
TCWG and Sub-Area Work Teams Meetings 
November 30 – December 1, 2009 

NWPP Office 
7505 NE Ambassador Place, Suite R · Portland, Oregon 97220 

 
Call in Line: 303-346-9752 

Conference Meeting ID:  *5458467* 
 
 
 
 

First-Day Agenda 
Monday, November 30, 2009 
10:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., PST 

 
 
 

Sub-Area Work Team Meeting Time 

West of Cascade 10:00 

Lunch: 12:00 

California Oregon Border 12:30 

Canada USA Border 2:30 

 
Sub-Area Work Teams Common Agenda 

A. Base cases HW, HS can we pick one of each 

B. Table of: 

resource dispatch 

interface 

area flow 

C. Modeling of Projects 

TCWG model records 

D. Outage list with RAS action (note seasonal action) 

E. Paths to be monitored 

F. Known path sensitivities/interactions 

G. Study matrix 

H. Study plan 
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Second-Day Agenda 
Tuesday, December 1, 2009 
9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., PST 

 
 
 

Sub-Area Work Team Meeting Time 
Northeast Oregon: 9:00 

A. Base cases HW, HS can we pick one of each 

B. Table of: 

resource dispatch 

interface 

area flow 

C. Modeling of Projects 

TCWG model records 

D. Outage list with RAS action (note seasonal action) 

E. Paths to be monitored 

F. Known path sensitivities/interactions 

G. Study matrix 

H. Study plan 

 
TCWG Meeting Time 

Action Item List (Ben) 11:00 

Report out from Sub Areas (Sub-Area Leads) 11:30 

Base cases 

Modeling of Projects: Excel, EPC and RAW 

Table of Dispatch/Interface/Area Load 

Lunch: 12:30 

Project siting (Dave) 1:00 

Project Updates (Project Sponsors): 2:00 

WECC TSS Project Report (Kyle) 3:00 

Sub-Area Critical Path Items (Dave) 3:30 

Action item list Review (Ben) 3:45 



Item / Deliverable Resp Scheduled Actual 

1

Project change files in PSLF, RAW and EXCEL 

format -- email to  Philip Augustin

CC:  Philip 12/30

CNC:  Vijay, Ben 12/30

DG:  Scott 12/30

H-B: Roger 12/30

H-CJ:  Bill, Tom 12/30

I5:  Anders, Kyle 12/30

JDF1:  John, Rod 12/30

Northern Lights: 12/30

WCC:  John, Rod 12/30

WOMR:  Anders, Kyle 12/30

WW-M:   Bill, Tom 12/30

2

Gen Dispatch for each Project in PSLF, RAW and 

EXCEL format  -- email to Philip Augustin

CC:  Philip 1/8

CNC:  Vijay, Ben 1/8

DG:  Scott 1/8

H-B: Roger 1/8

H-CJ:  Bill, Tom 1/8

I5:  Anders, Kyle 1/8

JDF1:  John, Rod 1/8

Northern Lights: 1/8

WCC:  John, Rod 1/8

WOMR:  Anders, Kyle 1/8

WW-M:   Bill, Tom 1/8

3

Dynamic Data specific to Gen-type in PSLF and 

RAW format for the above Gen Dispatch  -- email 

to Philip Augustin

CC:  Philip 1/29

CNC:  Vijay, Ben 1/29

DG:  Scott 1/29

H-B: Roger 1/29

H-CJ:  Bill, Tom 1/29

I5:  Anders, Kyle 1/29

JDF1:  John, Rod 1/29

Northern Lights: 1/29

WCC:  John, Rod 1/29

WOMR:  Anders, Kyle 1/29

WW-M:   Bill, Tom 1/29

4 HS and HW Base Case Documentation Philip, Vijay 11/25

5 Select Base Cases to be used All 12/1

Completion Date





Community Advisory 

Process

• Idaho Power will conduct a comprehensive and inclusive public 

process to locate proposed and alternative routes for the Boardman 

to Hemingway Transmission Line Project

3



IRP History

• In its acceptance of Idaho Power’s 2004 IRP, the Idaho PUC asked 

Idaho Power to evaluate additional transmission options in the 

2006 IRP

• Transmission options analyzed in the 2006 IRP included: 

• McNary to Boise

• Lolo to Oxbow

• Wyoming to Boise

• Montana to Boise

• Nevada to Boise

9



Proposed Regional 

Transmission



Permitting – Key Agencies 

and Processes

• Federal

– Application for right-of-way grant from Bureau of Land Management 

(BLM) and special use permit from U.S. Forest Service (USFS)

• Triggers National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance

• BLM is lead agency responsible for NEPA

– BLM and USFS will also determine if the project is consistent with their 

land use plans and if amending a plan is neces

• State  

– Oregon Department of Energy – Energy Facility Siting Council (EFSC)

• Addresses state and private property

• Includes county requirements

– Idaho – Land use permits and guidance provided by counties

11



National Environmental 

Policy Act (NEPA)

• NEPA establishes a public, interdisciplinary framework for Federal 

decision-making and ensures that agencies take environmental 

factors into account when considering Federal actions. 

• NEPA does not mandate protection of the environment. 

– Requires agencies to follow a particular process in making decisions and to 

disclose the information/data that were used to support those decisions.

• NEPA can identify significant impacts that are not mitigated (i.e., a 

net loss).  

– Different from the OR EFSC requirement that – dependent upon the 

resource – there can be no net loss (must avoid or mitigate).

12



NEPA

• BLM and the USFS can only authorize actions on federal lands

• The Environmental Impact Statement will analyze: 

– if the BLM and USFS should authorize the proposed route, an alternative 

route, an agency preferred route, or deny the application

– environmental effects of issuing an authorization

– identification of stipulations (e.g., environmental protection measures) and 

mitigation measures
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Energy Facility Siting 

Council (EFSC)

• Primary state agency that approves or denies the application to 

build the transmission line in Oregon

• Council standards protect natural resources, ensure public health 

and safety, and protect against adverse environmental impacts

– 14 core standards

– Incorporate other standards by reference

• Incorporates other state agency and county rules

– Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) guidelines

– County land use plans

14



Routing Criteria

• Routing criteria have been divided into three categories:

– Placement Opportunity

• Areas that should be considered for a route because land uses  and designations 

are compatible with  the construction, operation, and maintenance of a 

transmission line

– Avoidance Area

• Areas that should be avoided unless there are no reasonable alternatives.  Can 

range from very low to high impacts and mitigation may be easily implemented 

or very difficult or infeasible to implement

– Exclusion Area

• Areas where a transmission line is precluded by statute or regulation

15



Regulatory & Community 

Criteria

• Regulatory Framework

– Summary of all applicable regulations, policies, guidance, executive orders, 

standards, acts, instructional memos, strategy, manuals, and plans

– Most of these are route dependent (applied dependent upon the route and 

resources)

– Some are route independent  (apply regardless of route)

• Community criteria

– Developing community criteria is a method to identify public issues that 

should be considered when routing

– Community criteria do not have legal standing
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Results from first Mapping 

17

• CAP Mapping 1 Route.pdf

CAP Mapping 1 Route.pdf


Additional Information

• www.boardmantohemingway.com

– Project information

– Links to BLM, Oregon Department of Energy, Idaho Power

– Comment forms

http://www.boardmantohemingway.com/

