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Appendix H3 
PHOTO SIMULATIONS 

Photo simulations for the B2H Project originally were developed in 2013, and additional simulations were 

completed in 2016. The 2013 simulations were developed in support of the Visual Resource Report 1. 

These simulations generally include a panoramic photo, in addition to a cropped photo that is meant to be 

representative of a person’s specific cone of view from the viewing platform. Table H3-1 provides a list of 

the 2013 simulations, along with the alternative(s) or variation(s), or both, that the simulations represent, 

and additional notes that provide a description of what is being depicted in each simulation. 

The simulations developed in 2016 provide photos that are meant to be representative of a person’s 

specific cone of view from the viewing platform and include a reference to the approximate number of 

degrees that the photos represent. Table H3-2 provides a list of the 2016 simulations, along with the 

alternative(s) or variation(s), or both, that the simulations represent, and additional notes that provide a 

description of what is being depicted in each simulation. 

Table H3-1. Simulations Completed for Visual Resource Report 1 in 2013 

Viewpoint 
Alternative Route(s) and/or Variation(s) 

Simulated 
Notes 

KOP 3-20 

McKay Creek National 

Wildlife Refuge – Boat 

Launch 

Segment 1—Morrow-Umatilla 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

 East of Bombing Range Road Alternative 

 Interstate-84 Alternative 

 Longhorn Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 4-5 

Blue Mountain Forest State 

Scenic Corridor – Old 

Emigrant Hill Scenic Frontage 

Road 

Segment 1—Morrow-Umatilla 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative -–

Southern Route 

 East of Bombing Range Road Alternative 

 Interstate 84 Alternative 

 Interstate 84 – Southern Route Alternative 

 Longhorn Alternative 

 West of Bombing Range Road – Southern Route 

 Variation S1-B1 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures; however, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

I-84 Linear Viewing Platform 

(formerly KOP 4-23) 

Segment 2—Blue Mountain 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

 Glass Hill Alternative 

 Variation S2-F1 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures. This viewing 

location was known in Resource 

Report 1 as KOP 4-23, but it was 

incorporated into the I-84 linear 

viewing platform for analysis in the 

DEIS.  

KOP 4-28 

Morgan Lake Park 

Segment 2—Blue Mountain 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

 Variation S2-C1 

Photo was taken near the entrance to 

the parking lot. Simulation depicts a 

view from near the entrance to the 

Morgan Lake recreation area. 
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Table H3-1. Simulations Completed for Visual Resource Report 1 in 2013 

Viewpoint 
Alternative Route(s) and/or Variation(s) 

Simulated 
Notes 

KOP 4-32 

Oregon Trail Interpretive Park 

Segment 1—Morrow-Umatilla 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative – 

Southern Route 

 East of Bombing Range Road Alternative 

 Interstate 84 Alternative 

 Interstate 84 – Southern Route 

 Longhorn Alternative 

 West of Bombing Range Road – Southern Route 

 Variation S1-B1 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures; however, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

KOP 4-40 

Spring Creek USFS 

Campground 

Segment 1—Morrow-Umatilla 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative – 

Southern Route 

 East of Bombing Range Road Alternative 

 Interstate 84 Alternative 

 Interstate 84 – Southern Route 

 Longhorn Alternative 

 West of Bombing Range Road – Southern Route 

 Variation S1-B1 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures; however, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

KOP 5-25A 

NHOTIC – Flagstaff Hill Trail, 

South 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

Three simulations are included from 

this location, each depicting a 

different type of tower structure. The 

first depicts galvanized lattice 

structures, the second depicts lattice 

structures with a Natina finish, and 

the third depicts galvanized steel H-

frame structures. However, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

KOP 5-25C 

NHOTIC Panorama Point 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Flagstaff A Alternative 

Three simulations are included from 

this location, each depicting a 

different type of tower structure. The 

first depicts galvanized lattice 

structures, the second depicts lattice 

structures with a Natina finish, and 

the third depicts galvanized steel H-

frame structures. However, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

KOP 5-25D 

NHOTIC Main Building 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

Flagstaff A Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures; however, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 
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Table H3-1. Simulations Completed for Visual Resource Report 1 in 2013 

Viewpoint 
Alternative Route(s) and/or Variation(s) 

Simulated 
Notes 

KOP 5-25E 

NHOTIC Wagon 

Encampment 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Flagstaff A Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures; however, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

KOP 5-60 

NHOTIC Entrance, State 

Highway 86 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures; however, Cor-ten 

H-frame structures are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

KOP 5-82 

Durkee Community 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Flagstaff A – Burnt River Alternative 

 Variation S3-C3 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 8-3 

Oregon Trail ACEC – Birch 

Creek 

Segment 4—Brogan 

 Tub Mountain South Alternative 

Two simulations are included from 

this location, each depicting a 

different type of tower structure. The 

first depicts galvanized lattice 

structures and the second depicts 

lattice structures with a Natina finish. 

The galvanized lattice structures 

without Natina finish are proposed in 

this location. 

KOP 8-6 

Brogan Community 

Segment 4—Brogan 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 8-8 

Jamieson Community 

Segment 4—Brogan 

 Willow Creek Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 8-52 

Lower Owyhee Interpretive 

Site 

Segment 5—Malheur 

 Applicant’s Proposed Action Alternative 

 Variation S5-B1 

Three simulations are included from 

this location, each depicting 

galvanized lattice structures. The 

simulations illustrate differences in 

visibility of the B2H Project 

components based on alternative 

tower locations in this area. The first 

simulation depicts the tower in the 

location that best matches the 

existing B2H Project alignment. The 

second simulation depicts a tower 

location that would be less visible 

from this KOP. The third simulation 

illustrates how another alternative 

tower location would result in the 

least amount of visibility from this 

KOP. 

KOP 8-96 

Lower Owyhee River Site H1 

Segment 5—Malheur 

 Malheur S Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 
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Table H3-2. Simulations Completed for the Final Environmental Impact Statement in 2016 

Viewpoint 
Alternative Route(s) and/or Variation(s) 

Simulated 
Notes 

Blue Mountain Interpretive 

Park Entry Road, 

approximately 0.1 mile 

southeast of KOP 4-33 

Segment 1—Morrow-Umatilla 

 Variation S1-B2 

Simulation depicts Cor-ten H-frame 

structures, which are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. Because 

the simulated towers are difficult to 

see, arrows have been added to the 

simulation to identify the tower 

locations. 

Blue Mountain Interpretive 

Park Entry Road, 

approximately 0.1 mile 

southwest of KOP 4-32 

Segment 1—Morrow-Umatilla 

 Variation S1-B2 

Simulation depicts Cor-ten H-frame 

structures, which are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. 

KOP 4-28 

Morgan Lake Park 

Segment 2—Blue Mountain 

 Variation S2-B2 

Photo was taken from picnic structure 

near parking lot. Simulation depicts 

galvanized steel lattice structures, 

per B2H Project description. 

Owyhee Lake Road 
Segment 2—Blue Mountain 

 Variation S5-B2 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 5-81 

Burnt River Trailhead 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Flagstaff B – Burnt River West Alternative 

 Variation S3-C5 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 5-81 

Burnt River Trailhead 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Flagstaff B – Durkee Alternative 

 Variation S3-C6 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 8-84 

Burnt Mountain (Old Mormon 

Handcart Trail) 

Segment 5—Malheur 

 Malheur A Alternative 

Simulation depicts galvanized steel 

lattice structures, per B2H Project 

description. 

KOP 5-25D 

NHOTIC Main Building (from 

primary picture window) 

Segment 3—Baker Valley 

 Flagstaff B Alternative 

 Flagstaff B – Burnt River West Alternative 

 Flagstaff B – Durkee Alternative 

 Variation S3-B2 

 Variation S3-B3 

Simulation depicts Cor-ten H-frame 

structures, which are proposed as 

mitigation within this area. Because 

the simulated towers are difficult to 

see, arrows have been added to the 

simulation to identify the tower 

locations. 
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