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Community Advisory Process Evaluation 
Boardman to Hemingway Project  

Central Project Advisory Team Meeting #6  
May 5, 2010 

 
Name: __________________________________________ 
 
1) What ways would you like Idaho Power to continue to involve you in the 
Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2) Do you have any questions about the upcoming federal and state 
processes? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 (Continued on back) 
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3) In your opinion what has worked well and not so well with Idaho Power’s 
Community Advisory Process? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Thank you! 

 
Please return comment sheet to facilitator at the end of meeting. If you 
would like to return this comment sheet after the meeting, please mail to:  
 
Kent McCarthy 
Idaho Power Company 
P.O. Box 70 
Boise, ID 83707 
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Proposed Route  

Boardman to Hemingway Project  
Central Project Advisory Team Meeting #6  

May 5, 2010 
 
Name: __________________________________________ 
 
 
1) Do you have any comments or questions about the proposed route? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 (Continued on back) 
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2) Other comments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Thank you! 

 
Please return comment sheet to facilitator at the end of meeting. If you 
would like to return this comment sheet after the meeting, please mail to:  
 
Kent McCarthy 
Idaho Power Company 
P.O. Box 70 
Boise, ID 83707 
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Appendix 3: Team Input 
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Proposed Route Comment Form Responses 
Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project 

Central Project Advisory Team Meeting #6 
May 5, 2010 Baker City, Oregon 

 
 

# of 
comment 

sheet 

 
Name 

 
Do you have any comments or questions about the proposed route?

 
Other comments.  

 
 
 

1 

J. Richard Fleming Letter received: 
 
I have heard on your web site video that a NEPA study requires environmental, 
social, and economic considerations. When I look at proposed alignments, it 
becomes obvious that one single factor has driven the entire alternative selection 
process. That one factor is the location of the legendary, temporary, and imaginary 
sage grouse leks. If someone once thought he saw a white flash that he though was 
a strutting sage grouse that spot and the surrounding 8042 acres are off power 
limits to the power line. There are hundreds if not thousands of these 8042-acre 
exclusions that in effect require the line to be placed near houses and over high 
value farm ground and within the view sheds of the major population areas, to stay 
off BLM ground. This is crazy. The high value land was claimed and homesteaded 
and became private property. The low value ground was not claimed and remained 
BLM or Forest Service. The process as it is being followed seems to dictate that 
BLM and USFS have much more clout than private property owners, and a desire 
to minimize the impact on the public land. This is a public line and should be on 
public land. It does not benefit people in Baker County, because it does not bring 
power to Baker County. 
The web site also stated, “The BLM and USFS do not have the authority to approve 
or deny any portion of the project on private lands.” Presuming this is true, who 
does have that authority? Is the impact on private property to be ignored? 
 
Obviously the social and economic considerations have not been considered on an 
equal basis with the sage grouse. The primary threat to sage grouse is predators, i.e. 
eagles, coyotes, ravens etc. The apparent reason for a two-mile buffer is the 
predators like to use the power line as a resting place while they search for food. If 
the Fish and Wildlife department and the Idaho Power maintenance people were 
issues 0.22 caliber rifles and shot the ravens and coyotes they happened to see 
while patrolling, it would more than mitigate any effect the line could have on the 
sage grouse. 
There is an alignment that has not been considered. I have drawn it on the attached 
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# of 
comment 

sheet 

 
Name 

 
Do you have any comments or questions about the proposed route?

 
Other comments.  

 
 
 

map. I have called it the Low Visibility Alignment or the minimum Impact on 
Humans alignment. From Durkee to the junction of existing power lines about four 
miles north of the interpretive center, the line would be more than half on BLM 
land, and more than a mile from any home. It would be located where the visibility 
from the Oregon Trail Interpretive Center would be minimal. The current proposals 
within less than a mile of the interpretive center would significantly uglify the view 
from that tourist attraction. I have property located under the proposed eastern 
alignment as currently shown on the web site. This alignment would significantly 
reduce the value of potential high-income wind power locations as well ruin the 
serenity and view. It would possibly render my best building site as unbuildable. 
The westerly alignment would negatively impact the view shed from both the 
Oregon Trail Interpretive Center and from Oregon Trail Interpretive Center. 
 
Sincerely, 
J. Richard Fleming 
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Community Advisory Process Evaluation Comment Form Responses 
Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project 

Central Project Advisory Team Meeting #6 
May 5, 2010 Baker City, Oregon 

 
 

# of 
comment 

sheet 

 
Name 

 
What ways would you like Idaho Power to 
continue to involve you in the Boardman to 

Hemingway Transmission Line Project? 

 
Do you have any questions about the upcoming 

federal and state processes?  
 
 
 

 
In your opinion, what has worked well and not so 

well with Idaho Power’s Community Advisory 
Process? 

1 

Barbara Fleming These high power lines are so utterly ugly they are 
offensive to all who view them. It seems they will be 
in the viewshed of our Virtue Flat and Keating 
properties. There will be no known benefit to us. 
When we bought our Virtue property in my mind the 
best thing about it was no electrical utility lines in our 
view. – 1971 

The original environmental plans as passed by Congress 
included the human element as well as the fish and wildlife. We 
were as important. The environmentalists got the lawyers they 
wanted to change the view, an alternative plan. 
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