
From: Richard Lauckhart
To: Bedwell, Heidi
Subject: Lauckhart Comments on PSE Application for a CUP re Energize Eastside (File # 17-120556-LB)
Date: Monday, December 11, 2017 8:20:08 AM
Attachments: Comments made by Lauckhart on PSE CUP Application for Energize Eastside.pdf

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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From: Richard Lauckhart
To: Bedwell, Heidi; davev@newcastlewa.gov; jding@rentonwa.gov
Subject: EFSEC is the right organization to review the need for Energize Eastside
Date: Monday, September 24, 2018 1:15:11 PM
Attachments: Email Exchange with EFSEC.pdf

Heidi, Dave, and Jill-

Please file this email and its attachment in each of your city file of comments on the PSE CUP
Application for Energize Eastside.

I have previously sent each of you four sets of comments on the PSE CUP Application for
Energize Eastside as follows:

1)  Comments specifically on the PSE Application...includes 17 Supporting Attachments
2)  Expert Report saying there is no Need for Energize Eastside
3)  Expert Report describing Alternatives to Energize Eastside if a legitimate reliability problem
is found
4)  Expert Report on the Problems with the Energize Eastside Final EIS

These comments individually and collectively make it clear that Energize Eastside is not
needed now or anytime soon.  There should be no permit issued for constructing the Energize
Eastside project.

I have also previously indicated to you that it makes no sense for your city to be holding
hearings on the PSE CUP Application for the Energize Eastside project in your area given that
PSE has chosen not to move forward with applications for North Bellevue and cities further
north of Bellevue where permits will be needed in order to construct the Energize Eastside
project.  It would be a complete waste of everyone's time, effort and money to hold hearings
on building half of a line.  That would not be in the public interest

It is clear that PSE has the ability to request a permit from EFSEC if any city denies the PSE CUP
Application for Energize Eastside.  [See the attachment to this email which includes an email to
me from the Manager of EFSEC explaining PSE's options for permitting a project like Energize
Eastside.]  It seems obvious that if PSE really believes the Energize Eastside project is
necessary in order to maintain reliability on the east side (which is questionable given they
have not filed for permits to the north) then PSE will apply for a permit from EFSEC if any city
denies a permit.    

The decision (on whether or not Energize Eastside should be permitted) should be made by
EFSEC.  EFSEC has more knowledge on the matter than the cities have.   EFSEC has a proper
proceeding that allows for cross examining PSE witnesses under oath on their Energize
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Email from:   
Posner, Stephen (UTC) <stephen.posner@utc.wa.gov> 
Mon 9/24/2018, 8:51 AM 
 


To: 


Mr. Lauckhart, 
 
EFSEC jurisdiction over electrical transmission facilities is described in RCW 80.50.060 (3).  The 
statute allows an applicant to seek certification through EFSEC but it is not required (opt in).  The 
EFSEC law currently does not preclude an applicant from applying to EFSEC if local review results 
in rejection of a electrical transmission facility application.  Updating this procedure has been 
considered in the past but as of now it remains unchanged. 
 
I hope this information is helpful. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Stephen Posner, Manager 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council 
1300 S. Evergreen Park Drive SW 
P.O. Box 43172 
Olympia, WA 98504-3172 
360-664-1903 
sposner@utc.wa.gov 
www.efsec.wa.gov 
 
Utilities and Transportation Commission 
Respect. Professionalism. Integrity. Accountability. 
www.utc.wa.gov 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Richard Lauckhart [mailto:lauckjr@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 7:18 AM 
To: Posner, Stephen (UTC) <stephen.posner@utc.wa.gov> 
Subject: Permitting Transmission lines 
 
Steve- 
 
As I understand it, if PSE wants to permit a new transmission line that passes through 5 cities, PSE 
can choose to either (1) apply for permits from each of the 5 cities or, (2) apply for a permit from 
EFSEC.  Do I have that right? 
 
And if PSE applies to the 5 cities and one or more of the cities rejects the permit, then PSE can go to 
EFSEC.  right? 
 
Are there any proposals in the works to change this procedure? 
 
Thanks for any insights you can provide. 
 
Richard Lauckhart 
Energy Consultant 



http://www.efsec.wa.gov/

http://www.utc.wa.gov/

mailto:lauckjr@hotmail.com





Eastside studies. 

Your cities can require PSE to go to EFSEC simply by denying the permit at the City forum.
 Then if PSE still thinks the line is necessary they can take the matter to EFSEC. 

Richard Lauckhart
Energy Consultant
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Email from:   
Posner, Stephen (UTC) <stephen.posner@utc.wa.gov> 
Mon 9/24/2018, 8:51 AM 
 

To: 

Mr. Lauckhart, 
 
EFSEC jurisdiction over electrical transmission facilities is described in RCW 80.50.060 (3).  The 
statute allows an applicant to seek certification through EFSEC but it is not required (opt in).  The 
EFSEC law currently does not preclude an applicant from applying to EFSEC if local review results 
in rejection of a electrical transmission facility application.  Updating this procedure has been 
considered in the past but as of now it remains unchanged. 
 
I hope this information is helpful. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Stephen Posner, Manager 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council 
1300 S. Evergreen Park Drive SW 
P.O. Box 43172 
Olympia, WA 98504-3172 
360-664-1903 
sposner@utc.wa.gov 
www.efsec.wa.gov 
 
Utilities and Transportation Commission 
Respect. Professionalism. Integrity. Accountability. 
www.utc.wa.gov 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Richard Lauckhart [mailto:lauckjr@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 7:18 AM 
To: Posner, Stephen (UTC) <stephen.posner@utc.wa.gov> 
Subject: Permitting Transmission lines 
 
Steve- 
 
As I understand it, if PSE wants to permit a new transmission line that passes through 5 cities, PSE 
can choose to either (1) apply for permits from each of the 5 cities or, (2) apply for a permit from 
EFSEC.  Do I have that right? 
 
And if PSE applies to the 5 cities and one or more of the cities rejects the permit, then PSE can go to 
EFSEC.  right? 
 
Are there any proposals in the works to change this procedure? 
 
Thanks for any insights you can provide. 
 
Richard Lauckhart 
Energy Consultant 
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