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Route Record Form Transcriptions 
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Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project 
Central Project Advisory Team Mapping Session 

September 16, 2009 
 

Route Record Form 
 
 
Name: __________________________________________________________ 
 
Which mapping session did you attend? 
 
[  ]  7:00 a.m. – 10:00 a.m. [  ]  11:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. [  ]  5:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
 
Assigned name of route: 
 
 
 
 
What method did you use to map your route? 
 
[  ] Hard-copy map  [  ] GIS computer station 
 
Can we contact you to ask questions for clarification concerning this route? 
 
Yes ____   No____   
 
Phone number____________________________________ 
 
 
Please describe the specific factors that make your route important. (i.e. 
locations/resources the route avoids) 
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Other Comments: 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Thank you! 
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Comments Submitted by Route Creators 
 

 
Name 

 
Which mapping 
session did you 

attend? 

 
Assigned 
name of 

route 

 
What method did 

you use to map your 
route? 

 
Can we contact you to ask 
questions for clarification 

concerning this route? 
 

Phone Number 
 

 
Please describe the specific factors that make 
your route important. (i.e. locations/resources 

the route avoids) 

 
Other comments. 

Chris Bodewig 7:00 AM N4 GIS Yes 
(541) 215-9662 

Yes land owner’s no farm ground all range you 
can weave around crop ground 
 

 

Karl Smith 7:00 AM N6 GIS Yes  
(541) 481-2424 

Support C18 route consisting of C6 to C18 to C9 
to N6 
-population sparse along C18 
-crosses 2 NF as opposed to 3 
-rural lands/range land vs. irrigated land 
-avoids north side bombing range 
N6 – cross TNC and bombing range easement to 
avoid most pivots, conceptual – per landowner 
interests �  alternate further west, just outside 
bombing range easement and directly south 
 

 

Gary Neal 7:00 AM N7  GIS Yes  
(541) 481-7678 

-route is conceptual 
-use NF corridor out of Union County 
-route per landowners interests – some ok w/line, 
avoid those against (concerned – Matt Doherty, 
Ralph Morter) (For – Steve Corey?) 
-route south of Pilot Rock – avoid ag lands to 
north 
-avoid pivots, stay south of bombing range, 
around Nature Conservancy unless can work a 
deal w/them 
-consider economic pros/cons – some prefer NF 
route – weigh options 
 

 

Eric and Alan 
Insko 

7:00 AM & 11:00 
AM 

N8 GIS Yes  
Eric Insko (541) 379-1065 
Alan Insko (541) 446-6301 

-Follows original route – we think that someone 
spent quite a bit of effort looking at this line. 
-Pretty straight and efficient line across our area 
with very few collisions with “concern” areas 
-Follows existing interstate utility rights-of-way 
(Level 3) 
-This route puts power line within ½ mile of City 

Interested: Mary Ann Cook – property owner 
(Jojo and Susan Talbot live on parcel) 
City of Pilot Rock “interested” underserved 
load 
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of Pilot Rock owned property. 
-High degree of confidence in the willingness of 
20 miles of key landowners to negotiate with 
Idaho Power plus agreeable with Cunningham 
Sheep’s northern possible route. Have know or 
been known by many for 35 years. 
-We believe that this route is “permittable” as 
level 3 communications was successful a few 
years ago. 
-Appears to be shortest route to connect the 
Forest Service utility corridor coming from Union 
County toward Boardman. 
-This line skirts the foothills of the Blue 
Mountains which have the potential for wind 
development in many areas. 
-This route would provide potential “tie ins” for a 
wider number of different interests. 
-Comments were made that our area holds more 
“irrigated ag.” Please look closer at the map. 
-In my discussions with neighbors along the 
route, I heard a number of comments that 
someone had told them that the line was not 
coming our way. I hear the same comment last 
night by one of your subcontractors. Isn’t that the 
purpose of this session? 
-In our area, everything shows as EFU. We don’t 
believe that a power line detracts at all from our 
use of our farm and ranch land if some micro 
scale alterations can be accommodated. EFU is 
too highly weighted as a deterrent. 
 

Don Rice  7:00 AM N9 GIS Yes  
(971) 533-7046 

Avoids irrigated agriculture  

Don Rice 7:00 AM N10 GIS Yes  
(971) 533-7046 

Most direct route to the coal plant. Work w/navy  

Don Rice 7:00 AM N11 GIS Yes  
(971) 533-7046 

Northerly route around the Navy – if required  

Matt and Doris 
Doherty 

5:00 PM N24 GIS Yes 
(541) 564-6433 

-route to north at bombing range is more feasible 
than to the south 
-think this route will work for Idaho Power 
 

 

Matt and Doris 
Doherty 

5:00 PM N28 GIS Yes 
(541) 564-6433 

N28 will join N7 into bombing range 
North side of immigrant lane, just inside bombing 
range 
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Ralph Morter 5:00 PM N26 GIS Yes  
(541) 422-7429 

Minimize EFU impact. Stay within canyon 
boundaries 
 

 

Anonymous 5:00 PM N29 GIS  Put substation at N29 and use N7 route. 
 

 

Ralph Morter 5:00 PM N30 GIS Yes  
(541) 422-7429 

Using N26 from Pine City 
Try to minimize distance to coal plant. 
Cut across TNC if possible. 
 

 

Ralph Morter 5:00 PM N31 GIS Yes  
(541) 422-7429 

Via N26 from Pine City and following N26 into 
Boardman Plant 
Alternate for N26 along bombing range road 
 

 

Anonymous 5:00 PM N32   Northern alternative 
Could take various routes but basically would 
travel across the northern edge of the bombing 
range 
 

 

 
 

Other Comments Submitted About Routes 
 

 
Name 

 

 
Session attended 

 
Comments 

Carol Michael 7:00 AM C13 route is my preferred route – if it avoids bisecting the existing Boardman community and avoids the Columbia River corridor.  
I will not support C13 concept route if it ends up (because of exclusions) following the Columbia River Corridor – the Boardman has existing cultural/historical areas that are not 
noted on your cultural map. For example: Ice Age flood corridors; Oregon Trail Route 1841-1848; Lewis and Clark National Historic Trail Route.  
In addition, the Boardman community already is bisected by BPA transmission lines – no more visual pollution. THANK YOU! 
 

Karen Pettigrew 7:00 AM Support N7 
Similar comments to Gary Neal – route N7 
 

Steve Corey 7:00 AM I worked with a neighbor and together we revised route N4 to address concerns we now are considering – entering Umatilla County on the USFS corridor, going west at 
Kamela/Spring Creek across to the north side of Indian Lake, going off the mountain along the county road (Rocky Ridge Road), staying south of Pilot Rock, staying south of the 
Cunningham Sheep HQs (West Birch Creek) and south of the Cunningham Sheep “Cattle” HQs (Butter Creek). It is important to us not to take the line through the center of our 
contiguous mountain timber and recreational/grazing pastures west of Meacham, and to minimize the routes through our cattle and sheep pastures between East Birch Creek and 
Butter Creek. 
We also would consider an alternate to N4, more along the lines of the proposed 2008 route, which would take the line through our pastures near Alkali Canyon, north of Nye 
Junction and Winsome.  
We also would consider a re-focus of the USFS corridor, taking the new line to the Meacham area, then west on the county road from Meacham to McKay Creek, and then 
diagonally either west (just south of Pilot Rock), or northwest (just south of Pilot Rock), or northwest (just north of Pilot Rock) to Alkali Canyon referred to above. If our time 
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permits, we’ll draw those possible routes as well. 
The above is based upon what we presently know of your project, and like others, our views may change as we learn more about your proposals. Thank you. 
 

Rick Yardley 7:00 AM Support routes N6 and/or N10 
cost effective 
use govt lands as opposed to private land 
 

Chet Phillips 11:00 AM Support N7 
 

Rich Melaas 11:00 AM Use existing transportation/utility corridor along bombing range road / Bonneville power easement already provided by navy for utilities / transportation if necessary. I consider 
joint / co-use of existing Bonneville Power towers (west side of road) or improvement of existing power line on east side of bombing range road. 
Use existing utility / transportation corridor along immigrant lane along south boundary of Boardman as much as possible if necessary. To connect to utility corridors east of 
Boardman. 
Consider locating power lines within an easement to permit other co-use or transportation infrastructure (road) to be constructed within any newly acquired easement. Consider 
join venture utility / transportation easement acquisition strategy with PGE, Morrow County (connector road from bombing range to immigrant lane) and Idaho Power. 
 

J.R. Cook 11:00 AM N8, N4, N12 are preferred alternatives 
Taking “constructible” into account, these route alternatives appear to avoid significant exclusion areas, minimize visual/cultural/environmental impacts and cross lands of 
multiple willing landowners. The lines also keep the route south, minimizing excess additional miles of transmission lines, minimizing risks to Idaho Power and also minimizing 
visual impacts to N. eastern Oregon. 
Representing the city of Umatilla, our biggest concerns are minimizing any additional impacts resulting from power transmission through our city. These impacts include 
potential direct impacts of Idaho Power Route C13 could have, and cumulation impacts resulting from a potential NFO hub. Locating the route per N8, N4 or N12 would appear 
to push any potential NFO hub to the east of the urban centers of Hermiston, Echo, Stanfield and Umatilla and to the west of Pendleton and Milton-Freewater which is preferable.  
Thank you for providing additional opportunities for community and local government involvement. 
 

Sean Bell 11:00 AM C6 �  N4 for east of installation this route will be easy 
1) open country – wheat fields. Dry land wheat farms 
2) avoids the bombing range issue by going west and following the Columbia River Valley east (for ease of installation excellent!) 
3) Take off from La Grande utility corridor is logical. 

La Grande �  N4 �  C6 to Boardman 
Nature Conservancy: I have been a member about 10 + years. If you have something to trade (a land swap) they are usually willing to “strike a deal.” The key is having something 
(land) they are interested in. If, for instance they need a certain parcel of land to complete an eco-system reserve, and you own it, you will have their full attention. If you start a 
dialogue you might be surprised! 
 

Tamra Mabbott 11:00 AM 1) N12 / N4 route looks like a very good route. It is very supportive similar to the route drawn conceptually of the county planning commission. This has the added benefit of 
proximity to wind farms proposed. 

2) C13 is probably not feasible. Would be very undesirable to cross cities of Umatilla and Hermiston. If this route was a consideration it should go south a number of miles 
east of those cities. 

3) N16 would be preferable to the section of C6 that is north of Ukiah so that the route would be roughly parallel. Hwy 395 to the point where it intersects with N12 / N4. 
N8 is a reasonable route, a good route, particularly if landowners are supportive. 
Generally, it is desirable to route the line thru Umatilla County. N8 or N4 are preferable lines. It is supported by landowners and the City of Pilot Rock, and is in proximity to 
proposed wind farm projects. 
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Terry Tallman 5:00 PM Support route N9, N10 and N11 – Don Rice’s lines 

-work with poplar farm/landowners 
 

Earl L. Aylett 5:00 PM Also support C9 and C6. 
First choice would see the line follow the N6 route joining C6 and take the straight route avoiding all irrigated lands. This puts the line in areas that are least impacted. The 
distance through the nature conservancy property is a recently acquired piece of property leased in the recent past. There are already lines through these areas and grazing is 
allowed to the Indians.  
Second option is the route of C9 and C6. Avoid any consideration of N4 or N7 and joining the straightest route south which would be the least impact to irrigated farmland. C9 
would maybe be in proximity to Level 5 wind generation areas, but this route would avoid most circle irrigated land and even though the wind generation has more political 
influence than I, they should not be privileged. High voltage lines effect our radio and electronic controls on our circle irrigate. It also impacts our farming practices due to the 
fact that they effect the guidance system on our tractors and the satellite stations that triangulate our signal from any or all nine satellites we depend upon to keep the accuracy. 
We need to have ¼ inch accuracy. 
 

Jeddie Aylett 5:00 PM First N6 and C6 reduces the most economic damage to agricultural land not irrigated by circle pivots; currently irrigated. 
Second option is C9 and C6 
Not preferred – N4, N7 not good options 
 

Michael Runyon 5:00 PM N9, N7 and C9. C9, C6 approaches are acceptable routes from Hemingway to Boardman. We have 156 acres in BPA right-of-way on our site already. You need to verify your 
data as some of aerials, plans and zones in Boardman and Morrow County are off (out of scale, incorrect location, or out of date). I will send better Boardman airport data (also 
see our website for plans in area of existing BPA lines). There are three from west existing and one from North across river your data shows two from west and two from north 
across river. Any added lines would seriously jeopardize our project and we have plans to remove the existing ones. Attached are additional data in N. bombing range area. 
Attachments: 
-C1.1 Tetra Tech aerial with survey existing conditions like our property 
-Speedway activity boundary – our tax district 
-Boardman MOA/ATCAA MOA 4000 – FL180 ATCAA FL180 – FL 200 
-Phase 1 vision plan PNWMP 
Overall early vision plan with BPA lines relocated and airport relocated – this general plan is still in phase though locations altered. 
-OISITTSCM Alta survey 7/9/07 2 street 
-Alta sheet 1 with phase in concept 
-aerial with FAA approved relocation of airport locations 
-FAA approved Boardman airport master plan and 50 year docs partion plan 2007-8 
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Appendix 6 
Routes Developed by Project Advisory Teams 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

                                                                           89

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

                                                                           90

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

                                                                           91

 
 
 
 
 


