhouse Drive 

El Macero, CA  95618 

lauckjr@hotmail.com 

Former VP at Puget 

 

Participating on behalf of the interest of many concerned citizens on the East side. 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Richard Lauckhart <lauckjr@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2017 8:05 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: Energize Eastside Updates and participating in the CUP process

Thanks for this prompt reply. 

 

So  as I understand it, I can start now to submit comments to you regarding the Energize Eastside CUP 

application.  I submit those to you. 

 

Is that correct? 

 

Richard Lauckhart 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Sent: Wednesday, December 6, 2017 7:58 AM 

To: lauckjr@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: Energize Eastside Updates and participating in the CUP process  

  

Good morning Mr. Lauckhart, 

The EIS process and the permitting process are separate as noted on the webpage. Comments that address 

PSE’s Conditional Use Permit (CUP) or Critical Areas Land Use Permit (CALUP) should be submitted as part of 

the City’s permit review land use process. Like the EIS process, comments should be directed to me.  My 

contact information is also on the webpage. Prior submission of comments concerning the EIS during the EIS 

comment periods does not automatically make the EIS commenter a party of record regarding the City’s 

subsequent review of PSE’s specific permit applications. This is the same for all of the jurisdictions whom PSE 

must receive permits from. Please note that the above-described land use process does not necessarily mean 

all comments submitted previously as part of the EIS process need to be resubmitted as part of the permit 

review process.  In fact, the most appropriate comments during the permit review process would address 

PSE’s specific permit applications, the current proposal, and the city codes and standards applicable to the 

permit applications.  

  

If you’re interested in receiving alerts regarding information posted to the permit page I’d encourage you to 

subscribe via the button on the webpage that looks like this:  
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Hope this helps to clarify so you can continue to participate in the process as you are able.  Have a great day! 

  

  

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com   

  

  

  

  

  

From: Richard Lauckhart [mailto:lauckjr@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2017 7:45 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: Energize Eastside Updates and participating in the CUP process 

  

Ms. Bedwell- 

  

I am reading the "Energize Eastside Updates" on the City of Bellevue website. 

  

The website indicates that PSE has submitted an application for a CUP on a portion of the Energize Eastside 

line.  There was a meeting on November 14 but unfortunately I did not receive a notice of that meeting.  I 

have reviewed the Power Point presentation that was made at that meeting. 

  

The website also states the following: 

" Individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit applications will need to submit comments and 

contact information (i.e., your name and address) to be a party of record for the CUP/CALUP applications." 

  

DSD 004744



3

I am a little confused.  Please clarify for me.  Should I be submitting my name and address now in order to be a 

party of record for the CUP application?  If so, who do I submit that to? 

  

As you know, I have submitted many documents regarding Energize Eastside in the EIS process.  The website 

indicates I will need to submit them again in this CUP proceeding.  I want to be sure I am able to do that. 

  

Richard Lauckhart 

44475 Clubhouse Drive 

El Macero, CA  95618 

lauckjr@hotmail.com 

Former VP at Puget 

  

Participating on behalf of the interest of many concerned citizens on the East side. 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Russell Borgmann <rborgmann@hotmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, November 18, 2017 8:28 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi; Stead, Elizabeth; Helland, Carol; Brennan, Mike

Cc: Russell Borgmann

Subject: Energize Eastside:  Permit Questions

Attachments: Energize Eastside Permit Questions 11-18-2017.pdf

Hi Heidi, 

Please include the attached comments and questions as part of the Energize Eastside Permitting public 

comments. Please confirm receipt of these comments.  

 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Russell Borgmann 

2100 120th Place SE 

Bellevue, WA 98005 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Monday, November 20, 2017 2:03 PM

To: Russell Borgmann; Stead, Elizabeth; Helland, Carol; Brennan, Mike

Subject: RE: Energize Eastside:  Permit Questions

Confirming receipt of comments. 

 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Russell Borgmann [mailto:rborgmann@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Saturday, November 18, 2017 8:28 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi ; Stead, Elizabeth ; Helland, Carol ; Brennan, Mike  

Cc: Russell Borgmann  

Subject: Energize Eastside: Permit Questions 

 

Hi Heidi, 

Please include the attached comments and questions as part of the Energize Eastside Permitting public 

comments. Please confirm receipt of these comments.  

 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Russell Borgmann 

2100 120th Place SE 

Bellevue, WA 98005 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Russell Borgmann <rborgmann@hotmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, November 18, 2017 7:09 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi; Stead, Elizabeth; Brennan, Mike; Helland, Carol

Cc: Russell Borgmann

Subject: Energize Eastside Permit Comments:  Tree Canopy is about QUALITY AND QUANTITY

Please add these comments to the Energize Eastside Permit Public Comments. Please confirm receipt of these 

comments. 

Tree Canopy: QUALITY and QUANTITY 

PSE has stated that their goal is to have MORE trees, not less, once their project is complete. However, tree canopy is 

not solely a question of quantity, but also QUALITY. According to Professor Timothy Fahey (Cornell University) a mature 

tree canopy (50 years) can sequester 30,000 lbs of carbon dioxide per acre and emit about 22,000 lbs of oxygen. 

According to the EIS, Energize Eastside will denude the equivalent of 327 acres. Destroying over 300 acres of mature 

native vegetation could result in escalating carbon dioxide levels by at least 9 MILLION pounds. How much is that? That 

is the equivalent of burning an additional 450,000 gallons of gasoline. With vehicles averaging approximately 25 

miles/gallon, that's the equivalent of driving an additional 11 million miles, or adding approximately 900,000 vehicles per 

year to Puget Sound region highways. It will take MANY, MANY years for young vegetation and saplings to make up for 

the loss of mature tree canopy. In the meantime, the region’s pollution and greenhouse gas emissions will escalate. Tree 

canopy is about the QUALITY and QUANTITY of mature vegetation. 

How will the City of Bellevue respond to criticism about escalating pollution and greenhouse gas emissions as the result 

of Energize Eastside? Energize Eastside is a triple whammy: 

1. it increases greenhouse gas emissions by stripping the region of mature vegetation so less carbon emissions are 

sequestered  

2. Young saplings will not generate and emit nearly as much oxygen, until they mature - requiring SEVERAL 

DECADES  

3. Energize Eastside transmission lines will generate corona, which is proven to attract airborne particles, thereby 

further increasing pollution in the region 

How will the City of Bellevue respond to failure to adhere to Low Impact Development (LID) Principles enacted by the 

City of Bellevue, specifically related to mature tree canopy? LID is about more than storm water management. 

Sincerely, 

Russell Borgmann 

2100 120th Place SE 

Bellevue, WA 98005 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Russell Borgmann <rborgmann@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 17, 2017 6:46 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi; Stead, Elizabeth; Brennan, Mike; Helland, Carol

Cc: Russell Borgmann

Subject: Energize Eastside Permit Application Comments

Hi Heidi, 

Thank you for hosting Tuesday evening's presentation on Energize Eastside permitting. I know how difficult 

your job is. I'm surprised that all Permitting comments go to your work email address directly? It seems like 

your inbox is going to get flooded with comments! Doesn't the City usually set up a separate email address to 

keep track of all incoming comments? 

 

Please include the following comments as part of the Energize Eastside Permitting comments. 

 

I must say that I am disappointed in the "PROCESS". The meeting format really only allowed one-way 

communication from the City (and PSE) to residents. It is unfortunate that Q&A could only happen 1-on-1, not 

allowing residents to benefit from hearing answers to others' questions. I hope we can remedy this format for 

future meetings? 

 

PSE clearly stated they care about two things: SAFETY and RELIABILITY. Keri Pravitz reiterated that to me 

personally during the "Open House" at the end of the meeting. However, those claims ring hollow. The 

existing power corridor was sublet to the Olympic Pipeline - not visa versa. The power lines were installed first, 

THEN the pipeline. That order of construction is important. Now PSE wants to go in and dig around aging 

pipelines to install new poles for a power line to carry 4X more power. This is a recipe for DISASTER. PSE has an 

abysmal safety record with gas pipelines (despite their claims to the contrary). Remember the Greenwood 

neighborhood explosion? And those are PSE natural gas pipelines that they own and presumably know where 

they are located. PSE is not the owner of the Olympic Pipeline. PSE doesn't know the nuances of how the 

pipelines were installed, and how they operate. There is more than one pipeline. And those are BIG pipelines 

(16" diameter and 20" diameter) with JET FUEL flowing at 700 PSI. Jet fuel is much more highly volatile than 

natural gas. We are being asked to trust PSE? How can the City take PSE's safety claims seriously? The 

evidence overwhelmingly outweighs PSE flimsy safety claims. The City is exposing themselves to serious 

liability by even contemplating allowing PSE to install power lines on top of the pipelines. Power lines were 

installed first, THEN pipelines. Not the other way around. The order of construction mattered 50 years ago, 

and it matters today. 

 

PSE also spoke about RELIABILITY. "We have to keep the lights on." FACT: Energize Eastside will not affect 

reliability. PSE's own representatives (Andy Swayne) is on record stating that fact. Energize Eastside will 

neither decrease the frequency of outages nor the duration of outages. I urge the City to ask PSE to quantify 

exactly how much reliability will be improved as a result of Energize Eastside. They City owes the public that 

answer. I've asked. PSE's answer: ZERO increase in reliability. Yet this project will cost ratepayers over 

$1BILLION dollars over the next 40 years?!  

 

"Keeping the lights on" is a blatant scare tactic. It frightens residents. It threatens businesses by implying they 

will not be able to grow. It intimidates City Government by leading them to believe they won't be able to 

continue business development efforts. BUT IT SERIOUSLY MISREPRESENTS AND DISTORTS THE FACTS. Despite 
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robust growth (population and economic), electricity demand is DECLINING due to more energy efficient 

construction techniques, building materials, micro-generation, conservation - to name a few. Here is an 

example: 

While it seems counterintuitive at first look, despite the BOOMING economy and growth in the region 

(population and economy), ELECTRICITY DEMAND is flat to declining in the region. Here's one of the many 

reasons why: 

 

https://blog.aboutamazon.com/sustainability/the-super-efficient-heat-source-hidden-below-amazons-new-

headquarters 

 

It's not just Amazon's high rises that are following these principles. Virtually every major building project on 

the Eastside and in Seattle are incorporating significant energy efficiencies. 

 

The fact that the City helps facilitate this fraudulent misrepresentation of the facts makes the City complicit in 

PSE's fraud - again exposing the City to significant liability. I urge the City to stick to the facts. I urge the City to 

hire independent experts to validate all claims by PSE - as recommended by EXPONENT in their 2012 report on 

Bellevue's electrical reliability. 

 

PSE is maintaining their 3-prong media campaign to scare residents, businesses, and City Government: 

1. Eastside Growth is straining the local grid 

2. The "backbone" hasn't been upgraded in over 50 years 

3. If we don't act soon, we will face rolling blackouts 

 

PSE said during they meeting that they would have to begin implementing even more complex Correction 

Action Plans (CAPs) to keep the lights on. That certainly implies that PSE has already had to resort to CAPs 

because the situation is so dire. I urge the City to ask PSE exactly how many CAPs they have had to institute in 

the last 6 years? Dozen years? Please report that information publically. PSE has employed ZERO CAPs to-date. 

FACT: Bonneville Power Administration has an automated system (installed and in-use since 2007) that will 

prevent rolling blackouts. BPA controls this - not PSE. BPA has stated that the lights will stay on - contrary to 

PSE's scare tactics. 

 

Our region's electrical grid is exactly that - A GRID. There is no longer a "backbone". Our region's transmission 

system resembles more of a "mesh" or a "network" not a single centralized line subject to damage by storms 

or natural disasters. And that transmission GRID has been upgraded multiple times in the past 20 years, 

including recent upgrades in 2009. It is completely false when PSE says they haven't upgraded the 

transmission system in 50 years. PSE is required, at a minimum, to review and analyze their system every 2 

years via the Integrated Resource Planning (IRP) process. PSE makes routine transmission upgrades and 

improvements. If they did not, they would be delinquent in their regulated duty to provide reliable electricity 

to its customers. "The backbone hasn't been upgraded in over 50 years" is a good sound bite, but a false 

argument. Since the City hosted this meeting and heard PSE make that claim, the City has the responsibility to 

set the record straight. The City owes the public the truth on this point. Please show a map indicating all of the 

transmission upgrades that PSE has made on the Eastside in the last 20 years. If you don't have the data, I am 

happy to supply it. 

 

Finally, we have all seen the Andy Wappler PSE ads stating that "If we don't act soon, we will face rolling 

blackouts". The City owes the public the facts on CAPs that PSE has had to implement. The City owes the 
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public the facts on the reliability increases we might expect from Energize Eastside. The City owes the public 

the facts on how much this project will REALLY cost customers in the form of higher electricity rates. What are 

we really getting for $1BILLION dollars? A relic of a bygone era. There are better alternatives. Less expensive 

alternatives. More safe alternatives. More reliable alternatives.  

 

The City has a responsibility to its citizens to explore and implement those alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Russell Borgmann 

2100 120th Place SE 

Bellevue WA 98005 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Sarah Fletcher <fletchsa1@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 03, 2017 9:57 AM

To: info@energizeeastsideeis.org

Subject: Energize Eastside - Sound Transit Eastlink Light Rail Electricity Needed

Good morning, as there is no mention of how much of Eastside's electricity would be needed to run Sound Transit's East 

Link Light Rail, is that because Sound Transit's East Link will not be needing electricity from this Richards Creek 

Substation?  

And you or someone at Puget Sound Energy might know,  

Where is Sound Transit's East Link light rail electricity to run it coming from?  

And if the electricity from Richards Creek Substation is needed, how much of it will be used for light rail and how much 

to run the electricity in people's homes /businesses? Perhaps, you could come out with a chart to compare the Light Rail 

energy use to how many houses equivalent use that works out to a day/week?  

"PSE proposes to construct a new Richards Creek Substation in Bellevue and upgrade 18 miles of two existing 115-

kilovolt transmission lines with 230-kilovolt lines. Collectively this proposal, which spans from Renton to Redmond, is 

referred to as Energize Eastside." 

 

Thank you. 

 

Sarah Fletcher 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Tuesday, November 21, 2017 1:56 PM

To: sean.ozel.cox@gmail.com

Subject: FW: Energize Eastside permits

Hello Sean, 

Your email was forwarded to my attention as I am the land use planner assigned to review the subject application.  I 

wanted to acknowledge receipt of your comments and let you know they will be included in the city file and considered 

as we process the subject application.  You will also be noted as a party of record and will receive notice of the permit 

decision, recommendation, and public hearing.   

 

Thank you for your interest in this project and for taking the time to provide comments. 

 

Have a Happy Thanksgiving 

-Heidi  

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com   

 

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Sean Cox [mailto:sean.ozel.cox@gmail.com] 

Sent: Thursday, November 16, 2017 20:35 

To: LandUseReview <LUZI@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: Energize Eastside permits 

 

Sean Cox 

4538 Somerset Dr SE 

Bellevue, WA 98006 

 

Please address how PSE can apply for permits when they haven’t addressed any of the safety and risks identified by 

residents. They have not followed the process outlined in the states requirements for infrastructure projects and the 

City of Bellevue has not required them to follow the process. Until all the designs, risks, and safety issues have been 

addressed all permits should be denied. You can see the risks and safety items that I have submitted as part of the EIS 

process. 

Sean Cox 

 

Sean Cox 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 8:22 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; llopez@mstarlabs.com

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Attachments: Energize Eastside and Bellevue Land Use Code.pdf; CENSE questions 11-14-17.pdf

Heidi, 

 

CENSE has decided to skip the presentation of slides at tonight’s meeting. We will submit written questions based on 

Bellevue’s Land Use Code (attached). Since our neighbors would probably prefer not to hear all the code references in 

an oral presentation, we will present a shorter summary of three questions that may be of special interest to residents. I 

have attached a copy of that as well. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide meaningful input into the City’s permit decision process. 

 

Don Marsh 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 7:46 AM 

To: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Hi Don, 

Yes your comments can be accommodated and we will be using a projector for the other presentations so you are 

welcome to have ppt slides. I appreciate your acknowledgement that the time limit would be 5 minutes. As I’ve noted to 

Loretta, the purpose of this meeting isn’t necessarily to take comment like the EIS meetings but we are providing a 

portion of the meeting for comments. If you’d like your presentation included as part of the project file public comment 

please provide me with a copy of your presentation. Let me know if you have any other questions.  

 

Thank you for your continued involvement in this process. Note that comments addressing the city’s permitting criteria 

are most helpful at this step in the process. I’ve attached these code excerpts for your reference and will be providing 

this same information during the public meeting.  

 

Happy Veterans Day to all! 

 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Don Marsh [mailto:don.m.marsh@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 5:39 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov>; llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

CENSE would like to make a comment at the November 14 meeting. Our comment will be no more than five minutes 

long, and we would like to show some PowerPoint slides. Will this be allowed? 

 

Don 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  

 

Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 
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Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  

 

This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  
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Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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November 14, 2017 

CENSE has many unanswered questions about PSE’s Energize Eastside 

project, and we have submitted those questions in a document.  During this 

public comment section, we would like to focus on our top three questions: 

 

1. Is it legal for PSE to divide this project into two independently 
permitted and constructed sub-projects?  This idea, which was 
proposed after the final comment period for the EIS, has not been 
adequately studied.  Is it safe for the pipelines that share the corridor 
to operate just the southern sub-project?  What happens if the 
northern part is not permitted?  Does half the project meet PSE’s 
original goals?  If PSE wants to build two separate projects, shouldn’t 
there be two separate Environmental Impact Studies? 

 

2. On November 1st, Canada published a report titled “British Columbia 
Utilities Commission Inquiry Respecting Site C.”   This report states, 
“The Clean Energy Act requires that BC Hydro be self-sufficient for 
energy and capacity.”  This is one of three reasons that the 
Commission uses to explain why Canada no longer relies on 
electricity imported from the U.S.  Given this new information, does 
PSE still believe it is necessary for the company to facilitate transfers 
of 1,500 MW to Canada?   
 

3. According to Bellevue Land Use Code, PSE must demonstrate need to 
build the project.  This year, the Bonneville Power Administration 
cancelled a billion-dollar transmission line in southwestern 
Washington.  Canada’s Site C dam project is now perilously close to 
being cancelled.  In both of these cases, demand for electricity is 
lower than previously forecast.  Can PSE show that electricity demand 
is growing in the neighborhoods impacted by Energize Eastside?  
More specifically, can PSE show ten years of peak demand data from 
the Eastgate, Somerset, and South Bellevue substations? 

 

Don Marsh, President 

CENSE.org 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 3:06 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi; kesayian@aol.com

Cc: legal@cense.org

Subject: RE: Comments on EE and CUP?

This is a nice clear explanation from Heidi. Normally, I would forward this to Rick with request for comment. But I want 

to get out of this loop except for urgent communications, so can you do it Jeanne? 

 

I have already written drafts of our comments and submitted them to Rick for his review, but he has not responded. So 

I’ve been sitting on my hands. 

 

Don 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, December 11, 2017 3:02 PM 

To: kesayian@aol.com 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; legal@cense.org 

Subject: RE: Comments on EE and CUP? 

 

Hi Karen, 

I appreciate your concern as it relates to timing your comments. As you acknowledge there is no definite deadline in the 

land use code for the City to issue the Director’s Recommendation. The City will accept comments at any time prior to 

the close of the public hearing. Therefore, even after the City issues the Director’s Recommendation, interested parties 

will still be able to participate in the public hearing and submit comments during that process too.  

 

However, although the City will accept comments through the public hearing, the City strongly encourages interested 

parties to submit comments on PSE’s CUP and CALUP as early as possible. Since September when the application was 

submitted, the comment period on the permit applications has been open. Interested parties should submit specific 

comments on the CUP and CALUP now, rather than waiting until the last minute. Submitting comments now does not 

limit your ability to submit comments on the CUP and CALUP after the FEIS is available, but the comment periods for the 

EIS are closed. The active comment period concerns the CUP and CALUP, so it is important to remember that your 

comments should focus on PSE’s permit applications.  

 

The City’s current estimate is that the Director’s Recommendation and Notice of Public Hearing will be issued no sooner 

than approximately 6 weeks after the FEIS is available. However, I would again strongly encourage interested members 

of the public to submit comments on PSE’s permit applications early, rather than waiting until the end of the comment 

period.  

 

I hope that this additional information about the City’s process addresses some of your concerns. Thank you for taking 

the time to participate.  

 

-Heidi 
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Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Karen Esayian [mailto:kesayian@aol.com]  

Sent: Friday, December 08, 2017 9:53 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; legal@cense.org 

Subject: Comments on EE and CUP? 

 

Good morning Heidi, 

 

It is generally understood that comments on the proposed PSE Energize Eastside project application for a permit can be 

made up until the time the staff makes their recommendation, after the FEIS is released.  

 

My neighbors and I are still concerned about our future comments being accepted.  

Specifically, how many days after the FEIS is released will we have to comment.  

How many days (or weeks) will staff allow before they make their recommendation? 

 

Thank you again for taking time to answer.  

Karen 

 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Date: November 16, 2017 at 11:27:18 AM PST 

To: <kesayian@aol.com> 

Cc: <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>, <llopez@mstarlabs.com>, <jpmedley@mac.com> 

Subject: RE: Comments on EE and CUP? 

Good morning Karen, 

Thank you for getting in touch regarding your questions. Comments provided on the 

Draft EIS (both Phase I and II) are included and considered as part of the Final EIS 

preparation. Specifically, the Final EIS will include copies of the comments that were 

submitted during the EIS comment periods and will also include responses to those 

comments. As I mentioned in my presentation at the public meeting on Tuesday 

evening, we are anticipating the Final EIS will be completed and available in February, 

2018.  

 

Regarding the two current permit applications under review with the City of Bellevue- 

comments that address PSE’s Conditional Use Permit (CUP) or Critical Areas Land Use 

Permit (CALUP) should be submitted as part of the City’s permit review land use 

process. This is because individuals or groups who wish to comment on PSE’s permit 

applications will need to submit comments and contact information (i.e., your name and 

address) in order to be a party of record for the CUP/CALUP applications. Prior 
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submission of comments concerning the EIS during the EIS comment periods does not 

automatically make the EIS commenter a party of record regarding the City’s 

subsequent review of PSE’s specific permit applications.  

 

Please note that the above-described land use process does not necessarily mean all 

comments submitted previously as part of the EIS process need to be resubmitted as 

part of the permit review process. In fact, the most appropriate comments during the 

permit review process would address PSE’s specific permit applications, the current 

proposal, and the city codes and standards applicable to the permit applications.  

 

Finally, I want to correct an error in the statement that Norm Hansen made during his 

comments at the November 14, 2017 public meeting. My contact information (including 

email) was in fact listed as part of the permit page and noticing information on the City’s 

webpage. Norm appears to have overlooked this information when he made his public 

comment at the meeting, and I want to clear up any confusion caused by his incorrect 

statement regarding the availability of my contact information. As I explained at the 

public meeting, any comments concerning PSE’s permit applications and the City’s 

processing of those applications can be sent to me.  

 

Hope this additional information provides you with the answers you needed. I will be 

working with our communications staff to add this information to our permitting page 

as well since I’m sure you’re not the only person who may be asking the question.  

 

Have a great day. 

-Heidi  

 

 
 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

 

From: Karen Esayian [mailto:kesayian@aol.com]  

Sent: Thursday, November 16, 2017 7:53 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; llopez@mstarlabs.com; Janis Medley 

<jpmedley@mac.com> 

Subject: Comments on EE and CUP? 

 

Good morning Heidi, 

 

My question and concern is about the Energize Eastside proposal and permit application 

by PSE.  

Specifically: commenting on the Conditional Use Permit (File # 17-120556-LB) Critical 

Areas Land Use Permit (File # 17-120557-LO 
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During the comment periods for Phase l and Phase ll of the EIS we were assured that our 

comments would all be included and reviewed in the FEIS.  

Now that we are in a ‘comment period’ for the EE application there is confusion as to 

whether the comments made by Eastside residents in Phase l and Phase ll will definitely 

be carried over and included in the current comment period.  

Or.....must all residents who wish to be a party of record once again submit comments, 

names and addresses to be included in this process? 

(These questions were not fully addressed on the City’s webpages, see below) 

 

My notes are incomplete from the 11/14 meeting as to suggested comment topics.  

Could you outline them? 

 

Thank you for your work on behalf of Bellevue residents.  

Please include an email address for submitting additional comments.  

 

Karen Esayian  

4601 135thAve SE 

Bellevue, 98006 

 

Will my comments make any difference? 
 

Your comments help ensure that the best decision is reached. All comments are read 

and carefully considered before a decision is issued. Please consider the following when 

commenting: 

• Comments made early in the decision process are generally more effective than 

comments made later.  

• Each application type has criteria that must be met in order to be approved. If 

you object to a proposal, you may want to show where you believe the 

applicable criteria are not met.  

• You cannot appeal a decision unless you provided written comments before the 

decision was made.  

• When a commenter provides their name and address they become a party of 

record. Being a party of record to a decision allows a commenter to appeal a 

decision.  

 

Sent from my iPad 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 5:39 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi; llopez@mstarlabs.com

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Heidi, 

 

CENSE would like to make a comment at the November 14 meeting. Our comment will be no more than five minutes 

long, and we would like to show some PowerPoint slides. Will this be allowed? 

 

Don 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  

 

Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 
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Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  

 

This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  
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Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Joan Nolan <joansn64@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 15, 2017 2:25 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Conditional Use Permit (File # 17-120556-LB) Critical Areas Land Use Permit (File # 

17-120557-LO

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 

 

Unfortunately I was unable to attend last night's meeting on Conditional Use Permit (File # 17-120556-LB) 

Critical Areas Land Use Permit (File # 17-120557-LO) and ask any questions. So if you would, please get back to 

me on the following questions: 

 

*Are the permit application materials final?  

*Will new or revised information be submitted?  

*For last night's presentation on PSE's Energize Eastside Permitting Overview slide 4 Process Overview the 

timeline does not provide dates. Can you provide these?  

 

I'll look forward to hearing back from you on these items, hopefully soon. Thank you for your assistance. 

 

Joan Nolan 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 3:51 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: FW: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
As I read the notice, the only people who will be notified of the public hearing before the Hearing Examiner are those who 
have submitted written comments on the PSE application.  
It appears that unless residents submit written comments that they have no rights later. But that is not what you have set 
forth below under the public hearing section.  
Are you sure that residents have all rights of appeal or any rights even if the residents have not submitted written 
comments on the PSE Application? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 3:24 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

I’m running off to another meeting. Wanted to pass along this information I’ll be adding to the webpage (below). I think 

it answers many of your questions. It is our general practice to notice a public hearing a minimum of three weeks before 

the date but that is the point at which our recommendation is ready. I think Liz will be able to provide you with more 

input on what we can do to provide additional notice of our upcoming recommendation date. Thanks again for your 

communication on these issues.  

 

There are many opportunities to participate in the City’s review of the Energize Eastside project proposed by PSE. The 

public meeting scheduled for November 14 is an early opportunity for the public to receive information regarding the 

application that was recently submitted by PSE, and to get information about the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) process. 

It is early in the permit review process, which typically takes between 6 and 9 months. There will be many opportunities 

to provide formal written comment that are described more fully below. If you provided comments on the DEIS, those 

comments are being addressed separately through the EIS process (link to EIS page). No permits for the Energize 

Eastside project will be issued before the Final EIS is complete. 

 

At the public meeting 

Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this meeting is not to take public comment. The purpose of the meeting 

is to have city staff highlight the permit process and to have the applicant, Puget Sound Energy, describe the proposed 

project to interested parties. Because this meeting happens early in the process, city staff do not expect attendees to be 

prepared to provide formal comments on the project application at this point in the process. However, this public 

meeting does have the opportunity for comments to be provided. Note that for comments to be part of the record they 

should be provided in writing to city staff and include your name and address. Verbal comments that are not also 

provided in writing, will not be considered formal comments as part of the record. Comment forms will be provided at 

the meeting.  

 

During the permit review process 
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Comments are welcome throughout the review process and can be accepted up until staff prepares their 

recommendation to the hearing examiner. Staff will not be making a recommendation until after the FEIS has been 

released (anticipated for early 2018).  

 

At the public hearing 

And finally, you may submit comments to the city’s hearing examiner during the required public hearing that will occur 

before a final decision is made on PSE’s Conditional Use Permit application.  

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 2:46 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

OK Let me know if you want me to include Liz Stead when I send message to Carol.  

 

1. Comments on PSE Application. We want to inform residents abut the comment period on the PSE application. 

 

From our previous emails: 

 

1. You have explained that we have more than 14 days from notice in permit bulletin to comment. 

 

2. We can comment until the City issues its report.  

 

3. The City will not issue its report until FEIS is published.  

 

4. FEIS will be published in early 2018. 

 

5. You do not know and cannot tell us in advance of the date that the City will issue its report. 

 

The result is that residents do not know the deadline for submitting comments. I suppose the City's position is: The 

sooner the better.  

 

A better approach is for the City to announce the publication date of the report, 30 days before publication. Is this 

possible? If you cannot authorize such an approach then who shall I contact? 

 

 

2. Party of record. Based upon the notice in the Permit Bulletin, in order to appeal the decision or recommendation, 

residents must have submitted a comment on the PSE application. If residents do not submit a comment, then it 

appears that there is no right to appeal and no right to submit evidence and testimony at the administrative hearing. 

This is an important point so I am checking with you for a precise clarification. The notice is not precise.  

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 1:31 PM 
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To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

This information is posted on the webpage.  

https://development.bellevuewa.gov/cms/one.aspx?portalId=5588383&pageId=7135013&objectId.110349=10947126&

contextId.110349=7135015&parentId.110349=7135016&ref=mesTP9fg96fVsgzpWYeogKPZ1qxty6m7VR6ToNGP2B4%3d  

 

I am working through our internal process to get more of the detail I shared with you posted but I’ve been in meetings 

all morning and haven’t since the final language. 

 

I understand your concerns. Thank you for the heads up and for the perspective. I might also have you send your 

message to Liz Stead as she is the new land use director estead@bellevuewa.gov  

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 12:30 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I checked the link this morning and there is not yet an explanation and purpose of the meeting.  

 

Most people who are checking for information would not know the importance of attending. 

 

Carol Helland and I have been corresponding on the notice that the City sent to residents on the small PSE project on 

148th.  

 

Carol has asked me for suggestions on how to improve the notice process. I am going to make suggestions about what 

the City needs to do to improve notice about the PSE EE project.  

 

I am sending this message to let you know before I send a message to Carol so that you know in advance,  

 

I will be clear that I am not criticizing your work. It is the process that needs to be adjusted.  

 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

 

I will try to write the message to Carol later this afternoon. 

 

Loretta 

 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  
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Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 

 

Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  
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This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  
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Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 
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Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Kathy Judkins <kathy.judkins@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 12:31 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: Permit comment for Energize Eastside

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you Heidi. I see that it says Project instead of President in my email ending. 

Also “against this permit” not record. 

Please note these corrections 

See you tonight 

Kathy Judkins 

 

Sent from  

my iPhone X 

 

On Nov 14, 2017, at 11:59 AM, <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> wrote: 

Hi Kathy, 

Thank you for your message and comments regarding the proposed PSE project. Your comments are 

included as part of the project file and I have you listed as a party of record. I'm happy to hear you will 

be attending the meeting this evening. I would encourage you to speak with PSE staff at the meeting as 

well to explore whether your request for a meeting with them and your neighbors can be 

accommodated. In any event they will be available this evening to answer questions if you have any.  

Thank you again and I look forward to meeting you this evening. 

-Heidi  
 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

-----Original Message----- 

From: Kathy Judkins [mailto:kathy.judkins@gmail.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 11:47 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: Permit comment for Energize Eastside 

Heidi 

I will be at the meeting tonight. I wish to be a party of record for the EE project. I have two poles in my 

yard at 4324-136th Pl SE Bellevue, WA 98006. The proposed Permit states the new pole will be 80 feet 

tall with 230kwh lines. This will be an extreme danger to my home in the event of an earthquake or 

other natural disaster. The pole with that height will fall on my home or my neighbor Kelly Xu’s home. 

We also have the Olympic Pipeline in close proximity to this pole. 

Also the only access to my home is on the easement drive. I am a 71 year old widow and need access to 

my driveway. No written details have been mailed to me by Energize the Eastside other than this 
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October 19 Permit Bulletin. I have refused to meet alone with EE people. I asked to have a meeting with 

my neighbors on the easement and PSE/EE project people but that request was not given.  

Please list me as a party of record as being against this record. No permit should be issued, I believe that 

batteries are the answer. 

Thank you 

Kathy Judkins 

CENSE member 

Former Somerset Community Association Project for 3 years Somerset resident since 1983 4324-136th 

Pl SE Bellevue, WA 98006-2237  

Sent from 

my iPhone X 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 12:30 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
I checked the link this morning and there is not yet an explanation and purpose of the meeting.  
Most people who are checking for information would not know the importance of attending. 
Carol Helland and I have been corresponding on the notice that the City sent to residents on the small PSE project on 
148th.  
Carol has asked me for suggestions on how to improve the notice process. I am going to make suggestions about what 
the City needs to do to improve notice about the PSE EE project.  
I am sending this message to let you know before I send a message to Carol so that you know in advance,  
I will be clear that I am not criticizing your work. It is the process that needs to be adjusted.  
Let me know if you have any questions. 
I will try to write the message to Carol later this afternoon. 
Loretta 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  

 

Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 
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From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 

 

Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  

 

This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 
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Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 
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Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 
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From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  
We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 

 

Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  
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This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Don Marsh ; Janis Medley ; Karen Esayian  

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

DSD 004798



3

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 
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Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:17 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
Yes it is that time of year. I remember the days when my kids were young and needed to be home due to cold or flu.  
Thank you for your description of the public meeting. People have been asking about the meeting.  
And thank you for letting us know that David Pyle's email address appears. We will correct. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 

 

Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  
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This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Don Marsh ; Janis Medley ; Karen Esayian  

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  
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Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 
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Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Don Marsh; Janis Medley; Karen Esayian

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  
As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message below. 
Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 
an overview of the project to citizens. 
Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 
description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 
The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 
RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 
condemnation proceedings against their property.  
We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 
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From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 2:46 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
OK Let me know if you want me to include Liz Stead when I send message to Carol.  
1. Comments on PSE Application. We want to inform residents abut the comment period on the PSE application. 
From our previous emails: 
1. You have explained that we have more than 14 days from notice in permit bulletin to comment. 
2. We can comment until the City issues its report.  
3. The City will not issue its report until FEIS is published.  
4. FEIS will be published in early 2018. 
5. You do not know and cannot tell us in advance of the date that the City will issue its report. 
The result is that residents do not know the deadline for submitting comments. I suppose the City's position is: The sooner 
the better.  
A better approach is for the City to announce the publication date of the report, 30 days before publication. Is this 
possible? If you cannot authorize such an approach then who shall I contact? 
2. Party of record. Based upon the notice in the Permit Bulletin, in order to appeal the decision or recommendation, 
residents must have submitted a comment on the PSE application. If residents do not submit a comment, then it appears 
that there is no right to appeal and no right to submit evidence and testimony at the administrative hearing. This is an 
important point so I am checking with you for a precise clarification. The notice is not precise.  
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 1:31 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

This information is posted on the webpage.  

https://development.bellevuewa.gov/cms/one.aspx?portalId=5588383&pageId=7135013&objectId.110349=10947126&

contextId.110349=7135015&parentId.110349=7135016&ref=mesTP9fg96fVsgzpWYeogKPZ1qxty6m7VR6ToNGP2B4%3d  

 

I am working through our internal process to get more of the detail I shared with you posted but I’ve been in meetings 

all morning and haven’t since the final language. 

 

I understand your concerns. Thank you for the heads up and for the perspective. I might also have you send your 

message to Liz Stead as she is the new land use director estead@bellevuewa.gov  

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 12:30 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 
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I checked the link this morning and there is not yet an explanation and purpose of the meeting.  

 

Most people who are checking for information would not know the importance of attending. 

 

Carol Helland and I have been corresponding on the notice that the City sent to residents on the small PSE project on 

148th.  

 

Carol has asked me for suggestions on how to improve the notice process. I am going to make suggestions about what 

the City needs to do to improve notice about the PSE EE project.  

 

I am sending this message to let you know before I send a message to Carol so that you know in advance,  

 

I will be clear that I am not criticizing your work. It is the process that needs to be adjusted.  

 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

 

I will try to write the message to Carol later this afternoon. 

 

Loretta 

 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  

 

Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 
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From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 

 

Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  

 

This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 
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Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 
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Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 
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From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bobb Nolan <webfootplants@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 1:28 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: RE: Energize Eastside file review

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

HI Heidi, 
 
Thanks for your prompt response. I understand the comment period much better. I will try to get my comments in by the 
end of next week at the latest, is that acceptable? 
 
I have reviewed the on-line plans, and would like to see the rest of the file. Having the plans on-line is really helpful, but I 
can tell there must be much more information in the project file.  
 
Thanks so much! 
 
Bobb 
 
On Wednesday, November 08, 2017 01:04:08 PM PST, wrote:  
 
 

Hi Bobb, 

Thanks for reaching out to me and for letting me know you’d like to review the project file. Let me first clarify that the 
meeting next week is a public meeting not a hearing. The purpose of the meeting is for the applicant to provide an 
overview of the project and for city staff to provide a description of the process and opportunities for public comment. 
What is published in the bulletin, which unfortunately is confusing for just about everyone, is a minimum comment period. 
By law we can’t issue a decision/recommendation on the project before the minimum comment period is over. In reality 
however, we never issue recommendations or decisions that quickly and in this particular case we won’t be issuing 
anything until after the FEIS has been released. So you are correct when you note that comments will be accepted up 
until the staff recommendation is prepared for the hearing (TBD after the release of the FEIS early next year). Of course 
the earlier we receive your comments the better. I have not prepared a staff recommendation. Let me know if that clears 
things up a bit for you.  

I can have the project files available for your review tomorrow. However, I could save you a trip if you want to review the 
project plans electronically. These are posted on this city webpage https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-
use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/  

-Heidi  

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 
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425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

From: Bobb Nolan [mailto:webfootplants@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 12:37 PM 
To: Bedwell, Heidi  
Subject: Energize Eastside file review 

Hi Heidi, 

I would like to review the Energize Eastside project file tomorrow, Thursday, between 2pm and 4pm. 

I am really confused when comments are due on this project - the weekly permit bulletin for October 19 says comments 
may be submitted up until the staff recommendation on the project is prepared for a public hearing. A staff 
recommendation on the project will not be issued until the FEIS is released. But the public hearing will occur after the 
FEIS is released.  

Will comments be accepted until November 2, or until November 14 (public hearing), or until the FEIS is released? 

Have you prepared a staff recommendation? 

I will plan to review files tomorrow afternoon at the City Hall public records. 

Thank you, 

Bobb Nolan 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 5:39 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi; llopez@mstarlabs.com

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Heidi, 

 

CENSE would like to make a comment at the November 14 meeting. Our comment will be no more than five minutes 

long, and we would like to show some PowerPoint slides. Will this be allowed? 

 

Don 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  

 

Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 
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Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  

 

This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  
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Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 8:22 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; llopez@mstarlabs.com

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Attachments: Energize Eastside and Bellevue Land Use Code.pdf; CENSE questions 11-14-17.pdf

Heidi, 

 

CENSE has decided to skip the presentation of slides at tonight’s meeting. We will submit written questions based on 

Bellevue’s Land Use Code (attached). Since our neighbors would probably prefer not to hear all the code references in 

an oral presentation, we will present a shorter summary of three questions that may be of special interest to residents. I 

have attached a copy of that as well. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide meaningful input into the City’s permit decision process. 

 

Don Marsh 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 7:46 AM 

To: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Hi Don, 

Yes your comments can be accommodated and we will be using a projector for the other presentations so you are 

welcome to have ppt slides. I appreciate your acknowledgement that the time limit would be 5 minutes. As I’ve noted to 

Loretta, the purpose of this meeting isn’t necessarily to take comment like the EIS meetings but we are providing a 

portion of the meeting for comments. If you’d like your presentation included as part of the project file public comment 

please provide me with a copy of your presentation. Let me know if you have any other questions.  

 

Thank you for your continued involvement in this process. Note that comments addressing the city’s permitting criteria 

are most helpful at this step in the process. I’ve attached these code excerpts for your reference and will be providing 

this same information during the public meeting.  

 

Happy Veterans Day to all! 

 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Don Marsh [mailto:don.m.marsh@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Friday, November 10, 2017 5:39 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov>; llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

CENSE would like to make a comment at the November 14 meeting. Our comment will be no more than five minutes 

long, and we would like to show some PowerPoint slides. Will this be allowed? 

 

Don 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: llopez@mstarlabs.com 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  

 

Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 
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Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  

 

This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  
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Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

DSD 004825



6

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Joan Nolan <joansn64@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 15, 2017 2:25 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Conditional Use Permit (File # 17-120556-LB) Critical Areas Land Use Permit (File # 

17-120557-LO

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 

 

Unfortunately I was unable to attend last night's meeting on Conditional Use Permit (File # 17-120556-LB) 

Critical Areas Land Use Permit (File # 17-120557-LO) and ask any questions. So if you would, please get back to 

me on the following questions: 

 

*Are the permit application materials final?  

*Will new or revised information be submitted?  

*For last night's presentation on PSE's Energize Eastside Permitting Overview slide 4 Process Overview the 

timeline does not provide dates. Can you provide these?  

 

I'll look forward to hearing back from you on these items, hopefully soon. Thank you for your assistance. 

 

Joan Nolan 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, September 22, 2017 11:00 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com

Subject: Deadlines for comments to PSE application

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
Yes this information is helpful. Our understanding is that the City will issue the FEIS in early 2018.  
If the City decides to issue the FEIS earlier than early 2018, then do you have authority to let us know in advance that the 
City has changed its timeline. 
My goal is to make sure that we have clear timeline so that we can prepare our comments in a studied manner. We do not 
want any surprises with respect to deadlines for comments. 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 3:32 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

Just running out the door here… but yes- you have up until the point staff makes their recommendation to the 

hearing examiner to provide me with comments. Since I can’t issue the recommendation until after the FEIS is 

issued and that isn’t scheduled until early 2018, you will have many more days than 14 to provide comment. 

Hope that’s helpful.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 4:18 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I appreciate your quick response.  

 

I am checking because I want to make sure that we know when we have to submit our response to the 

application. As you can imagine, it will take us some time to review the application and prepare a response.  

 

I want to confirm that we can respond more than 14 days after notice is published in the permit bulletin. Is this 

correct? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 
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From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 1:54 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

Hi Loretta, 

Thanks for checking in with me. Happy to answer questions about the permit review process.  

 

Noticing happens after the city has determined the application is complete. I have not finished my review of the 

application submittal to make this determination of completeness yet. The city has up to 28 days to deem an 

application complete. After completeness, the city has 14 days to notice the application. I do not anticipate the 

notice in next week’s bulletin. The application was submitted on Friday September 8th.  

 

Hope that provides you with some guidance about where the review of the permit is at this point. Wish I could 

say this was the only thing on my plate at this time but as you can imagine I have to balance my general 

workload and the completion of the FEIS with the review of this permit. Very busy times but I’m happy to fill 

in some of the mystery about the steps in this particular process. Not much has happened yet as we’re just a few 

days into the process. I know we’ll be in touch again. 

 

-Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:31 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Janis Medley ; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I did not see notice of the PSE application in last week's permit bulletin. See link below.  

 

Is there a reason that the City has not issued notice that PSE filed an application? Is the City going to issue 

notice in next week's bulletin? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 10:05 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been 

updated, and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 

Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 

problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 

110th Ave NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: whalvrsn1@frontier.com

Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 12:33 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Energize Eastside - EIS & Permit Application

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

Two quick questions:  1) I would like to get a complete paper copy of both phases of the EIS.  I am willing to pay 

associated expenses and also come down to the city to pick it up.  Would that be possible this week and could I just pick 

it up at the desk?  2)  I noticed that PSE has filed their application for this project.  Is there a web site to review the 

application and associated documents? 

 

Thank you, 

 

Warren Halverson 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:31 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Janis Medley; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
I did not see notice of the PSE application in last week's permit bulletin. See link below.  
Is there a reason that the City has not issued notice that PSE filed an application? Is the City going to issue notice in next 
week's bulletin? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 10:05 AM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
header 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
GovDelivery logo
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:48 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Janis Medley; Karen Esayian; Don Marsh

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 
understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 
misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
header 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
GovDelivery logo
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Don Marsh <donmarsh@cense.org>

Sent: Monday, October 02, 2017 7:25 AM

To: Miyake, Brad; Bedwell, Heidi; Helland, Carol; 'Steve Osguthorpe'

Subject: FW: Docket UE-160918: Energize Eastside in PSE's 2017 IRP

Attachments: Comments on IRP Chapter 8 - Energize Eastside.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

This may be relevant to your work in connection with Energize Eastside. 

 

Best regards, 

Don Marsh 

 

From: Don Marsh [mailto:donmarsh@cense.org]  

Sent: Monday, October 02, 2017 5:56 AM 

To: 'records@utc.wa.gov' ; 'ddanner@utc.wa.gov'  

Cc: 'IRP -- mail --' ; 'Energize Eastside -- mail --' ; 'Gafken, Lisa (ATG)' ; 'Council@bellevuewa.gov' ; 'council@redmond.gov' 

; 'council@rentonwa.gov' ; 'EBCC@bellevuewa.gov' ; 'richc@ci.newcastle.wa.us' ; 'gordonb@ci.newcastle.wa.us' ; 

'lindan@ci.newcastle.wa.us' ; 'carols@ci.newcastle.wa.us' ; 'allend@ci.newcastle.wa.us' ; 'johndr@ci.newcastle.wa.us' ; 

'johnd@ci.newcastle.wa.us' ; 'Vandana.Slatter@leg.wa.gov' ; 'Kuderer.Patty@leg.wa.gov'  

Subject: Docket UE-160918: Energize Eastside in PSE's 2017 IRP 

 

Dear Commissioners, 

 

Washington is blessed with relatively low electricity rates. This is partly due to abundant hydro power in our region, but 

we recognize the important role the Utilities and Transportation Commission plays in ensuring that investor-owned 

utilities like PSE make prudent and cost-effective investments on behalf of ratepayers. The Commission reviews plans for 

major infrastructure projects in an “Integrated Resource Plan” published by each regulated utility on a bi-annual basis. 

After a project is built, the UTC reviews these expenditures in public rate case hearings. 

 

Chapter 8 of PSE’s Draft 2017 IRP focuses on transmission planning. This chapter cites the company’s $300 million 

transmission project known as “Energize Eastside” as an example of its transmission planning process. We applaud this 

effort to document an important element of resource planning. However, the Draft IRP does not answer five 

fundamental questions that the community has been asking about this project for years. Our questions are detailed in 

the attached document. 

 

We are submitting this document under the UTC’s Docket No. UE-160918, to PSE’s IRP Advisory Group, and to the 

Energize Eastside team. 

 

In order to protect the financial interests of ratepayers and PSE (in future rate case hearings), we ask the UTC to 

require PSE to address these five questions with updated analysis and increased transparency in the IRP. 

 

We thank the Commission for your vigilance in ensuring that ratepayer funds are invested wisely in the infrastructure 

that provides reliable and resilient electric service to our communities and local economy. 

 

Sincerely, 
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Don Marsh, President  

CENSE.org 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 3:51 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: FW: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
As I read the notice, the only people who will be notified of the public hearing before the Hearing Examiner are those who 
have submitted written comments on the PSE application.  
It appears that unless residents submit written comments that they have no rights later. But that is not what you have set 
forth below under the public hearing section.  
Are you sure that residents have all rights of appeal or any rights even if the residents have not submitted written 
comments on the PSE Application? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 3:24 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

I’m running off to another meeting. Wanted to pass along this information I’ll be adding to the webpage (below). I think 

it answers many of your questions. It is our general practice to notice a public hearing a minimum of three weeks before 

the date but that is the point at which our recommendation is ready. I think Liz will be able to provide you with more 

input on what we can do to provide additional notice of our upcoming recommendation date. Thanks again for your 

communication on these issues.  

 

There are many opportunities to participate in the City’s review of the Energize Eastside project proposed by PSE. The 

public meeting scheduled for November 14 is an early opportunity for the public to receive information regarding the 

application that was recently submitted by PSE, and to get information about the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) process. 

It is early in the permit review process, which typically takes between 6 and 9 months. There will be many opportunities 

to provide formal written comment that are described more fully below. If you provided comments on the DEIS, those 

comments are being addressed separately through the EIS process (link to EIS page). No permits for the Energize 

Eastside project will be issued before the Final EIS is complete. 

 

At the public meeting 

Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this meeting is not to take public comment. The purpose of the meeting 

is to have city staff highlight the permit process and to have the applicant, Puget Sound Energy, describe the proposed 

project to interested parties. Because this meeting happens early in the process, city staff do not expect attendees to be 

prepared to provide formal comments on the project application at this point in the process. However, this public 

meeting does have the opportunity for comments to be provided. Note that for comments to be part of the record they 

should be provided in writing to city staff and include your name and address. Verbal comments that are not also 

provided in writing, will not be considered formal comments as part of the record. Comment forms will be provided at 

the meeting.  

 

During the permit review process 
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Comments are welcome throughout the review process and can be accepted up until staff prepares their 

recommendation to the hearing examiner. Staff will not be making a recommendation until after the FEIS has been 

released (anticipated for early 2018).  

 

At the public hearing 

And finally, you may submit comments to the city’s hearing examiner during the required public hearing that will occur 

before a final decision is made on PSE’s Conditional Use Permit application.  

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 2:46 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

OK Let me know if you want me to include Liz Stead when I send message to Carol.  

 

1. Comments on PSE Application. We want to inform residents abut the comment period on the PSE application. 

 

From our previous emails: 

 

1. You have explained that we have more than 14 days from notice in permit bulletin to comment. 

 

2. We can comment until the City issues its report.  

 

3. The City will not issue its report until FEIS is published.  

 

4. FEIS will be published in early 2018. 

 

5. You do not know and cannot tell us in advance of the date that the City will issue its report. 

 

The result is that residents do not know the deadline for submitting comments. I suppose the City's position is: The 

sooner the better.  

 

A better approach is for the City to announce the publication date of the report, 30 days before publication. Is this 

possible? If you cannot authorize such an approach then who shall I contact? 

 

 

2. Party of record. Based upon the notice in the Permit Bulletin, in order to appeal the decision or recommendation, 

residents must have submitted a comment on the PSE application. If residents do not submit a comment, then it 

appears that there is no right to appeal and no right to submit evidence and testimony at the administrative hearing. 

This is an important point so I am checking with you for a precise clarification. The notice is not precise.  

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 1:31 PM 
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To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

This information is posted on the webpage.  

https://development.bellevuewa.gov/cms/one.aspx?portalId=5588383&pageId=7135013&objectId.110349=10947126&

contextId.110349=7135015&parentId.110349=7135016&ref=mesTP9fg96fVsgzpWYeogKPZ1qxty6m7VR6ToNGP2B4%3d  

 

I am working through our internal process to get more of the detail I shared with you posted but I’ve been in meetings 

all morning and haven’t since the final language. 

 

I understand your concerns. Thank you for the heads up and for the perspective. I might also have you send your 

message to Liz Stead as she is the new land use director estead@bellevuewa.gov  

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2017 12:30 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I checked the link this morning and there is not yet an explanation and purpose of the meeting.  

 

Most people who are checking for information would not know the importance of attending. 

 

Carol Helland and I have been corresponding on the notice that the City sent to residents on the small PSE project on 

148th.  

 

Carol has asked me for suggestions on how to improve the notice process. I am going to make suggestions about what 

the City needs to do to improve notice about the PSE EE project.  

 

I am sending this message to let you know before I send a message to Carol so that you know in advance,  

 

I will be clear that I am not criticizing your work. It is the process that needs to be adjusted.  

 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

 

I will try to write the message to Carol later this afternoon. 

 

Loretta 

 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:38 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Good question. I should have mentioned that this information would be available on the webpage I referenced below. 

My PIO staff is already working on it. � I’m happy to work on something that you could use separately for your 

webpage as well. I’ll try to get you something first tomorrow Running off to another meeting here now.  
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Looks like the link I sent may not be working . Here it is again https://development.bellevuewa.gov/zoning-and-land-

use/public-notices-and-participation/energize-eastside-updates/ 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 2:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you post this information on City website so that public will know more details.  

 

We would like post the information on CENSE website. Do you want to rewrite parts of it? 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2017 10:04 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Hi Loretta, 

Back in the office today after tending to a sick kid-that time of year already. ☹ 

 

Thanks for checking back in again. Property owners adjacent to the corridor and properties within 500 feet of the 

corridor were provided notice of the application and the public meeting. The meeting will be similar to other public 

meetings for permit applications in that the primary purpose is for the applicant (PSE) to provide an overview of their 

project.  

The general agenda is as follows: 

Meeting start time 6:30 

• Welcome, Description of Meeting Objective and Basic Meeting Guidelines  

• Staff Presentation on the Permit Process  

• PSE project presentation  

• General Comment  

• Open House 

Meeting end time 9:00 as we will need to vacate the community center by 9:30. 

 

I, as city staff reviewing the application, will outline the permitting process, opportunities for public comment and 

engagement, and tips on how to provide effective timely comments. PSE will provide a brief presentation highlighting 

the project details. Because we are early in the permitting process we do not expect (but can imagine) people may have 

specific formal comments on the project. We are allowing for time for meeting attendees to provide initial comments if 

they have them at this point. If they’d like them formally entered into the record then comment should be in writing and 

include name and address. Comment forms will be provided. Unlike the EIS meetings, the primary purpose of this 

meeting is not to take public comment. As I’ve noted in the past public comments can be accepted up until staff 

prepares their recommendation to the hearing examiner. And then of course you can also participate in the public 

hearing itself. Finally, the public will have an opportunity to speak directly with city staff if they have questions about the 

process and to speak with PSE staff to address questions about how the project may affect their property specifically in 

an open house format.  
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This step (the public meeting) in the permitting process is meant as an introduction to the project details and process. I 

will be mindful as the permitting process proceeds to ensure that outcomes of the city’s review, recommendation and 

decision are clearly communicated to effected parties. Another public meeting will be held prior to the hearing 

examiner’s public hearing. This will be an opportunity for the public to understand the progression of the proposal- if 

there are any changes either made by PSE or requested by the city. Of course I am also always available to meet directly 

with property owners who may not want or be able to attend a public meeting or have questions specific to their 

property that I’m able to answer. Related to that, I noted that on the CENSE webpage you do have my name listed as a 

city review contact however when the email all contacts is selected the email generates david pyle’s email address. Just 

wanted to draw that to your attention so that emails can be reach their intended audience. 

 

I hope that as members of CENSE you will pass on any meeting information you see relevant to your members. I do 

appreciate your continued involvement in the process to evaluate PSE’s Energize Eastside project. Your input has been 

helpful in understanding the community interests and has shaped our understanding of the proposal.  

-Heidi  

 

For more information see Energize Eastside Updates 

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, November 06, 2017 5:02 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com>; Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com> 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

I am checking on the November 14 meeting.  

 

As you stated below you would have more details about the meeting as we got to closer to the date. See message 

below. 

 

Are there any additional details or is this meeting going to consist of the standard format in which the applicant presents 

an overview of the project to citizens. 

 

Also, did the city notify all residents who live along the proposed route of the meeting? Did the notice include any 

description of the consequences of the permit if granted? 

 

The reason that I ask is that I have been watching the 148 project. I attended the eminent domain meeting required by 

RCW. The residents clearly did not know that one of the consequences of the 148th project is that PSE would initiate 

condemnation proceedings against their property.  

 

We want to avoid this type of miscommunication on this project.  
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Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

DSD 004853



7

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Hallauer, Teri <Teri.Hallauer@seattle.gov>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 4:24 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Brennan, Michael

Subject: Notice of Application - Energize Eastside - New PSE Substation

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 

The City of Seattle (Seattle Public Utilities) owns and operates a 36 inch concrete cased water 

transmission line that runs east and west immediately adjacent to the parcel where the newly 

proposed PSE substation will be located. Please be sure that Michael Brennan from Seattle 

Public Utilities is included in the review process to insure the both the safety of our water line 

and the public’s safety. Michael’s number is 206-684-5921 and his email address is: 

michael.brennan@seattle.gov . 
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Teri Hallauer 
Senior Real Property Agent  
Seattle Public Utilities 
206-684-5971 
teri.hallauer@seattle.gov 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:37 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: PSE 18 mile project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
PSE has announced that it intends to file a application soon. The FEIS is not going to be ready until 1st quarter 2018.  
Does the City intend to issue a permit decision before the FEIS is published in 2018? 

Or has the City changed the date of issuance of FEIS? 

Thank you. 
Loretta 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 
No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  
Thank you.  
Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 
Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 
One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have attended 
such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 meeting?  
Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  
Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 
To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 
I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 
understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 
misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  
Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 
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To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:42 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
We have had some questions from residents in Bridle Trails about PSE plans regarding the Danger Zone area. The 
Danger Zone area is outside of the easement. 
Since the trees in BT are tall, in some cases there are trees outside of easement but in area that PSA has designated as 
Danger Zone. 
Will trees in the Danger Zone be cut?  
Thank you. 
Loretta 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, September 22, 2017 11:54 AM

To: whalvrsn1@frontier.com; Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Warren, 

 

Yes the City has a big advantage in crafting a response to the application and the EIS simultaneously. Once again we are 

at a disadvantage.  

 

We will figure out a plan.  

 

Loretta  

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: whalvrsn1@frontier.com [mailto:whalvrsn1@frontier.com] 

Sent: Thursday, September 21, 2017 4:18 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez; HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 

Hi Loretta: 

 

Thanks again for keeping on this:  My most recent "Ah Ha" is:  Isn't it interesting that the staff is working on the 

application simultaneously with the EIS.  How convenient for PSE!!  

 

We need to find a term for those folks on the city staff who work for PSE and likewise those in PSE who work for the city 

i.e. Bellevue/PSE staff or BP staff .... Oh boy, my creativity is lacking  .... Jan?? 

 

You got to give it to PSE and their hated consultants, they do have their strategy and action plan set and being 

implemented.   

 

Warren 

-------------------------------------------- 

On Wed, 9/20/17,  <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> wrote: 

 

 Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 To: llopez@mstarlabs.com 

 Cc: jpmedley@mac.com, Hansennp@aol.com, whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

 Date: Wednesday, September 20, 2017, 4:31 PM 

  

 City of Bellevue 

 Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17#yiv6618793902 

 #yiv6618793902 -- 
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 Just running out the door here... 

 but yes- you have up until the point staff makes their  recommendation to the hearing examiner to provide me with  

comments.  Since 

  I can't issue the recommendation until after the FEIS is  issued and that isn't scheduled until early 2018, you will  have 

many more days than 14 to provide comment.  Hope  that's helpful.  

   

     

  

  

 From: Loretta Lopez 

 [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com] 

  

  

 Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 4:18 PM 

  

 To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

  

 Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com;  whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

  

 Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17  

  

  

     

 Hi Heidi,  

    

 I appreciate your quick 

 response.  
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 I am checking because I want to 

 make sure that we know when we have to submit our response  to the application. As you can imagine, it will take us 

some  time to review 

  the application and prepare a response.   

    

  

 I want to confirm that we can 

 respond more than 14 days after notice is published in the  permit bulletin.  Is this correct?  

  

  

    

  

  

 Thank you.  

  

  

    

  

  

 Loretta  

  

  

    

  

  

     

  

  

  

  

 From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov 

 [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov] 

  

  

 Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 1:54 PM 

  

 To: Loretta Lopez 

  

 Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com;  whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

  

 Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17 

 Hi Loretta, 

 Thanks for checking in with me. 

 Happy to answer questions about the permit review process.  

     

     

 Noticing happens after the city 

 has determined the application is complete. I have not  finished my review of the application submittal to make this  

determination 

  of completeness yet.  The city has up to 28 days to deem  an application complete.  After completeness, the city has 
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 14 days to notice the application.  I do not anticipate the  notice in next week's bulletin.  The application was  submitted 

on Friday September 

  8th.   

     

 Hope that provides you with some 

 guidance about where the review of the permit is at this  point.  Wish I could say this was the only thing on my  plate at 

this time 

  but as you can imagine I have to balance my general  workload and the completion of the FEIS with the review of  this 

permit.  Very busy times but I'm happy to fill in  some of the mystery about the steps in this particular  process.  Not 

much has happened yet 

  as we're just a few days into the process.  I know  we'll be in touch again.  

     

 -Heidi 

   

     

  

  

 From: Loretta Lopez 

 [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com] 

  

  

 Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:31 PM 

  

 To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

  

 Cc: Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; 

 Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

  

 Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17  

  

  

     

 Hi Heidi,  

    

 I did not see notice of the PSE 

 application in last week's permit bulletin. See link  below. 

   

    

 Is there a reason that the City 

 has not issued notice that PSE filed an application? Is  the City going to issue notice in next week's  bulletin?  

    

 Thank you.  

    

 Loretta  

  

    

  

  

  

 From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com] 
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 Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 10:05 AM 

  

 To: Loretta Lopez 

  

 Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17  

  

  

   

  

  

    

 You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit  Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has  recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here 

  to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin.  Thank you  

  

  

  

  

 Update your subscriptions, modify your 

 password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any  time on your 

  

 Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your  email address to log in. If you have questions or problems  with 

the subscription service, please visit 

  

 subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com.  

 This service is provided to you at no 

 charge by the 

 City of Bellevue.  

  

  

    

  

 This email was sent to 

 llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery Communications  Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th  

Ave NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800  
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: whalvrsn1@frontier.com

Sent: Thursday, September 21, 2017 5:18 AM

To: llopez@mstarlabs.com; Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Loretta: 

 

Thanks again for keeping on this:  My most recent "Ah Ha" is:  Isn't it interesting that the staff is working on the 

application simultaneously with the EIS.  How convenient for PSE!!  

 

We need to find a term for those folks on the city staff who work for PSE and likewise those in PSE who work for the city 

i.e. Bellevue/PSE staff or BP staff .... Oh boy, my creativity is lacking  .... Jan?? 

 

You got to give it to PSE and their hated consultants, they do have their strategy and action plan set and being 

implemented.   

 

Warren 

-------------------------------------------- 

On Wed, 9/20/17,  <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> wrote: 

 

 Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 To: llopez@mstarlabs.com 

 Cc: jpmedley@mac.com, Hansennp@aol.com, whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

 Date: Wednesday, September 20, 2017, 4:31 PM 

  

 City of Bellevue 

 Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17#yiv6618793902 

 #yiv6618793902 -- 

   

  _filtered #yiv6618793902 {panose-1:2 4 5 3 5 4 6 3 2 4;} 

  _filtered #yiv6618793902 {font-family:Calibri;panose-1:2 15 

 5 2 2 2 4 3 2 4;} 

  _filtered #yiv6618793902 {font-family:Tahoma;panose-1:2 11 

 6 4 3 5 4 4 2 4;} 

 #yiv6618793902 

 #yiv6618793902 p.yiv6618793902MsoNormal, #yiv6618793902  li.yiv6618793902MsoNormal, #yiv6618793902  

div.yiv6618793902MsoNormal  {margin:0in;margin-bottom:.0001pt;font-size:12.0pt;} 

 #yiv6618793902 a:link, #yiv6618793902 

 span.yiv6618793902MsoHyperlink 

 {color:blue;text-decoration:underline;} 

 #yiv6618793902 a:visited, #yiv6618793902  span.yiv6618793902MsoHyperlinkFollowed 

 {color:purple;text-decoration:underline;} 

 #yiv6618793902 p 

 {margin-right:0in;margin-left:0in;font-size:12.0pt;} 
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 #yiv6618793902 span.yiv6618793902EmailStyle18  {color:black;} 

 #yiv6618793902 span.yiv6618793902EmailStyle19  {color:black;} 

 #yiv6618793902 .yiv6618793902MsoChpDefault  {font-size:10.0pt;} 

  _filtered #yiv6618793902 {margin:1.0in 1.0in 1.0in 1.0in;} 

 #yiv6618793902 div.yiv6618793902WordSection1  {} 

 #yiv6618793902  

  

 Just running out the door here… 

 but yes- you have up until the point staff makes their  recommendation to the hearing examiner to provide me with  

comments.  Since 

  I can’t issue the recommendation until after the FEIS is  issued and that isn’t scheduled until early 2018, you will  have 

many more days than 14 to provide comment.  Hope  that’s helpful.  

   

     

  

  

 From: Loretta Lopez 

 [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com] 

  

  

 Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 4:18 PM 

  

 To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

  

 Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com;  whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

  

 Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17  

  

  

     

 Hi Heidi,  

    

 I appreciate your quick 

 response.  

   

    

 I am checking because I want to 

 make sure that we know when we have to submit our response  to the application. As you can imagine, it will take us 

some  time to review 

  the application and prepare a response.   

    

  

 I want to confirm that we can 

 respond more than 14 days after notice is published in the  permit bulletin.  Is this correct?  

  

  

    

  

  

 Thank you.  
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 Loretta  

  

  

    

  

  

     

  

  

  

  

 From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov 

 [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov] 

  

  

 Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 1:54 PM 

  

 To: Loretta Lopez 

  

 Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com;  whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

  

 Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17 

 Hi Loretta, 

 Thanks for checking in with me.  

 Happy to answer questions about the permit review process.  

     

     

 Noticing happens after the city 

 has determined the application is complete. I have not  finished my review of the application submittal to make this  

determination 

  of completeness yet.  The city has up to 28 days to deem  an application complete.  After completeness, the city has 

 14 days to notice the application.  I do not anticipate the  notice in next week’s bulletin.  The application was  submitted 

on Friday September 

  8th.   

     

 Hope that provides you with some 

 guidance about where the review of the permit is at this  point.  Wish I could say this was the only thing on my  plate at 

this time 

  but as you can imagine I have to balance my general  workload and the completion of the FEIS with the review of  this 

permit.  Very busy times but I’m happy to fill in  some of the mystery about the steps in this particular  process.  Not 

much has happened yet 

  as we’re just a few days into the process.  I know  we’ll be in touch again.  

     

 -Heidi 
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 From: Loretta Lopez 

 [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com] 

  

  

 Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:31 PM 

  

 To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

  

 Cc: Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; 

 Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

  

 Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17  

  

  

     

 Hi Heidi,  

    

 I did not see notice of the PSE 

 application in last week's permit bulletin. See link  below. 

   

    

 Is there a reason that the City 

 has not issued notice that PSE filed an application? Is  the City going to issue notice in next week's  bulletin?  

    

 Thank you.  

    

 Loretta  

  

    

  

  

  

 From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com] 

  

  

 Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 10:05 AM 

  

 To: Loretta Lopez 

  

 Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 

 9-14-17  

  

  

   

  

  

    

 You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit  Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has  recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here 

  to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin.  Thank you  
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 Update your subscriptions, modify your 

 password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any  time on your 

  

 Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your  email address to log in. If you have questions or problems  with 

the subscription service, please visit 

  

 subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com.  

 This service is provided to you at no 

 charge by the 

 City of Bellevue.  

  

  

    

  

 This email was sent to 

 llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery Communications  Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th  

Ave NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800  
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 4:18 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
I appreciate your quick response.  
I am checking because I want to make sure that we know when we have to submit our response to the application. As you 
can imagine, it will take us some time to review the application and prepare a response.  
I want to confirm that we can respond more than 14 days after notice is published in the permit bulletin. Is this correct? 

Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 1:54 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

Hi Loretta, 

Thanks for checking in with me. Happy to answer questions about the permit review process.  

 

Noticing happens after the city has determined the application is complete. I have not finished my review of the 

application submittal to make this determination of completeness yet. The city has up to 28 days to deem an 

application complete. After completeness, the city has 14 days to notice the application. I do not anticipate the 

notice in next week’s bulletin. The application was submitted on Friday September 8th.  

 

Hope that provides you with some guidance about where the review of the permit is at this point. Wish I could 

say this was the only thing on my plate at this time but as you can imagine I have to balance my general 

workload and the completion of the FEIS with the review of this permit. Very busy times but I’m happy to fill 

in some of the mystery about the steps in this particular process. Not much has happened yet as we’re just a few 

days into the process. I know we’ll be in touch again. 

 

-Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:31 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Janis Medley ; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I did not see notice of the PSE application in last week's permit bulletin. See link below.  
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Is there a reason that the City has not issued notice that PSE filed an application? Is the City going to issue 

notice in next week's bulletin? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 10:05 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
header 

 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been 

updated, and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 

Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 

problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 

110th Ave NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
GovDelivery logo
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:54 PM

To: 'Loretta Lopez'

Cc: 'jpmedley@mac.com'; 'Hansennp@aol.com'; 'whalvrsn1@frontier.com'

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Loretta, 

Thanks for checking in with me. Happy to answer questions about the permit review process.  

 

Noticing happens after the city has determined the application is complete. I have not finished my review of the 

application submittal to make this determination of completeness yet. The city has up to 28 days to deem an application 

complete. After completeness, the city has 14 days to notice the application. I do not anticipate the notice in next 

week’s bulletin. The application was submitted on Friday September 8th.  

 

Hope that provides you with some guidance about where the review of the permit is at this point. Wish I could say this 

was the only thing on my plate at this time but as you can imagine I have to balance my general workload and the 

completion of the FEIS with the review of this permit. Very busy times but I’m happy to fill in some of the mystery about 

the steps in this particular process. Not much has happened yet as we’re just a few days into the process. I know we’ll be 

in touch again. 

 

-Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:31 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Janis Medley ; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 
Hi Heidi, 
 
I did not see notice of the PSE application in last week's permit bulletin. See link below.  
 
Is there a reason that the City has not issued notice that PSE filed an application? Is the City going to issue notice in next 
week's bulletin? 
 
Thank you. 
 
Loretta 
 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 10:05 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 
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To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
header 

 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been 

updated, and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 

Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 

problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 

110th Ave NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
GovDelivery logo
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 4:16 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
As you stated in your message below the City has up to 28 days to deem the PSE application complete. Has the City 
determined that the PSE application is complete? 

Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 1:54 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 
Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

Hi Loretta, 

Thanks for checking in with me. Happy to answer questions about the permit review process.  

 

Noticing happens after the city has determined the application is complete. I have not finished my review of the 

application submittal to make this determination of completeness yet. The city has up to 28 days to deem an 

application complete. After completeness, the city has 14 days to notice the application. I do not anticipate the 

notice in next week’s bulletin. The application was submitted on Friday September 8th.  

 

Hope that provides you with some guidance about where the review of the permit is at this point. Wish I could 

say this was the only thing on my plate at this time but as you can imagine I have to balance my general 

workload and the completion of the FEIS with the review of this permit. Very busy times but I’m happy to fill 

in some of the mystery about the steps in this particular process. Not much has happened yet as we’re just a few 

days into the process. I know we’ll be in touch again. 

 

-Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 2:31 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Janis Medley ; Hansennp@aol.com; whalvrsn1@frontier.com 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I did not see notice of the PSE application in last week's permit bulletin. See link below.  
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Is there a reason that the City has not issued notice that PSE filed an application? Is the City going to issue 

notice in next week's bulletin? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2017 10:05 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 9-14-17 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
header 

 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been 

updated, and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 

Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 

problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 

110th Ave NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
GovDelivery logo
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:20 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
I have regarded the City's response to PSE application as the City's "decision." 
Thank you for clarifying that the Director issues a recommendation, not a "decision".  
Parties then must request appeal of the recommendation to invoke the decision making process of the Hearing Examiner.  
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 12:58 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Not exactly- let me try to provide some additional clarity and information: 

 

I have included the entire code section on Process I decisions for your reference and more detail. This process is 

applicable to the Conditional Use Permit. The Director prepares a recommendation not a decision. The hearing examiner 

makes a decision after holding a public hearing to hear public testimony and to consider the Director’s recommendation. 

Once the hearing examiner has made a decision, it is their decision that is appealable to the city council. As staff, I draft 

the director’s recommendation for the director’s review. But it is a director’s recommendation to the hearing examiner. 

And a hearing examiner decision that is appealable to the city council. 

 

The proposal also requires a critical areas land use permit which is a process II decision. I have also provided this code 

excerpt attached. The difference with a process II application is that the Director makes a decision and that decision is 

appealable to the hearing examiner. The hearing examiner will hear the appeal of a process II decision at the same time 

it considers the Director’s recommendation on a process I application. And the hearing examiner makes a decision on 

the process II application appeal.  

 

Appeal of both final decisions (city council and hearing examiner’s decision) is to Superior Court.  

 

I think I covered everything but if not, please refer to the specific code sections attached for the required process. I trust 

this additional clarification helps. Hope everyone has a nice weekend!  

 

-Heidi 

 

DSD 004877



2

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 2:13 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I want to clarify a point regarding the City's recommendation on the PSE application. 

 

You state below "we will accept comments up until the point we will accept comments up until the point staff makes a 

recommendation to the hearing examiner". 

 

The process, as I understand it, is that the City staff issues a recommendation and that recommendation is what the 

Director (Carol Helland or staff member) issues as the City's decision.  

 

The City then publishes the decision. 

 

Then parties have the opportunity to appeal the decision. If the parties do appeal, it is at that time that the Hearing 

Examiner process is invoked. Not before.  

 

Is this correct? Or is the City staff making a a recommendation directly to the Hearing Examiner? 

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:54 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

The emphasis should be on the word minimum. As I have noted in the past, the city is not able to issue a 

decision/recommendation before a comment period ends and we will accept comments up until the point staff makes a 

recommendation to the hearing examiner. Additionally, a recommendation/decision cannot be made until after the FEIS 

is released. And finally we don’t expect the FEIS to be complete until early 2018. Therefore you most definitely have 

more time than November 2nd.  

 

Look forward to receiving your comments. 

Heidi  
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:48 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com>; Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com> 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 2:13 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
I want to clarify a point regarding the City's recommendation on the PSE application. 
You state below "we will accept comments up until the point we will accept comments up until the point staff makes a 
recommendation to the hearing examiner". 
The process, as I understand it, is that the City staff issues a recommendation and that recommendation is what the 
Director (Carol Helland or staff member) issues as the City's decision.  
The City then publishes the decision. 
Then parties have the opportunity to appeal the decision. If the parties do appeal, it is at that time that the Hearing 
Examiner process is invoked. Not before.  
Is this correct? Or is the City staff making a a recommendation directly to the Hearing Examiner? 
Thank you.  
Loretta 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:54 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

The emphasis should be on the word minimum. As I have noted in the past, the city is not able to issue a 

decision/recommendation before a comment period ends and we will accept comments up until the point staff makes a 

recommendation to the hearing examiner. Additionally, a recommendation/decision cannot be made until after the FEIS 

is released. And finally we don’t expect the FEIS to be complete until early 2018. Therefore you most definitely have 

more time than November 2nd.  

 

Look forward to receiving your comments. 

Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:48 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Janis Medley ; Karen Esayian ; Don Marsh  

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

DSD 004880



2

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 4:03 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

The City should re-phrase the statement to reflect that the comment period starts today and extends to _____. 
The use of the the phrase "minimum comment period ends on November 2" will cause confusion for most residents.  
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:54 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

The emphasis should be on the word minimum. As I have noted in the past, the city is not able to issue a 

decision/recommendation before a comment period ends and we will accept comments up until the point staff makes a 

recommendation to the hearing examiner. Additionally, a recommendation/decision cannot be made until after the FEIS 

is released. And finally we don’t expect the FEIS to be complete until early 2018. Therefore you most definitely have 

more time than November 2nd.  

 

Look forward to receiving your comments. 

Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:48 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: Janis Medley ; Karen Esayian ; Don Marsh  

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 
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To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:57 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Janis Medley; Karen Esayian; Don Marsh

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have attended 
such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 meeting?  
Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  
Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 
To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 
I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 
understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 
misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  
Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
header 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 
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Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
GovDelivery logo
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:31 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Oh I see what you mean that Hearing Examiner process included as opposed to invoked.  
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 1:23 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

You almost had it. The hearing examiner process for Process I applications is always included. It is process II decisions 

that must be appealed in order to “invoke the decision making process of the hearing examiner.” 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:20 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

 

Heidi, 

 

I have regarded the City's response to PSE application as the City's "decision." 

 

Thank you for clarifying that the Director issues a recommendation, not a "decision".  

 

Parties then must request appeal of the recommendation to invoke the decision making process of the Hearing 

Examiner.  

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 12:58 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 
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Not exactly- let me try to provide some additional clarity and information: 

 

I have included the entire code section on Process I decisions for your reference and more detail. This process is 

applicable to the Conditional Use Permit. The Director prepares a recommendation not a decision. The hearing examiner 

makes a decision after holding a public hearing to hear public testimony and to consider the Director’s recommendation. 

Once the hearing examiner has made a decision, it is their decision that is appealable to the city council. As staff, I draft 

the director’s recommendation for the director’s review. But it is a director’s recommendation to the hearing examiner. 

And a hearing examiner decision that is appealable to the city council. 

 

The proposal also requires a critical areas land use permit which is a process II decision. I have also provided this code 

excerpt attached. The difference with a process II application is that the Director makes a decision and that decision is 

appealable to the hearing examiner. The hearing examiner will hear the appeal of a process II decision at the same time 

it considers the Director’s recommendation on a process I application. And the hearing examiner makes a decision on 

the process II application appeal.  

 

Appeal of both final decisions (city council and hearing examiner’s decision) is to Superior Court.  

 

I think I covered everything but if not, please refer to the specific code sections attached for the required process. I trust 

this additional clarification helps. Hope everyone has a nice weekend!  

 

-Heidi 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 2:13 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I want to clarify a point regarding the City's recommendation on the PSE application. 

 

You state below "we will accept comments up until the point we will accept comments up until the point staff makes a 

recommendation to the hearing examiner". 

 

The process, as I understand it, is that the City staff issues a recommendation and that recommendation is what the 

Director (Carol Helland or staff member) issues as the City's decision.  

 

The City then publishes the decision. 

 

Then parties have the opportunity to appeal the decision. If the parties do appeal, it is at that time that the Hearing 

Examiner process is invoked. Not before.  
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Is this correct? Or is the City staff making a a recommendation directly to the Hearing Examiner? 

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:54 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com; don.m.marsh@hotmail.com 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

The emphasis should be on the word minimum. As I have noted in the past, the city is not able to issue a 

decision/recommendation before a comment period ends and we will accept comments up until the point staff makes a 

recommendation to the hearing examiner. Additionally, a recommendation/decision cannot be made until after the FEIS 

is released. And finally we don’t expect the FEIS to be complete until early 2018. Therefore you most definitely have 

more time than November 2nd.  

 

Look forward to receiving your comments. 

Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:48 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Janis Medley <jpmedley@mac.com>; Karen Esayian <kesayian@aol.com>; Don Marsh <don.m.marsh@hotmail.com> 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 
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You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Kathy Judkins <kathy.judkins@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 12:31 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: Re: Permit comment for Energize Eastside

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you Heidi. I see that it says Project instead of President in my email ending. 

Also “against this permit” not record. 

Please note these corrections 

See you tonight 

Kathy Judkins 

 

Sent from  

my iPhone X 

 

On Nov 14, 2017, at 11:59 AM, <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> wrote: 

Hi Kathy, 

Thank you for your message and comments regarding the proposed PSE project. Your comments are 

included as part of the project file and I have you listed as a party of record. I'm happy to hear you will 

be attending the meeting this evening. I would encourage you to speak with PSE staff at the meeting as 

well to explore whether your request for a meeting with them and your neighbors can be 

accommodated. In any event they will be available this evening to answer questions if you have any.  

Thank you again and I look forward to meeting you this evening. 

-Heidi  
 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

-----Original Message----- 

From: Kathy Judkins [mailto:kathy.judkins@gmail.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2017 11:47 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: Permit comment for Energize Eastside 

Heidi 

I will be at the meeting tonight. I wish to be a party of record for the EE project. I have two poles in my 

yard at 4324-136th Pl SE Bellevue, WA 98006. The proposed Permit states the new pole will be 80 feet 

tall with 230kwh lines. This will be an extreme danger to my home in the event of an earthquake or 

other natural disaster. The pole with that height will fall on my home or my neighbor Kelly Xu’s home. 

We also have the Olympic Pipeline in close proximity to this pole. 

Also the only access to my home is on the easement drive. I am a 71 year old widow and need access to 

my driveway. No written details have been mailed to me by Energize the Eastside other than this 
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October 19 Permit Bulletin. I have refused to meet alone with EE people. I asked to have a meeting with 

my neighbors on the easement and PSE/EE project people but that request was not given.  

Please list me as a party of record as being against this record. No permit should be issued, I believe that 

batteries are the answer. 

Thank you 

Kathy Judkins 

CENSE member 

Former Somerset Community Association Project for 3 years Somerset resident since 1983 4324-136th 

Pl SE Bellevue, WA 98006-2237  

Sent from 

my iPhone X 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 5:46 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Helland, Carol

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
Would you send a copy of the application to me.  
Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:35 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 
Cc: CHelland@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project 

Hi Loretta, 

The City will not issue a staff recommendation on the CUP application before the FEIS is published. We still 

anticipate issuance of the FEIS in the first quarter of 2018.  

 

We received an application just this morning from PSE. So this process has now, just, begun.   

 

Hope you’ve had a pleasant summer. 

-Heidi  

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: PSE 18 mile project 

 

Hi Heidi, 
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PSE has announced that it intends to file a application soon. The FEIS is not going to be ready until 1st quarter 

2018.  

 

Does the City intend to issue a permit decision before the FEIS is published in 2018? 

 

Or has the City changed the date of issuance of FEIS? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 5:42 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Helland, Carol

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you Heidi. 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:35 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: CHelland@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project 

Hi Loretta, 

The City will not issue a staff recommendation on the CUP application before the FEIS is published. We still 

anticipate issuance of the FEIS in the first quarter of 2018.  

 

We received an application just this morning from PSE. So this process has now, just, begun.   

 

Hope you’ve had a pleasant summer. 

-Heidi  

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: PSE 18 mile project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

PSE has announced that it intends to file a application soon. The FEIS is not going to be ready until 1st quarter 

2018.  
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Does the City intend to issue a permit decision before the FEIS is published in 2018? 

 

Or has the City changed the date of issuance of FEIS? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 4:35 PM

To: Loretta Lopez

Cc: Helland, Carol

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Loretta, 

The City will not issue a staff recommendation on the CUP application before the FEIS is published. We still anticipate 

issuance of the FEIS in the first quarter of 2018.  

 

We received an application just this morning from PSE. So this process has now, just, begun.   

 

Hope you’ve had a pleasant summer. 

-Heidi  

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: PSE 18 mile project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

PSE has announced that it intends to file a application soon. The FEIS is not going to be ready until 1st quarter 2018.  

 

Does the City intend to issue a permit decision before the FEIS is published in 2018? 

 

Or has the City changed the date of issuance of FEIS? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 11:59 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: Helland, Carol

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you. 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 6:45 AM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: CHelland@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project 

I should have provided the file numbers. Here they are: 

17-120556-LB 

17-120557-LO 

 

 

From: Bedwell, Heidi  

Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 7:38 AM 

To: 'Loretta Lopez'  

Cc: Helland, Carol  

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project 

 

Good morning Loretta. 

Sure, a copy of the file can be provided to you. Please follow the directions on the following link in order to 

make this request with our records department https://bellevuewa.gov/city-government/departments/city-clerks-

office/public-records/development-services-records/ They should be in touch with you shortly.  

Thank you. 

Heidi 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 5:46 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Cc: Helland, Carol <CHelland@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project 

 

Heidi, 

 

Would you send a copy of the application to me.  

 

Thank you. 
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Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:35 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: CHelland@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: RE: PSE 18 mile project 

Hi Loretta, 

The City will not issue a staff recommendation on the CUP application before the FEIS is published. We still 

anticipate issuance of the FEIS in the first quarter of 2018.  

 

We received an application just this morning from PSE. So this process has now, just, begun.   

 

Hope you’ve had a pleasant summer. 

-Heidi  

 

 

 

Heidi M. Bedwell 

Energize Eastside EIS Project Manager 

Environmental Planning Manager, Land Use Division 

Development Services Department 

425-452-4862 

www.bellevuewa.gov and www.mybuildingpermit.com  

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: PSE 18 mile project 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

PSE has announced that it intends to file a application soon. The FEIS is not going to be ready until 1st quarter 

2018.  

 

Does the City intend to issue a permit decision before the FEIS is published in 2018? 

 

Or has the City changed the date of issuance of FEIS? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

DSD 004898
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 3:10 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Heidi, 
Yes I understand about buried in the inbox. I assume that is what happened since you always respond to questions. 
Yes I agree that the community will have different expectations of the meeting in light of the EIS process.  
If we know in advance of the meeting of the purpose and what to expect then it will be better for all.  
Thank you.  
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:57 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

Sorry, yes, this one got buried in my inbox. Our usual meeting objective is pretty simple. City staff provides an overview 

of the process and decision criteria and the project applicant provides an overview of their project. I am mindful that the 

community has had several public meetings as part of the EIS process and might have different expectations of the 

meeting. I’ll have additional communication on how the public meeting will occur and planned to reach out to you and 

Don when I have more details to share. Seems like the 14th will be here soon. Thanks for your patience.  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 3:37 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Cc: don.m.marsh@hotmail.com; jpmedley@mac.com; kesayian@aol.com 

Subject: PSE Application/November 14 meeting 

 

Heidi, 

 

You may not have had time to respond to my message below. 

 

No need to respond today. This can wait until next week. We do want to know the purpose of the meeting.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Loretta 

 

 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:57 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

DSD 004899
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Cc: 'Janis Medley'; 'Karen Esayian'; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: RE: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

One other question. What is the format of the November 14 meeting that is set forth in the notice? When I have 

attended such meetings in the past the developer presents the plans for the project. Is the format for the November 14 

meeting?  

 

Will there be opportunity for residents to ask questions?  

 

Will the EIS consultant be present to listen to questions? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: Loretta Lopez  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 2:48 PM 

To: 'HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov' 

Cc: 'Janis Medley'; Karen Esayian; 'Don Marsh' 

Subject: FW: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17/PSE project 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I just read the notice of the PSE project The notice states that the minimum comment period ends November 2. My 

understanding, based on your messages on this issue, was that we would have more time to comment. Perhaps I am 

misconstruing the notice,. Would you please explain? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: City of Bellevue [mailto:bellevuewa@public.govdelivery.com]  

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 1:40 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: City of Bellevue Weekly Permit Bulletin 10-19-17 

 

You are subscribed to the Weekly Permit Bulletin for the City of Bellevue. This information has recently been updated, 

and is now available. Click here to see the Weekly Permit Bulletin. Thank you 

DSD 004900
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Update your subscriptions, modify your password or e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your Subscriber 

Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or problems with the 

subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. 

This service is provided to you at no charge by the City of Bellevue. 

 

This email was sent to llopez@mstarlabs.com using GovDelivery 

Communications Cloud on behalf of: City of Bellevue Washington · 450 110th Ave 

NE · Bellevue, WA 98009 · 425-452-6800 
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 5:46 PM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: RE: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

OK Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:36 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting 

I’m checking on the information we have related to the danger zone. Will get back to you as soon as I have 

additional information. 

 

Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:42 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

We have had some questions from residents in Bridle Trails about PSE plans regarding the Danger Zone area. 

The Danger Zone area is outside of the easement. 

 

Since the trees in BT are tall, in some cases there are trees outside of easement but in area that PSA has 

designated as Danger Zone. 

 

 

Will trees in the Danger Zone be cut?  

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

DSD 004902
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 11:45 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Subject: RE: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Heidi, 
In Bridle Trails, many or most of the trees along the line and in the Danger Zone are large tall trees. PSE must intend to 
cut most of the trees since most are all enough to go across the line. We will have to assume that the trees in the Danger 
Zone will be cut. 
Thank you for your response. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2017 1:51 PM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting 

Hi Loretta,  

What I understand from PSE is that the Danger Zone isn’t changing from the current situation with the 115kV 

line. Tree removal would only be considered if there were an imminent threat to the existing 115 kV 

transmission lines or the replacement 230 kV lines. The decision to remove a tree from this zone is based on a 

combination of tree height, species, health, and distance from the wires. I am not aware of any particular trees 

proposed for removal at this time. PSE works with property owners when a tree is identified and determined to 

be an imminent threat based on the criteria note previously.  

-Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 5:46 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: RE: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting 

 

OK Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:36 PM 

To: Loretta Lopez 

Subject: RE: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting 

I’m checking on the information we have related to the danger zone. Will get back to you as soon as I have 

additional information. 

 

Heidi  

DSD 004903
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 3:42 PM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi <HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: PSE Project/ Danger Zone tree cutting 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

We have had some questions from residents in Bridle Trails about PSE plans regarding the Danger Zone area. 

The Danger Zone area is outside of the easement. 

 

Since the trees in BT are tall, in some cases there are trees outside of easement but in area that PSA has 

designated as Danger Zone. 

 

 

Will trees in the Danger Zone be cut?  

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

DSD 004904
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Bedwell, Heidi

From: Bedwell, Heidi

Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 9:29 AM

To: Loretta Lopez

Cc: CCO DS Records

Subject: RE: Request for PSE application 1753-2017

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

The files in the current folder are only those that were submitted as part of the application. Additional items may be 

added to the project file when either the city requests revisions or additional information or when the applicant submits 

additional information. Feel free to check in with me in the future and we can coordinate your review of additional 

documents if they are added to the file.  

 

Heidi  

 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 10:18 AM 

To: Bedwell, Heidi  

Subject: FW: Request for PSE application 1753-2017 

 

Hi Heidi, 

 

I requested the PSE application using the file numbers that you sent to me. 

 

The records department responded with the message below. On the issue of the documents in the folder that you set up. 
Are there any other files that you will be placing in the folder in the future? If so then, I will periodically check with you. 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

 

From: dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 7:06 AM 

To: Loretta Lopez 
Cc: dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: RE: Request for PSE application 1753-2017 

Hi Loretta: 

If the project is still under review, time would depend on when they reviewer hand us [Records] the documents. Heidi 

set up the documents in a folder but we cannot send a file folder via e-mail attachment. Below is the list of documents in 

the file folder. If you need all, we could either download the items to a CD [free], or to a USB [$5.00]. Or could send few 

select items via e-mail as long the items are under 32MB [city bandwidth].  

 

Let us know how you would like to proceed.  

 

DSD 004905
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Regards: 

 

 

 
Clarence Copeland| Public Records Analyst| 

City Of Bellevue - CCO | Development Services Records  

DS Records 425.452.7914| dsrecords@bellevuewa.gov  
Check the status of your permit at www.MyBuildingPermit.com 

Submit a request 

Check the status of your request  
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From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  

Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 1:38 PM 

To: CCO DS Records <dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov> 

Subject: Request for PSE application 1753-2017 

 

I request the PSE application earlier today.  

 

How long does it typically take to receive a response. If possible, would you send to me today? 

 

Thank you. 

 

Loretta 

DSD 004907



1

Bedwell, Heidi

From: Loretta Lopez <llopez@mstarlabs.com>

Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 10:30 AM

To: Bedwell, Heidi

Cc: CCO DS Records

Subject: RE: Request for PSE application 1753-2017

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

OK Thank you. 
Loretta 

 

From: HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:HBedwell@bellevuewa.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 8:29 AM 
To: Loretta Lopez 

Cc: dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov 

Subject: RE: Request for PSE application 1753-2017 

The files in the current folder are only those that were submitted as part of the application. Additional items 
may be added to the project file when either the city requests revisions or additional information or when the 
applicant submits additional information. Feel free to check in with me in the future and we can coordinate your 
review of additional documents if they are added to the file.  
 
Heidi  
 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 10:18 AM 
To: Bedwell, Heidi  
Subject: FW: Request for PSE application 1753-2017 
 
Hi Heidi, 
 
I requested the PSE application using the file numbers that you sent to me. 
 
The records department responded with the message below. On the issue of the documents in the folder that you 
set up. Are there any other files that you will be placing in the folder in the future? If so then, I will periodically 
check with you. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Loretta 
 

From: dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov [mailto:dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 7:06 AM 
To: Loretta Lopez 
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Cc: dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov 
Subject: RE: Request for PSE application 1753-2017 

Hi Loretta: 
If the project is still under review, time would depend on when they reviewer hand us [Records] the documents. 
Heidi set up the documents in a folder but we cannot send a file folder via e-mail attachment. Below is the list 
of documents in the file folder. If you need all, we could either download the items to a CD [free], or to a USB 
[$5.00]. Or could send few select items via e-mail as long the items are under 32MB [city bandwidth].  
 
Let us know how you would like to proceed.  
 

 
Regards: 
 
 

 

DSD 004909
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Clarence Copeland| Public Records Analyst| 

City Of Bellevue - CCO | Development Services Records  

DS Records 425.452.7914| dsrecords@bellevuewa.gov  
Check the status of your permit at www.MyBuildingPermit.com 

Submit a request 
Check the status of your request  
 

 
 
 

From: Loretta Lopez [mailto:llopez@mstarlabs.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 1:38 PM 
To: CCO DS Records <dsRecords@bellevuewa.gov> 
Subject: Request for PSE application 1753-2017 
 
I request the PSE application earlier today.  
 
How long does it typically take to receive a response. If possible, would you send to me today? 
 
Thank you. 
 
Loretta 

DSD 004910
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