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North Shore Chelan Substation
Public Comment - Aug. 9-Sept. 9, 2016
Last updated: 9/19/16, 3:00pm
We got no notification from the PUD until June of this year when we received a letter. We had no idea prior to that time that the PUD was considering putting a substation so near our property. The substation
should not be in a residential area. A substation on the Franzen property would cause light and noise pollution which could not be adequately mitigated. It would adversely impact my property, my life, and those of
my neighbors.
We are in opposition of proposed sub station locations 9/10 which would affect residents in our immediate area of Coyote Hill Rd/Boyd and Henderson.
As a home owner next to the Franzen property I was a little surprised and dismayed to learn of the PUD’s possible intention to locate a substation with established residential housing all around the proposed
Franzen site. A substation located around residential homes, in my view, decreases the quality of living and peacefulness that we all share as “county” property owners. The location of the substation near the
Franzen property should not be considered since there is another location that is not located near existing homes. Lastly, why were the developers of Lookout, Crystal View, and Legacy Ridge not held accountable
to provide the space necessary to provide for the PUD’s future needs for their developments? It should not fall on the Shoulders of homeowners that live in these locations to make the sacrifice for the lack of
planning on the part of the developers as well as the City of Chelan.
We have adjoining property to the proposed substation on The Frazen property, I want to go on record as strongly objecting to this site as we do not wish to have a substation in or near our back yard. As the plan
shows it would be an eye sore and a distraction to the quality of ours and our neighbors property. I understand that the PUD is proposing fencing etc to lower the impact of the station but just lowering the impact
is unacceptable to me. I have seen the sub station near Hawk Meadows and appreciate that it has little if not no impact on the surrounding areas.
Please reconsider areas 9/10 for the substation. This site is DIRECTLY in my back yard. This will have a HUGE impact on the use, enjoyment, and value of my property and my neighbor's properties. There was
no one representing our area (9/10) to protect our interests early in this selection process and that was NOT appropriate. Chelan PUD needs to continue searching for another site with less impact on residential
neighbors.
Please reconsider areas 9/10 for the substation. This site is DIRECTLY in my back yard. This will have a HUGE impact on the use, enjoyment, and value of my property and my neighbor's properties. There was
no one representing our area (9/10) to protect our interests early in this selection process and that was NOT appropriate. Chelan PUD needs to continue searching for another site with less impact on residential
neighbors.
We are concerned, of course, about placement of a substation especially in Area 9/10. In addition to not wanting a substation in our line of site intended to support other areas of north short growth, this area is
home to deer and other wildlife that we enjoy watching roam native land. Please consider this as you continue your assessment. We will see you at the 8/24 meeting and plan to speak too.
The substation should be located in an area away from housing. The area in question, Franzen Property, is near homes and would devalue private citizens property. Choose a location without developed homes
near by and allow future residents to choose whether or not to live near a substation.

*Unless otherwise noted, comments were submitted
through the website form
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8/16/16

8/17/16
8/17/16

I recognize and admire the hard work that PUD staff and members of the Community Focus Group have put into this project so far. On the heels of the mishandling of the Area 8 proposal, citizen involvement,
transparency, and procedural steps have improved. However, as I stated at the August 9th Community Focus Group Meeting, while the 18 Area Evaluation process has been specific and well-organized, it has not
been all-inclusive or complete because there was no representation of the people who live in the area that emerged as one of the top choices for further investigation (Area 9/10). True, this is because none of us
was self- informed or active early on. But we are participating actively now. As a full-time resident of Chelan, a Chelan PUD rate-payer, a recently-added member of the Chelan PUD Northshore Substation
Community Focus Group, and living in Areas 9/10, I am categorically opposed to the further investigation of the Franzen Orchard property in Area 9/10 as a potential site of the NS substation. I have spoken with
17 landowners representing over 32 individuals living in the Boyd-Coyote Hill-Henderson Terrace-Henderson Road-Boyd Road area, and I base this opposition on the following: 1. The Northshore needs the added
capacity of the 3rd substation because of the imminently added load of new housing developments in the Lookout, Crystal View Estates, Legacy Ridge, and The Reserve, and for future growth throughout the
northshore . But just as those who live below Boyd Road don't want it located in their areas, we don't want it in our neighborhood. The placement of the 3rd NSS should impact residents and neighborhoods as
little as possible. 2. I am against locating the NSS on any part of the Franzen 13 acres. I live one house away. This opposition is based on: -Principal: Area 9/10 should never have been scored as high (desirable)
as it was by the Community Focus Group, which had no representation from our area when the 18 areas were scored against the 21 criteria. (See Below) -Degrading property values -Visual pollution, view
degradation -Health concerns, in general and resident specific -Wildlife impact; mule deer, white tail deer, black bear, coyote transit lanes in Area 9/10 specifically and routinely -Residential neighborhood vs.
rural/agrarian -Noise, lighting, construction, maintenance, and access impact 3. Looking at the Substation Site Area Evaluation Matrix, Area 9/10 was scored as highly desirable as a NSS site (5's) on the criteria
of Asthetics and Neihborhood Values. That is the same as Area 14, where there are nearly no residences. Area 9/10 was evaluated as a 4 for Wildlife Environmental Considerations, the same as Areas 6, 16, and
18? We, the people who live in and near Areas 9/10 and who I represent on the Focus Group re-evaluated these areas as follows: Underground and overhead distribution lines from 5 to 4 General Health
Concerns from 5 to 2 General Property Value Concerns from 5 to 1 Proximity to existing density from 5 to 2 View from 5 to 1 Outreach to impacted customers/property owners from 5 to 1 Environmental
Considerations Wildlife areas from 4 to 1 How is rating an area all 5’s in the general category of Aesthetics, a “defensible procedure? This local resident/rate-payer evaluation reduced the Area 9/10 score on
Aesthetics from 5.0 to 1.7, the second lowest of the 18 areas. This re-scoring reduced Area 9/10 on Environmental Considerations from 3.8 to 3.3, the lowest of the 18 areas. And it reduced the overall score of
9/10 from 15.4, one of the highest, to 11.5, the second to the bottom for substation site location. AREA 9/10 SHOULD NEVER HAVE EMERGED AS ONE OF THE TOP POTENTIAL AREAS FOR THE 3RD
NORTHSHORE SUBSTATION BASED ON THE PUD AND COMMUNITY FOCUS GROUP'S OWN CRITERIA. I believe future steps should include removing the Franzen property and Area 9/10 as a candidate
site for further evaluation and pre-engineering studies, continue further analysis of the Smeltzer/Chelan Heights Orchard site, additional outreach to land owners in rural/agrarian areas under the transmission
lines, and discovering/generating new alternatives and ideas for getting residents informed and recruited for project participation. I look forward to contributing positively in all of these endeavors.
Michael Gibb

Vicky Wakefield
Michael Gibb

610 Boyd Road

482 Boyd Road
610 Boyd Road

8/17/16
To Whom it may concern, I am opposed to having a sub station located on the property directly behind our house. I did not voice anything earlier simply because I did not think the PUD would even really consider
putting a sub station in 9 or 10. When we purchased our property we did so in an area that was already developed and lots were divided so that no future development would effect us {so we thought} I am
surprised that since the needed increased power is for or due to the increase of development below us that the PUD would not be putting it that area. Seems to me that there concerns where taken into account
and not ours?
Submitted comment via email attachment, same as comment via public form on the website made on 8/17/16.

Resa Glessner

447 Boyd Road

Carolyn & Carl Glosenger

490 Boyd Road

My husband and I have just become aware of the plans to place a PUD substation near our property. I am sending this email after a neighbor hand delivered a copy of meetings that have been taking place. I have
looked on the PUD web site to obtain the email addresses of the other task force PUD members,and don't find the addresses for: John Stoll, Andy Wendell, Chad Rissman, Suzanne Hartman, Steve Vaughn, or
Gary Rice. I would like you to forward this email to these individuals, and please send me a CC so that I will have some verification they have been notified of this. Also giving me the addresses for them for the
future. Our property is at 447 Boyd Road, and it is attached to the Frantzen parcel. The lower dirt road that leads to the Franzen's is in fact part of our parcel. According to your maps, which I have just now read
this morning, our parcel is in the center of some areas that are being discussed for placement of the Sub station. There are 6 areas identified that surround our parcel, and that would impact the value of our
property and the ability for us to be free of the unwanted power transmission lines. I find it very disturbing, that we have not been notified by mail or email of any of the meetings that have taken place so far, and
we have not been aware of the discussions that have obviously taken place. I also see that a panel of "Group Members" has been assembled that has names on it that are closely related to or are in the
developments that have already been eliminated as not being desirable. I see this as conflict of interest at the least. And further: where is my representative? My family has owned this property since the 60's when
my father and uncle purchased it. We have had an apple orchard here and built our home here. We had planned to live in it for ever. My husband and I are still working and in fact I commute to Wenatchee and
work as a dental hygienist, my husband is a wheat farmer. He is in harvest at this time, and gone 6 days a week from dawn to dark. I do not get home from Wenatchee until late evening. We are not able to attend
meetings, such as the one scheduled for August 24th, which I also find discriminatory to those of us who are not retired or in the business of developing, with only office hours to adjust at any time.The common
sense thing appears to be to build this station where there is the least population, thereby impacting only the PUD budget. I see the one area that is the most remote, has not been a priority due to the financial
impact to the PUD. (area #12) and so my question is: do we need to have a representative for us at the meeting August 24th? I know the PUD could have contacted us, as we do get several bills from them.
We reside in Area 9/10 at 490 Boyd Road and are therefore very concerned about the substation site selection. Like every potentially impacted homeowner we are worried about our beautiful sight lines being
obstructed, wildlife intrusions, and the like. We implore the Commissioners to choose a location that will serve the energy demands of the community while preserving the beauty of the area at large and the the
views of the homes therein.

447 Boyd Road

I have just become aware of the proposed site of a PUD Sub Station to be place directly across the street of Boyd road from our property. This is the first we have heard of this sub station. We have not been
contacted by any of the representatives from the PUD which I find distressful. One of my neighbors hand carried a notice of the proposals to my door which I received when I came home from work that night last
week. Our parcel is directly linked to this site, as our property line abuts the Frantzen property which is the proposed site. We in fact own the property across Boyd Road that the Frantzen's drive way is on. My
family has owned this property since the 1960's when my father, Clyde Green and his brother, Everett Green purchased it. My father and I planted it as an apple orchard in 1978 and my husband and I and have
made our home here. We have been citizens of Chelan for 63 years. I was raised here, my children were raised here. My husband is a wheat farmer and is out of town seven days a week to harvest, and I work in
Wenatchee during the week except for Fridays at a dental office. We are not able to attend the meeting this coming Wednesday, due to our work schedules, and strongly object to the process that has occurred
without our knowledge or chance for input. These meetings being held on week days, we are not able to give any input or attend. I have sent an email to Teka Parks, who is not available for her job on Fridays,
which is my only day to communicate during business hours, and my husband has no days off for this for a month more. We object to this proposal and process used for identifying the sites available. The PUD
"fact finding" has not included the real residents that this will affect, and a look at the names on the advisory citizens will tell you that the proposals that are not being considered any longer, have connections to
some of these names. So where was my and my husbands representation in this process of elimination? This placement, by so many homes, is going to devalue the property of all the homes around it, with wires
going over our heads. The obscenity of ruining these beautiful properties is remarkably callous. The reason stated by the PUD for not placing the Sub Station in the mountainous area with little impact to land
values, is that this will cost the PUD more money to build it. So better to cost all of us residents, by placement by our homes, thereby devaluing our properties for ever, so we bear the "cost" for the PUD. Is that
right? I want my voice heard at the meeting on Wednesday that I cannot attend: We do not accept this process for selection for placement of substations. It is flawed and does not contain accurate information.

Resa Green & Kerry
Glessner

8/17/16
8/19/16 Comment via email

Commissioners & PUD staff

8/19/16 Comment via email

Teka Sellers

8/21/16 Comment via email

Commissioners & PUD staff

8/21/16 Comment via email

PUD staff

Sue Gibb

610 Boyd Road

As a resident of the neighborhood near the proposed sites 9 and 10 for the Northshore PUD Substation, I am opposed to the building of the substation in this residential area. I moved to Chelan because of the
serenity, beauty of the surrounding orchards, views of hillsides, trees, the varied wildlife such as deer, coyote, rabbit, the many varieties of birds, the lake and mountains. I imagine that many residents feel the
same way. I do not want a PUD Substation to interrupt the peacefulness and views that I enjoy now. I do not want my home value to be affected by having a substation so near to my property. A third substation is
needed on the Northshore, but it must be located in an area where it does not impact residential neighborhoods. A substation should be built in an area that would not interrupt views and peacefulness of
residential properties.This proposed substation, on the Franzen property, would have a negative impact, and be visible to many residents along Henderson Terrace, and homes above the proposed site. Please
reconsider the placement of the PUD Substation and place it in an area that will not affect neighborhoods, views, families and home property values.

Comment via email
& website form (same
8/21/16 information)
Commissioners & PUD staff

494 Boyd Road

My husband and I have owned the home at 494 Boyd Road for eight years. We are the second owners of the property located between the Gibb's and the Glosenger's. We were both born and raised in the
Pacific Northwest. We are both self-employed professionals and have two boys (ages 1 and 3). We fell in love with Chelan almost 10 years ago and immediately wanted to purchase property with the hopes and
dreams of moving to Chelan full time to raise our (then, future) children. Not only are we heartbroken to hear that our neighborhood is on the top of the list for building a new substation, but shocked that a location
near residences would even be a consideration. Logically, the Manson substation has a huge buffer zone surrounding it with NO homes even nearby and yet area 9/10 is riddled with residences, which would be
substantially and severely damaged and devalued. We request that you reconsider your position in regard to building the NSS in area 9/10. Firstly, area 9/10 was NOT even represented during the initial stages of
the vetting process. Secondly, we have reviewed the commission's twenty-one criterion and find that area 9/10 shouldn't even land at the top half of the list of the eighteen potential locations. AREA 9/10
SHOULD NEVER HAVE EMERGED AS ONE OF THE TOP POTENTIAL AREAS FOR THE 3RD NORTH SHORE SUBSTATION BASED ON THE PUD AND COMMUNITY FOCUS GROUP'S OWN
BENCHMARK. Lastly, and most importantly, when municipalities effect changes that cause undue hardship on property owners and devaluation of real property without due compensation this is considered a
"taking" under the Fifth Amendment and thus, unconstitutional. We thank you in advance for your time and consideration.

8/22/16 Comment via email

150 Henderson Terrace

I'd like to start off by saying I am the next door neighbor down lake from the Franzen property (site 9/10). Going through your matrix if have serious issue with items you have indicated as being a 5 (low impact)
my issues are: GENERAL AESTHETIC: The sub station will highly impact the VALUE of my home. From the time drive into my property it will be seen. Sitting at our pool it will be seen, walking through our house
it will be seen. This is NOT something that I or anyone else is going to want to see from their home or property. Therefor, the value of our property/home decreases. If this was what I wanted I would have moved
to a city neighborhood not acreage county property. GENERAL HEALTH CONCERNS: I have VERY serious concerns with the constant humming from the substation. I was out to the Manson station and could
hear the humming further away than where my house is located to the purposes site. That constant humming will drive me or anyone else insane. It's like your ear’s constantly ringing. How would you like to listen
to humming every moment of the day and night? Sitting by the pool, working in the yard, etc.,, let alone trying to sleep with the window open! GENERAL PROPERTY VALUE CONCERNS: As stated above I have
valid concerns about the value. No one is going to want to listen the the constant humming or be able to see the station from in or out of the house. I certainly wouldn't pay to live by that. PROXIMITY TO
EXISTING DENSITY: As stated before I will be able to see it from anywhere on our property and from inside my home. VIEW: Again, I will see it from the moment I approach my property and even from inside my
home. OUTREACH TO IMPACTED CUSTOMERS/PROPERTY OWNERS: How we got a “5” on this is unbelievable. I never knew site 9/10 was even being considered , the first I ever heard was 3 weeks ago
when the up lake neighbor dropped paperwork off at our house. I am the adjacent down lake neighbor to the Franzen property and was NEVER notified by PUD that their (Franzen)property was being considered!!
I take SERIOUS exception to the fact that it was indicated as a “5” with me being the closest and didn't know ANYTHING!!!! If you consider the radio and newspaper as notification you are mistaken, not everyone
listens to KOZI or reads the Wenatchee newspaper. Why was there not notices given to neighbors? Why was nothing posted like the county does for, subdivision, hearing etc., on the property being considered?
It's shameful that I was never given notice by the PUD and that my neighbor had to notify me. WILDLIFE AREAS: We have an abundance of wildlife that runs that property. Mule deer, white tail deer, cougar,
bobcat, bear, rabbits, grey squirrel just to name a few. Let alone the Hawks, golden eagle, owls, flicker, vulture, quail and killdeer. We moved here for the wildlife not for a substation and humming. If the
developers and city want to add so much housing then I suggest they provide property to make these additions and cover costs. I know many developers in other areas that are required to put in power station,
sewer, water and even schools at their cost and on their property. I don't feel that I should have to LISTEN to humming or SEE an ungodly looking substation, along with my property resale value decreased so
someone else can make money.

8/23/16

Robin Vogel & Cary
Thoreson

63 Balsam Drive

We own a residential piece of property at 63 Balsam Drive just off Henderson Road in the vicinity of the proposed PUD substation area 9-10 / aka Franzen Orchard Property. We shortplatted our property several
years ago and it now consists of a single family home and two vacant lots that we have no immediate plans for as we relish the privacy and seclusion and are not anxious to create immediate neighbors.
We received a notification a couple months ago that PUD was interested in purchasing property for a substation – but since we have no interest in selling any part of our property, we did not pay much attention.
We received another mailing about the August 9 community meeting, however as we live on the west side and had prior obligations, we were unable to attend. It was a surprise to later learn that the August 9
meeting was actually the FIFTH “focus group” meeting in this process. It was brought to our attention mid- August by a neighbor in the 9-10 area that there seemed to be a strong likelihood that PUD is leaning
toward a substation in the Franzen Orchard area and it will, in fact, affect our property from the standpoint of lighting and possible noise – in addition to equipment brought in for routine scheduled maintenance.
We proceeded to do a more in depth review of the Franzen Orchard plat have reached the conclusion that we are definitely NOT in favor of locating a substation in this area. From the August 9 meeting notes
(quote) “PUD staff said that there will be several components of the actual substation grounds, including fencing, lighting, new noise [REDUCTION] measures and much more. When the project gets to the more
detailed design phase, the adjacent neighbors will be actively engaged in the aesthetics discussion” (unquote). We are honestly not interested in “reduction” measures. We want to remain completely oblivious to
the presence of a substation anywhere near our property. We are extremely concerned that noise, lighting and proposed maintenance schedules will NOT be able to be completely cloaked to this extent. The
primary reasons we purchased property in the Chelan area where we did was the quiet (all the time), the privacy, (with nothing on 3 sides of us and a 180 degree view of the lake on the 4th side) and the ability to
count on star gazing any night of the year with a clear sky (with no impediments from neighboring lighting of any kind). The thought of relaxing on our covered deck or in our hot tub or sitting in our garden
enjoying a glass of wine on a clear starry night while listening to a low "hum" in the distance or seeing even a slight glow of light from a substation is NOT something we are willing to accommodate. We
understand the desire to keep construction costs down whenever possible, however we have owned this property since 1990 and have looked forward to enjoying it for many years to come. We are simply not
willing to sacrifice our property value or our enjoyment of it in any way to accommodate a lower cost or a shorter process for PUD. From the notifications we have received, it appears the comment timeframe for
potentially affected property owners has been going for only a couple of months and yet there was communication from the August 9 community meeting implying that owners objecting to the Franzen Orchard
site at this point were a bit “late” to the game. We trust PUD is being completely upfront when emphasizing they are not going to rush this process and will continue to explore other potential locations that will not
detract from anyone’s enjoyment of their property.

8/24/16 Comment via email

Larry Summers

214 Boyd Road

Carolyn Glosenger

490 Boyd Road

Rusty & Vicky Wakefield

482 Boyd Road

As indicated at the 24 Aug Chelan meeting, it was indicated that the Blue line represented the existing midpoint between the load sources. With this in mind for planning ahead it seems logical to move that line
further West where the growth will be at. In conjunction with this thought I would be in favor of the location at Winesap Ave. and Cooley road close to your Area 14 designation. Just my perspective.
My health and the health of others is huge! Please! Please do Not build the North Shore substation at site 9 - 10. We, those connected to the site, neighbors and another community of people strongly disagree
with the site location. We will be impacted in many negative ways. While you don't want to have issues come to butting heads - per the August 24, 2016 meeting - your continued efforts for that site have us
concerned that even though we have given our reasons for the need of another location, the continued efforts by PUD for a rendering at site 9 - 10 has us continuing to be concerned. I am going to ask PUD - the
cost of this rendering just doesn't make sense, unless you are going ahead with this location and we homeowners and community be WHAT?
My Wife and I own the property of 482 Boyd road and as you know borders the Frazen orchard that you as the PUD are proposing a substation there.
We have heard the arguments for and against PUD putting the substation in area 9 and 10 and frankly find it hard to believe that the PUD would be even consider disrupting the many people who call that area
home. We certainly agree that with all the new development going on in the valley that there is a need for the added power and would think that the big developers would have been required to set aside a portion
of their undeveloped land to aid in the process for more power since they are partially the ones driving that need. Seems to make more since for the PUD to seek that option before invading the space of those
who have already developed.
When we purchased our property and built our home where we did, we did so because of the zoning that would (what we thought} keep this kind of development from happening. We as others in the area have
enjoyed the lake, mountain and orchard views and even looking across at others homes. Now with the thought of looking across the area and staring at a fenced in one-acre site with a bunch of eye sore electrical
equipment diminishes that experience, not to mention light, noise and construction pollution. It seems for the PUD to pick area 9 and 10 is primarily due to the saving of money and for the Frazens to gain finically
while others suffer both financially and life style, does not seem right. Our hope is that those of you at the PUD would look towards some other areas that have been presented that would have less of an impact on
the people that live near there. I am sure that the PUD has some hard descions to make but after all it is a “Public utility” and they need to respect “US” as the “PUBLIC” and to do what is right by locating the
substation in a less inhabited area.

Representing 18
families in the area
of 9/10

Representing 18 families that live in Area 9/10, I want to vehemently reiterate our total opposition to locating the proposed 3rd northshore substation on the Franzen property or anywhere in that area. We have a
willing seller in Area 14 on the Chelan Heights Orchard property, which is rural/agrarian. It is NOT a residential neighborhood like Area 9/10. We have to take the time to find other willing sellers in
APPROPRIATE sites that are in line with the criteria met by the 97A south shore, the Wapato, and the Union Valley substations. Question: How much opposition has been submitted to you from residents in
Area 14? None? The vast majority of written and spoken input through your Comments Form, through emails, and at the August 24th commission meeting has been expressed concern and opposition to a site in
Area 9/10, and for good reason. Here is a verbatim from a Chelan PUD email communication: "PUD staff has been asked to bring a recommendation of approximately three possible substation sites to the PUD
Commissioners. These recommendations are to include a detailed cost analysis and renderings. The narrowing process identified area 9/10 as a preferred location in relation to the other 18 areas that were
evaluated." The recommendation from the staff and Community Focus Group has an inherent flaw. The narrowing process identifying Area 9/10 creates a potential burden on the residents of this neighborhood
without representation in the process. This is NOT a "defendable process" in this country, in a court of law, or in the realm of due process and common sense. Question: Why was Area 8 taken off the table a year
ago? Wasn't it because the Chelan PUD's process at that time was lacking transparency and rate payer participation? Wasn't it because neighbors in the Stehekin/Pinnacle and other areas of upper Chelan Hills
were in opposition to the site and the selection "process", or lack there-of? Wasn't it because there was not a "defensible process" in place? The good people on the Chelan PUD staff have an obligation for certain
deliverables within a certain timeframe. PUD Commissioners have an obligation to make the right decisions. However, timeframes and deadlines can always be altered to assure that what is delivered and what is
decided meets the needs and rights of ALL.

Bellamy & Kelly Daffe

Maria Ahlquist

Michael Gibb

Commissioners & PUD staff

PUD staff and focus group
members

8/26/16

8/29/16

Teka responded directly on
8/29 after direction from John
Stoll.

8/30/16 Comment via email

Chad Rissman directly
Gary Rice directly

8/31/16 Comment via email

Commissioners & PUD staff
Residents represented by Mr.
Gibb

Robin Vogel & Cary
Thoreson
Dani Kroll

63 Balsam Drive

Per the community meeting of Tuesday, August 24th, Cary (Corky) Thoreson and I (Robin Vogel) – owners of 63 Balsam Drive, wanted to reiterate a couple of items and touch on a couple others.
1) Corky made the point during the meeting that the location of currently existing and operating substations are a given – as a result anyone who chooses to purchase an existing home or a piece of property
within “range” of one of these substations will be (or should be) aware of the potential ramifications to said property. They then have the option to choose if they are willing to co-exist with the noise, the lighting,
the chemicals and the routine maintenance associated with the substation. At the opposite end of the spectrum, those of us who have purchased property that is not within any remotely close proximity to an
existing substation, did NOT purchase said properties with the idea that a substation with it’s related lighting, noise, chemicals and routine maintenance would be constructed close enough to negatively impact our
property values or our enjoyment of our own properties. Therefore, the current search for a substation property as well as that for future substations should be disproportionately weighted toward an area that is
completely out of range of residential properties and homes.
2) We appreciated Ann Mary Franzen’s son speaking at the Community Meeting of August 24th in regard to the offer to sell a portion of the Franzen Orchard property. The primary reason for the offer to sell to
PUD appears to be to ensure the financial future of Ann Mary Franzen herself as the only other income mentioned was social security and Ms. Franzen’s financial future was mentioned at least two-three times
during Steve Franzen’s statement. We can certainly empathize with an adult child’s desire to ensure an elderly parent’s financial well being, however it is not acceptable to promote the financial well-being of one
person while adversely affecting 17-20 of their neighbors whose properties will be subjected to the negative aspects of the proposed substation for many, many, many years to come.
3) The representatives from PUD reiterated at the community meeting more than once that even if site 9/10 (Franzen Orchard property) is not selected as the location for the new sub-station, they are planning to
continue forward with studying, analyzing and planning as if a site were going to be located there since the information they glean from this process can be applied to other sites in the future. Upon further
reflection, we have to question the wisdom of this plan to continue spending ratepayer dollars to study a site that has numerous and clearly stated objections.
4) We haven’t seen any information on the costs to run the additional needed lines from a substation located in, for example, area 14. It seems this information is necessary to obtain as part of a complete and
accurate analysis.
We cannot emphasize enough how opposed we are to siting a substation in any type of residential area especially when there is a willing seller for a piece of property like Area 14.
Please choose area 14: no houses, keep great views

9/2/16 Comment via email
9/5/16

Commissioners & PUD staff

Carolyn & Carl Glosenger

490 Boyd Road

Ron & Toni Berry

325 Henderson Road

There has been much discussion and documentation on the important topic of site selection for the north shore substation. We don't want to restate the very legitimate objections already raised by fellow
neighbors, but we do want to amplify that we completely agree with all of the compelling points they have articulated. NIMBY (or, in some cases, NIMFY - Not In My Front Yard) tends to get belittled as selfish or
trivial. But, neither is true, of course. If you choose Area 9/10 we will quite literally all be adversely effected now and into the future, and this is no small matter - again, as well-articulated by neighbors. The
tangible and intangible negative impacts are very real; this you know to be true.There are other options available to you in the greater Chelan/Manson area. To choose a rural/residential neighborhood such as
ours, where so many of us will, at the very least, see and hear it, not to mention the wildlife impact (the animal kind, not the party kind), seems short-sighted. Especially when other, far less environmentally
obtrusive, options are clearly available. To place the substation on the Franzen property would be a mistake - maybe not for the Franzens but the rest of us. For them it's an investment, an asset. For the rest of
us it's a liability - 100% a risk and a downside. While Mrs. Franzen's son seems well-meaning, the merits of his argument are utterly one-sided. He said that if the substation were to be put within the orchard,
well you wouldn't even see it! Right. With all due respect, this sounds less like a neighbor and more like a realtor. You know, the traffic's loud but if you just put in a water feature... By the way, we wonder if the
Franzens completely understand the environmental risks of a substation - to them and the remainder of their acreage. If they're reading and learning about substation impacts like the rest of us you'd have to
wonder why they haven't yet pulled their bid. Please choose another site. We respect your responsibility but will respect it a lot more as you steer away from Area 9/10.
Ron & Teri have lived at 325 Henderson Road for over 25 years. They were never approached by any of the residents making opposing comments about the substation. In fact, had never met Mr. Gibb nor Ms.
Vogel who both made comments at the Aug. 24th meeting. Teri made comments at the Aug. 24 meeting stating residents should keep an open mind about the new substation and that we should remember that
people who came before us did not oppose this type of situation and that allowed us all to be where we are today. Ron & Teri wish not to be included with the other residents/neighbors who oppose the substation
in location 9/10. They have no objection to a substation being built on the Franzen property. They do not feel it intereferes with thier life or home. They feel it is a logical place to locate a substation. The
transmission line runs across the back of thier property.

150 Henderson Terrace

Having listened to all of the discussion that took place at the meeting in Chelan City Hall on Aug. 24th I was struck by the magnitude of the opposition to the proposed site in the Franzen orchard. It wasn’t “not in
my backyard” type of opposition but honest opposition to the real impacts of noise, light pollution, visual, devaluation of property values and wildlife by many, many home owners who live in the area. During the
meeting one statement really stood out that cannot go without comment. I believe is was Mr. Stoll who said, and I quote, “area 9-10 would not have been as prevalent if the homeowner had not stepped forward”. It
seems very disingenuous to bring forward a proposed site that is driven by the willingness of the landowner for monetary gain at many others expense. As the adjacent home owner to the Franzen property, our
home will be situated less than five hundred feet from where the location of the substation is proposed (according to Ann Mary Franzen). Having owned the property since the mid 80’s our home was built in 2001
so we could enjoy the rural living/lifestyle that having acreage allows. The thought of having a substation located so close to our home and in the vicinity of so many other homes seems very antithetical to Chelan
Co PUD’s stated mission to provide sustainable, reliable utility services that enhance the quality of life in Chelan County. Please, lets find a better suited location for the North Shore Substation.

9/7/16

130 Henderson Terrace

I am a physician in Chelan. My wife and I have lived in the same home, on Henderson Terrace, for 23 years. We live very close to the Franzen orchard property which the PUD is seriously considering as the site
for another electrical substation.That site is close to 17 homes, which would be incredibly adversely affected by the placement of the substation there. First, light pollution. Such substations have bright lights
which would badly disrupt our ability to enjoy the night sky, the occassional northern lights, meteors, etc. We enjoy the darkness. We would not be able to avoid the light pollution. Second, noise pollution. The
Manson substation has a hum which is audible from a distance of 1/3 mile. We would not be able to escape such a hum. Third, there is real danger in event of a fire. a. Transformer oil, when heated, produces
non-polychlorinated biphenyls, which are carcinogenic. b. Each substation typically has two battery rooms with batteries for reserve power. Each battery room typically contains 30-40 batteries, each with 5-10
gallons of sulfuric acid at 30-40% concentration. In a serious fire, this could produce a massive amount of sulfur dioxide mist, which, if inhaled, can be lethal; it also dissolves iron, skin and eyes. c. Sulfur
hexafluoride gas is also use to insulate and to extinguish arcs in circuit breakers, etc. When heated, it can produce hydrogen fluoride, which, when it comes in contact with water (as, for instance, in our lungs!)
becomes hydrofluoric acid. This stuff is at least as nasty as sulfuric acid; in fact, it is used to etch glass, which is otherwise pretty inert! When heated in the presence of metals, it can also produce metal
fluorides, which have their own dangers. Fourth, the substation is ugly. No placeWe fully understand the weight of your responsibility. We also fully understand our need for electricity, and the need for a new
substation; this means that we have to put is somewhere. However, for the reasons listed above, we really strongly feel that the substation needs to be somewhere other than in a residential neighborhood such
as ours. The way things are moving, eventually this whole terrace, including the Franzen orchard, may likely be homes. Wouldn't it make much more sense to place the substation somewhere else, such as the
Winesap location that is not in a residential area?ment of trees, etc can eliminate the fact that it is ugly since it will be seen by many of us from our homes. Fifth, it will severely devalue our property. Sixth, it will
disrupt the wildlife. We have mule deer, coyotes, cougars; recently I found what I am convinced is bear scat on our property.

9/7/16 Comment via email

Commissioners, PUD staff and
community focus group

9/8/16 Comment via email

Commissioners & PUD staff

9/9/16 Comment via email

Commissioner Congdon &
PUD Staff

9/9/16 Comment via email

Comissioners, PUD staff and
neighboring property owners

Rob & Maria Ahlquist

Michael & Kerry Travers

Don & Noreen Summers

319 Highpoint Lane

Paul Stimmel

620 Boyd Road

My wife and I recently purchased a lot on Highpoint Lane, just off Boyd Road, with plans to build our dream house in this quite established neighborhood. We were very surprised to read in the Wenatchee World
recently of an electrical substation being proposed to be built virtually in our back yard. Advance notice of the proposed site and any public meetings would have been appreciated and appropriate, as opposed to
reading about it in a local newspaper. What really surprised us even more was the fact that a substation would even be considered to be built in an established residential neighborhood, as opposed to the
obvious remote location at the intersection of Boyd Loop Road and Winesap Ave. An area without visible homes and with power lines directly above the property. The one and only loss appears to be that of the
removal of fruit trees…Your consideration for the negative impact that an electrical substation would have on our residential neighborhood would be greatly appreciated.
I live in an area of the 9/10, Northshore substation selected site, that would have a negative impact on my homes views and potential market value in the future. The location of the proposed 9/10 sight is in an
area that has a clear, unobstructed, view from my home, as well as at least 8 of my neighbors that I am aware of. I echo the same concerns that the home owners in area 9/10 have in regards to a new substation
going up on this site location and urge you to locate an alternate location that does not have existing residential development. I would hope that the placement in an undeveloped location would allow for future
growth, near its proximity, the ability to place homes and roads in a manner that allows for a better coexistence.

63 Balsam Drive

We own a piece of property off Henderson Road in the vicinity of the proposed PUD North Shore Substation in area 9/10 (aka Franzen Orchard property).
With the emails and discussions that have been going back and forth on the proposed 9/10 site for the North Shore Substation, I have to say, first and foremost, we are extremely surprised, very disappointed and
increasingly angry that with all the opposition to this site by neighboring property owners, it is still even within the realm of consideration for a new substation.I will reiterate that when we purchased our property
with it’s privacy, it’s quiet and it’s seclusion from noise, lights and neighbors, we did NOT plan to have bright night lighting, a potential constant humming noise, and the additional noise of regularly scheduled
routine maintenance to the system provided to us courtesy of a substation in the valley below our home and surrounding property. We did NOT plan to have our property value eroded by the addition of a
substation that will be present for all intents and purposes, forever. No doubt, the Chelan county assessor will not agree the value of the property will be less if a substation goes into this location, however, as a
full time real estate professional, I can guarantee that every property affected by the location of a substation in our midst will be worth less in the eyes of every potential buyer from now into the distant future. It is
certainly one thing to purchase a piece of property in the vicinity of an EXISTING substation and quite another to have a substation placed in the vicinity of a piece of property that has already been purchased – in
our case one that was purchased about 25 years ago. From our point of view and no doubt, that of our neighbors, “area 7” would be equally, if not more, objectionable so Mr. Stoll’s suggestion to one of our
neighbors that PUD would be willing to take a look at area 7 does nothing to allay our objections. We are not sure why there has been any mention whatsoever of “condemnation” since it seems that with the vast
amount of rural/agrarian property in the area it should not be an impossible task to find a piece of property, with a willing seller, that is appropriate for the placement of a substation. We also question why PUD
ratepayer money is being spent to perform a study of costs, transmission and distribution line routes and aesthetics for area 9/10 when this location should have been taken off the table completely already. We
are not interested in saving PUD some time or money at the expense of depreciating our enjoyment of or the value of our property or that of any of our neighbors.It appears that PUD is being asked to jump to
accommodate current and forthcoming development in the Chelan area. It would seem that development should be slowed, if necessary, until PUD can adequately accommodate the needs of the new
development WITHOUT sacrificing the current property owners’ enjoyment of their property OR introducing ANY risk of property value reduction as a result. As we have stated before, we appreciate that Ms.
Franzen and her son are concerned with attempting to secure her financial future, but to subject their neighbors to the ramifications of a nearby substation as part of this process is simply not acceptable. The only
appropriate location for a substation is in a rural/agrarian/commerical area with no residential properties ESPECIALLY in a location such as Chelan where views, privacy, quiet and lack of light pollution are prime
considerations for current property owners. The “narrowing process” that has been referred to on several occasions is not one that we were privy to and therefore, unable to be an active participant of. Apparently
18 potential areas for a substation were narrowed down to 3-4 in the very short timeframe between our being notified that PUD was searching for willing property sellers and then being notified that one of the
areas being seriously considered was within range of our property. There appears to be a severe lack of due process and in spite of statements to the contrary, a lack of accountability to the neighbors of area
9/10 who have submitted written comment and made public statements opposing this location. We will reiterate here that we are trusting PUD to honor their duty to respect the property rights of their ratepayers –
the primary right being to not encroach upon another or their property.

Robin Vogel & Cary
Thoreson

9/6/16 Comment via email

Commissioners, PUD staff and
neighboring property owners

9/7/16 Comment via phone

Teka Sellers

Carolyn & Carl Glosenger

490 Boyd Road

Carolyn & Carl Glosenger

490 Boyd Road

1) PUD “You don’t know that you have heard from all nearby residents or property owners and are asking for additional feedback". Are you tracking the address replies?
Your close date is September 9, 2016 - the day we received this letter.
2) August 2015 you (PUD) invited community members to join in a search for a substation location. Really, Carl and I live here year round and didn’t get a letter. Can you confirm that we received an invite? I
can’t confirm that you sent it to us - a high impact location according to PUD.
3) Your June 2016 letter did make it to our mailbox. We laughed and asked ourselves - who would say yes to a substation that would effect theirs neighbors? WOW - we learned the Franzen’s! I never would
have thought they would allow that kind of damage to happen to their beautiful orchard. Granted, we tire of the faux gun shots in the Spring and all the spraying during the Summer - but, really, put in the
substation thereby creating light and noise pollution, hurt the land and water supply, hurt the surrounding property values and the wildlife?
4) The waste management that is needed (i.e., chemical and gas that needs to be maintained): Have you gone over the details with the Franzen’s?
5) Simply put, PUD needs to do a much better job of communicating and forewarning on such incredibly important matters.
IN REGARDS TO PUBLIC COMMENT MADE VIA EMAIL ON 9/9/16 BY ROBIN VOGEL AND CARY THORESON.
Amen to everything written by Robin and Corky in today’s email message below. The only beneficial outcome of this frustrating process is that we neighbors in Area 9/10 have gotten to know each other a little bit
better. Flashpoints and crisis will do that sometimes. Hey, does anyone on this distribution list have a Franzen email address? If so, please forward these messages to them. It seems they should be aware of
our communiques so they maintain an accurate ‘temperature’ of their neighbor’s deep concerns and frustration level. Thank you to all who have been so eloquent and passionate on behalf of those of us who live
in Area 9/10. Lastly, let’s remember this: On a clear day you’re supposed to be able to see forever, not a substation.

Sue Gibb

610 Boyd Road

IN REGARDS TO PUBLIC COMMENT MADE VIA EMAIL ON 9/9/16 BY ROBIN VOGEL AND CARY THORESON.
Thank you, Robin and Corky for eloquently expressing the thoughts of many of us on the issue of the PUD substation.

Maggie Jarr

I wish to express my opinion regarding the ongoing search for a new substation site for Lake Chelan. Let me begin by saying that I am a relative newcomer to Chelan, having bought my home in 2008 and moving
permanently in 2014. I reside at 105 Stormy Mountain Way. I love my quiet community, with access to the Lake, and wonderful Lake views. I have found Chelan to be a welcoming community, one made up of
many volunteers that work together to get things done, and that has a gratitude for the beauty of Lake Chelan and the surrounding area and all that it has to offer. I have been very impressed by the public
relations efforts made by the Chelan PUD, from the salmon habitat built at the foot of the falls, to the Powerhouse tours, and the evening information cruises aboard the Lady of the Lake. A good, responsive,
responsible partnership. Now we come to the search for a site for a new substation, a substation that the community and the PUD agree is needed. Many sites have been reviewed by your engineers. The list has
been narrowed down. Community meetings have been held. Site 14 seems to me to be ideal. No homes involved, it was at one time an illegal dump. Site 9 - 10 on the other hand is a community of people
whose way of life will be impacted long into the future. Perhaps the concerns of the PUD are different, after all, from the rest of the Chelan community? Perhaps the purchase price of 9 - 10 is less than 14?
Perhaps because 14 was once a dump the costs to prepare it for a substation will be more, at the outset, than site 9 - 10? More than the purchase of numerous homes and an orchard? More than the many,
many years of public goodwill? I don't know the answers to these questions because these purchasing costs have not been made public, even though the Chelan PUD is a public utility and we, the Chelan
community, will be paying the tab many, many years into the future. Even if the connectivity issue of Site 14 proves to be more costly than Site 9 - 10, I for one am willing to pay over the long term since this new
substation will be with us, working for us and the PUD for many years. Let's get this right now, at the beginning, of this long, much needed project. We are all, to borrow the headline from General Manager Steve
105 Stormy Mountain Way Wright's most recent newsletter headline "Investing for the long run".

9/9/16 Comment via email

Comissioners, PUD staff and
neighboring property owners

9/9/16 Comment via email

Comissioners, PUD staff and
neighboring property owners

9/10/16 Comment via email

Comissioners, PUD staff and
neighboring property owners

9/9/16 Comment via email

John Stoll & Teka Sellers

Comment via email
9/9/16 (attached letter)

John Stoll & Teka Sellers

Resa Green & Kerry
Glessner

447 Boyd Road

Michael Travers

130 Henderson Terrace

We are asking the PUD for an extension of time and want the Chelan County PUD to stop any further evaluation, engineering, studying, and so forth, regarding the placement of a Sub Station on an area they
refer to as 9/10.
We are the property owners of the part of the road that accesses the Frantzen parcel from Boyd Road, and you must drive across our property to do any further investigations of this site. PUD has not been
granted easement by us, for this or any other purpose.
We ask for this extension, due to the fact that we were not notified that this parcel had been selected as one of the two sites proposed for a Sub Station. There has been a lack of following procedure for public
disclosure by the PUD. We further request to be placed on a Public Disclosure List from this time forward so that we personally will receive all further intentions of the PUD. We request all information that has
been previously gathered regarding the selection process of this area (9/10) as a potential site that qualifies for a Sub Station. And why the other sites are off the table.
The reason for extension of the timeline (example: today is the last day for public comment) is that we have not had time to adequately research the subjects that this sub station will involve. The issue of
condemnation of properties, the further zoning and Growth Management issues involved, the future of constructive condemnation for over head wires, EPA regulations and emissions regarding gas and chemicals
from waste leakage to the underground water tables with wells which are licensed through the Chelan County. The further indications of how a high voltage electric facility and wires impact all life. We have also
not had time to investigate whether to seek legal council as well. Whether the PUD is governed under US Government or Washington State laws, there are specific types of notification processes, and days
required to notify closest property owners of these highly impactful and possibly negative changes. We are the closest boundary to Franzens, (who is 454 Boyd Road) and we were never notified. After we heard
from a resident of the area, we contacted the PUD, prior to the August 24th meeting. We were unable to attend the meeting on such short notice. To the down lake boundary on Frantzen’s other side, is Rob and
Maria Ahlquist, who were not notified. Ken Jenkins is down the road from Ahlquist, and he didn’t know. When there are this many people who were blind-sided by this meeting (August 24th) for public comment, it
was not just an over sight. PUD staff did not follow proper procedures, and notification is not considered adequate when there is a general message blasted to all residents concerning a “North Shore Sub Station”.
We reside in the hills and mountains (at elevation 1700’) above the lake (1100”) and are not considered residents of the “shore”. We further reside in Chelan County, and are unable to participate in Chelan City
elections etc, so do not consider us as City of Chelan residents. We ask you, if you already live in your home, do you think it is right to place a substation next door to you? Or should it be placed in an area with
no existing homes to impact? Where is the common sense in all of this? We are requesting a continuation of the time line that has been set forth, an extension of the time that would normally allow for property
owners to research. We are requesting the PUD send all the information previously gathered on this selection process, and that our names are placed on the disclosure list.
I drove past the PUD substation in Manson perhaps 20 minutes ago. As we drove by, I got a nasty ringing in the ears. The ringing is still present. I have had this problem before, always associated with large
volumes of electricity, especially when passing under large volumes of power lines from dams. I can't explain it. It doesn't happen every time. I am unaware of any medical condition that would cause it. If the
Franzen orchard site is chosen, then perhaps I will get used to it. If not, then I may be unable to live in my own home.

Kelly & Bellamy Daffe

494 Boyd Road

We submitted our concerns and comments to the PUD Commissioners and others involved in the NSS discovery and vetting process via email on August 22, 2016. We received a few responses and really
appreciate your time in addressing our frustrations and outright opposition to building the substation on the Franzen Acre, Area
9/10. We appreciate the Commissioners and others that have recently come forward to support our position that Area 9/10 is not a proper location for a substation. We are so thankful to have them standing with
us. A substation should not be located near ANY residential areas. This past week, the PUD Commissioners and others included on the NSS team received a very detailed letter from Kerry and Resa Glessner
explicitly stating that the PUD and/or any PUD contractors have NEVER been granted permission to use their property to access the Franzen acre for any purpose whatsoever. In fact, it is quite surprising that
the very (self-proclaimed) thorough NSS team never even discovered that the bottom of the Franzen driveway is owned by an entirely separate 3rd party. This information is easily available online via public land
records and maps. Not only has the NSS team been ignoring the Glessner’s property rights, they never even contacted the Glessner’s nor included them in ANY of the communications required by the PUD’s
own due diligence and notification procedures. Prior to a knock on the door by neighbor Michael Gibb, the Glessner’s were entirely in the dark as to the PUD’s pursuit of the Franzen Acre and the NSS project.
The PUD’s ignorance in this matter rises beyond a mere oversight, but rather reaches the level of intentionally misleading property owners. Are we to believe that our government officials are not capable of simply
pulling up basic public records to check property lines and determine who owns the property they are accessing and hoping to purchase? Or are we to believe that someone within the NSS team DID discover the
Glessner’s ownership of the bottom piece of the driveway and intentionally chose not to contact Kerry and Resa Glessner? In addition to the fact that the Glessner’s have NEVER granted the PUD or other NSS
team members or contractors the right to use their property to access the Franzen Acre to date, the Glessner’s have adamantly expressed that they would NEVER grant a right of use nor sell their section of the
driveway to the PUD under ANY circumstances, on a go forward basis. Thus, the PUD has NO FURTHER LEGITIMATE grounds to pursue the Franzen Acre. The Franzen’s were never granted a right of
use via easement or other contract. Thus, the Franzen’s cannot further grant or sell something that they do not possess themselves. The Washington State Supreme Court recently (2015) overturned a ruling
regarding “prescriptive easement,” which is essentially an easement created out of continuous use over time. The Supreme Court found that there was NO prescriptive easement because it was reasonable to
assume that the use was permitted by neighborly acquiescence…such as in the Glessner’s case. Without use of the Glessner’s lower section of the driveway, PUD cannot access a substation built on the Franzen
Acre without traveling through other opposing neighbor’s properties. Thus, Area 9/10 should be immediately removed from the list of potential NSS sites as the Franzen’s Acre is no longer a remotely viable
location. Any further ratepayer dollars spent on a clearly unfeasible NSS location is no longer simply an ignorant and wasteful use of funds, but rather an outright misuse of ratepayer funds. Based on the
above, we request an immediate removal of the Franzen Acre, Area 9/10, from the list of potential NSS sites.

Comment via email
9/21/2016 (attached letter)

Teka Sellers

Nancy Redlin

I am a longtime resident of the Chelan Valley residing in the upper reaches of the Boyd District. I see that a new substation to serve the increased growth on the North Shore of Lake Chelan is necessary and the
PUD is looking for a suitable location to build this substation. There is a 5.12 acre county parcel approximately 0.2 mile up the Boyd Rd. from the junction of SR 150. This parcel is a former gravel pit and it is
unlikley Chelan County will ever use the site again for a barrow pit and perhaps they would be willing to sell. The site is located on the north side of Boyd Rd. where no homes will ever be built as the adjoining
parcels are common areas for Chelan Hills. This site is nearly mid point between the Union Valley and Wapato substations and very close to existing transmission lines. If the PUD were to locate its new
substation on this site it would have minimal effect on nearby properties. It is tucked down into the hillside and would not impair any views of nearby residents. The PUD has a excellent record of site stewardship
and once the site is bulit would have no effect on wildlife or property values. I find it disturbing that most comments on potential sites have all been expressed as folks concerned about their personal property
values. It would seem the general trend of attitudes in this country at this time are all contentious, devisive and self centered. It used to be that people in these rural areas were thrilled with the prospect of
electricity being brought to their lands and homes and communities and community leaders worked hard and tirelessly to acheive the goals of electrification that everyone now takes for granted. I lived without the
luxury of electricity for 14 years before I could afford to hook up to the power and once I did it was truley life changing. I would have no objections to a substation in the vicinity where I live, however this area is
too far from exisiting infrastrucure to be considered. As to impacts on property values I sincerely doubt that much of anything is going to impact those in this valley as people from all over the world are rushing
here to have a piece of this beautiful area. The peace, quiet and beauty of this valley is already being fundamentally changed by increased growth of home building, the loss of agriculture and the shear number of
Chelan County Public
people living and visiting here (hence the need for a new substation). A new substation wherever it is located will be a non issue once it is built and will just blend into the landscape. I challenge people to take a
Works Vegetation Manager larger and longer range view of this issue and work towards moving this forward rather than stopping all possible site locations just because the PUD is reaching out for public input.

9/29/2019 Comment via email

Teka Sellers

9/13/2016 Comment via email

Commissioner Congdon &
PUD Staff

