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Oregon Trail TraderB25

B25a

 Idaho Power will negotiate with affected land owners to ensure that property owners are 
appropriately compensated if any private property interests are impaired by the fi nal location.

The analysis has been expanded to include alternative route variations with careful 
consideration of private lands. The impact on property rights will be carefully considered by 
Idaho Power during micro-siting to ensure adverse impacts to private property interests are 
minimized by the fi nal placement and design. Landowners will be appropriately compensated 
for any unavoidable damage.

B25a
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25b
 The analysis of migratory birds and eagles has been updated for the Final EIS in 
collaboration with the cooperating agencies to include additional analysis and information on 
direct and indirect impacts from the B2H Project. 

B25c
 The National Environmental Policy Act does not require an Environment Impact Statement 
to include formal cost-benefi t analysis; economic, social, and environmental impacts must be 
disclosed, but these impacts are not required to be discussed in monetary terms.

B25d

 The economic analysis in Section 3.2.17 has been revised based on updated based on 
additional land use data discussed in the revised version of Sections 3.2.6 through 3.2.11. 
The economic analysis discusses potential impacts to agricultural, timber, and recreational 
resources. 

Once the location for the transmission line route is identifi ed, Idaho Power will coordinate 
with property owners to obtain rights-of-way through mutual agreements. Idaho Power will 
negotiate modifi cations to the line’s design and the location of towers and access roads and 
compensate land owners for any unavoidable damages. 

B25e

 The Applicant has committed to updated design features and selective mitigation measures 
designed to minimize anticipated potential B2H Project impacts from new access roads 
and sediment transport to streams from upland locations. B2H Project design features 
and selective mitigation measures that would minimize impacts on fi sh resources include 
spanning of riparian communities and water courses, using existing access roads, and 
selective removal of vegetation. Refer to Section 3.2.6 of the Final EIS for analysis of 
impacts.

Comments on the Draft EIS expressed that not enough information was provided in the Draft 
EIS to enable the reviewers to understand where impacts would occur and where mitigation 
would be applied to reduce impacts. Chapter 2, Section 2.5.1 of the Final EIS presents an 
explanation of the study and analysis approach employed for the B2H Project. Chapter 3 has 
been expanded to provide more description of the methods for used for analyzing effects 
associated with each resource (tiered to the overall approach). Chapter 3 also provides more 
information about the resources, mitigation applied to reduce impacts, and residual impacts 
on resources along each alternative route by segment. In addition, a map volume of large-
scale maps is provided to present resource data and to show the level of residual impact on 
the resources along all of the alternative routes. 

B25f  Comment noted. This type of potential effects is addressed in the analysis in the Final EIS, 
Section 3.2.1. 

B25b

B25c

B25d

B25e

B25f
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25g

 This EIS does not specifi cally address requirements of the state EFSC process. The B2H 
Project is being permitted concurrently through the Oregon Department of Energy and 
EFSC. The BLM assumes the B2H Project will comply with land use ordinances and state 
preservation goals as dictated by the Oregon Department of Energy.

B25h  Impacts on public health and safety are presented in Chapter 3, Section 3.2.18.

B25i
 The eagle and migratory bird analyses have been revised for the Final EIS in Section 3.2.4 
to include new information on the direct and indirect effects from the B2H Project, as well as 
updated mitigation measures.

B25j

 It is reasonable to assume that construction of the B2H Project, by strengthening the 
transmission backbone in the region, will spur additional generation projects that are either 
in early stages of development or are not yet underway. Even if these projects are not yet 
individually known, their likely addition can be considered reasonably foreseeable and 
therefore should be included in the cumulative impacts analysis. With the potential for energy 
development in the region, BLM must recognize the connected and cumulative effects 
that these projects have upon one another and include that analysis in the Final EIS. This 
information is critical to development of an appropriate suite of mitigation efforts. 

Recommendation: The Bureau should analyze the cumulative effects of reasonably 
foreseeable energy development that is likely to occur as a result of the proposed B2H 
Project. 

B25k

 It is not BLM’s role or responsibility to verify an applicant’s interests and objectives for a 
proposed project. As a regulated utility, the need for transmission projects proposed by the 
Applicant is scrutinized by the Public Utilities Commission. The responsibility of BLM and 
other land-management agencies is to respond to the application for right-of-way across 
lands it administers. 

The Applicant’s 2015 Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), a long-term resource planning study, 
recently reaffi rmed that the B2H Project is essential to serving future growth in customer 
demand. Previous IRPs also identifi ed the need for this transmission line project, going back 
to the 2006 IRP. The 2015 IRP indicates the need of the B2H Project remains strong. When 
fi nished, the B2H Project would help provide low-cost energy to the Applicant’s customers 
in southern Idaho and eastern Oregon. The B2H Project also will interconnect with existing 
transmission systems owned by B2H Project partners Pacifi Corp and the Bonneville Power 
Administration, allowing greater amounts of electricity to move throughout the Pacifi c 
Northwest. This helps meet a regional need and provides benefi ts to the entire area, much 
of which is served, directly or indirectly, by those two providers. In addition, the B2H Project 
allows the Applicant to serve its growing load without building carbon-emitting resource.

B25g

B25h

B25i

B25j

B25k
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25l  Monitoring of ground-disturbing activities would occur in areas having moderate-high 
sensitivity for paleontological resources

B25m

 This EIS does not specifi cally address requirements of the state EFSC process. The B2H 
Project is being permitted concurrently through the Oregon Department of Energy and 
EFSC. The BLM assumes the B2H Project will comply with land use ordinances and state 
preservation goals as dictated by the Oregon Department of Energy.

Chapter 2, Section 2.5.1 of the Final EIS presents an explanation of the study and analysis 
approach employed for the B2H Project. Chapter 3 has been expanded to provide more 
description of the methods for used for analyzing effects associated with each resource 
(tiered to the overall approach). Chapter 3 also provides more information about the 
resources, mitigation applied to reduce impacts, and residual impacts on resources along 
each alternative route by segment.

B25k

B25l

B25m
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25n  The BLM believes the study corridor established for earth resources is adequate. 

B25o  The Final EIS has been updated to expand the discussion of compliance with existing land 
use plans, local permit requirements

B25p  Comment noted. This type of potential effects is addressed in the analysis in the Final EIS. 

B25m

B25n

B25o

B25p
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25q
 The effects of the B2H Project on soils susceptible to wind erosion are included in the 
analysis. However, the BLM does not agree that wind velocity data are needed in this 
assessment. 

B25r  Short and long term impacts have been clarifi ed in the Final EIS (refer to Chapter 2, Section 
2.5.1).

B25s  Comments noted.

B25q

B25r

B25s
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25t

 The issues raised concerning negative impacts of the issuance of a removal/fi ll permit on the 
social, economic and other public benefi ts of the proposed action vs. the no action alternative 
are beyond the scope of this analysis. 

Potential impacts of the B2H Project on runoff and groundwater are addressed in Section 
3.2.2.

B25u

 Please refer to Sections 1.9.1 and 1.10, describes the timing and content of EFSC process. 
The EFSC process will be formally initiated once a route for construction is chosen and fi nal 
engineering is completed. The Final EIS is not intended to analyze issues specifi c to criteria 
necessary to acquire removal/fi ll permits.

B25v

 The Final EIS has been revised to discuss anticipated impacts of the proposed actions due to 
construction, operation and maintenance of the Proposed Action and includes an evaluation 
of which impacts would require a removal/fi ll permit. Final engineering of the B2H Project 
including access roads, laydown yards, tensioning sites, tower construction and associated 
structures has not been completed, and as such was not available for specifi c analysis with 
respect to removal/fi ll calculations. Please refer to Sections 1.9.1 and 1.10 where the timing 
and content of EFSC process is described. The EFSC process will be formally initiated once 
a route for construction is chosen and fi nal engineering is completed. The Final EIS is not 
intended to analyze issues specifi c to criteria necessary to acquire removal/fi ll permits.

B25t

B25u

B25v
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25w

 Final engineering of the B2H Project including access roads has not been completed, and 
as such was not available for specifi c analysis with respect to roads and specifi c species in 
areas of proposed improvement or construction.

Wetlands and other water resources throughout the B2H Project area are contained 
within Riparian Conservation Areas, which extend 100 to 150 feet from the boundary of all 
mapped wetlands. Impacts on waters of the U.S. from tower construction, access roads, and 
associated structures have been assessed using a quantitative impact analysis.

B25x

 Wetlands and other water resources throughout the B2H Project area are contained within 
the Riparian Conservation Area vegetation community type. These Riparian Conservation 
Areas extend 100 to 150 feet from identifi ed wetlands. Any impacts on these Riparian 
Conservation Areas would accurately refl ect any potential disturbance to areas within 100 
feet of a wetland. Refer to Section 3.2.3 for the methods used to determine the extent and 
types of potential impacts to these Riparian Conservation Areas. The analysis of impacts to 
vegetation communities has been expanded to include potential impacts to these Riparian 
Conservation Areas, and can be found in Section 3.2.3. The analysis of impacts specifi c to 
wetlands and other water resources can be found in Section 3.2.2. 

B25y  The effects of the B2H Project on wetlands are discussed in Section 3.2.2.

B25z

 Comment noted. Impacts to wetlands by severity are defi ned by an Impact Criteria Table 
(Table 3-57), and are broken down by community type (i.e., forested wetlands, scrub-
shrub wetlands, emergent wetlands). Wetlands and other water resources throughout 
the B2H Project area are mapped within a Riparian Conservation Area. Mapped Riparian 
Conservation Areas extend 100 to 150 feet from identifi ed wetlands. Proposed impacts on 
these mapped Riparian Conservation Areas refl ect any potential disturbance to areas within 
100 feet of a wetland.

B25aa See next page for response to B25aa.

B25v

B25w

B25x

B25y

B25z

B25aa
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25aa

 Comment noted. The Applicant has committed to surveys for sensitive species prior to 
construction. Final engineering of B2H Project roads, structures and associated crossings 
has not been completed, and as such was not available for detailed analysis in the Final EIS.

The wildlife analysis has been updated for the Final EIS to incorporate B2H Project-specifi c 
survey data, as well as survey data in the B2H Project area from state and federal wildlife 
agencies. 

The cumulative effects analysis has also been updated to include additional information 
on existing sources of disturbance in the B2H Project area. In addition, it is reasonable to 
assume that construction of the B2H Project, by strengthening the transmission backbone 
in the region, will spur additional generation projects that are either in early stages of 
development or are not yet underway. Even if these projects are not yet individually known, 
their likely addition can be considered reasonably foreseeable and therefore should be 
included in the cumulative impacts analysis. With the potential for energy development in the 
region, BLM must recognize the connected and cumulative effects that these projects have 
upon one another and include that analysis in the Final EIS. This information is critical to 
development of an appropriate suite of mitigation efforts. 

Recommendation: The Bureau should analyze the cumulative effects of reasonably 
foreseeable energy development that is likely to occur as a result of the proposed B2H 
Project.

B25ab

 Comment noted. Final engineering of B2H Project roads and associated structures, 
access and construction areas, has not been completed, and as such was not available 
for analysis in the Final EIS. Detailed analysis of impacts to waters of the U.S. was unable 
to be conducted during the Final EIS due to unavailable micro-siting information for tower 
pads, laydown yards, tensioning sites and other sub-facilities. Micro-siting occurs after 
preconstruction surveys are conducted to determine actual boundaries of regulated waters 
of the U.S. The Final EIS addresses information requirements as stipulated in Sections 2 
through 5 of Executive Order 11990 throughout the document. Specifi c details regarding 
impacts to waters of the U.S. were unable to be conducted during the Final EIS. 

B25ac

 Comment noted. As part of the B2H Project description, Idaho Power has committed to 
several mitigation measures reducing erosion. The Final EIS addresses acres of proposed 
impacts to mapped groundwater drinking water source areas and mapped surface drinking 
water source areas, reported as acres. Proposed impacts due to sediment and erosion 
impacts are addressed qualitatively. 

B25ad  The effects of the B2H Project on native vegetation are discussed in Section 3.2.3. The 
effects of the B2H Project on dryland farming are discussed in Section 3.2.7.

B25ae
 Analysis has been expanded to include alternative route variations with careful consideration 
of sensitive wildlife habitat and resources areas. The Final EIS has been revised to include 
evaluation of Ladd Marsh, see Sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.4 for further discussion.

B25aa

B25ab

B25ac

B25ad

B25ae
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25af

 Comment noted. The Applicant has committed to conducting preconstruction surveys to be 
conducted to identify environmental resources in the B2H Project Area, including wetlands, 
waters and sensitive wildlife habitat, to establish baseline conditions. The Applicant has 
committed to several Design Measures and site specifi c Selective Mitigation Measures 
designed to avoid or reduce anticipated B2H Project effects to environmental resources, 
including the creation and implementation of a Water Resources Protection Plan and 
Reclamation, Revegetation, and Monitoring Framework Plan. These mitigation measures 
have been considered as a requirement for construction, operation, and maintenance and will 
be transferred to the Plan of Development which will be a condition of the Record of Decision 
and a stipulation of the right-of-way grant. 

See response to Comment B25ab.

B25ag

 Comment noted. Final engineering of B2H Project structures, access roads and construction 
areas and related proposed blasting zones, has not been completed, and as such is not 
available for analysis in the Final EIS. The Final EIS addresses proposed impacts to mapped 
areas of groundwater drinking water source areas and mapped fl ood hazard areas on a 
conservative basis using a quantitative impact analysis. Proposed impacts due to sediment 
and erosion impacts are addressed qualitatively. The issues raised concerning economic loss 
include an expanded analysis of economic impacts of project under Final EIS Sections 3.2.7 
and 3.2.17.

B25ah  The effects of the B2H Project on wetlands are discussed in Section 3.2.2.

B25ai

 Comment noted. Preconstruction surveys will be conducted to identify wetland and water 
resources in the B2H Project Area and establish baseline conditions. In addition, the 
Applicant has committed to several design measures and site specifi c selective mitigation 
measures designed to avoid or reduce anticipated B2H Project effects to waters of the 
U.S., including the creation and implementation of a Water Resources Protection Plan and 
Reclamation, Revegetation, and Monitoring Framework Plan. These mitigation measures 
have been considered as a requirement for construction, operation, and maintenance and will 
be transferred to the Plan of Development which will be a condition of the Record of decision 
and a stipulation of the right-of-way grant. 

B25af

B25ag

B25ah

B25ai
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25aj

 The potential effects of vegetation removal on water resources are discussed in Section 
3.2.2.4. 

In addition, the Applicant has committed to several design features and site specifi c selective 
mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce anticipated B2H Project effects to water 
resources, including the creation and implementation of a Water Resources Protection Plan 
and Reclamation, Revegetation, and Monitoring Framework Plan. These mitigation measures 
have been considered as a requirement for construction, operation, and maintenance and will 
be transferred to the Plan of Development which will be a condition of the Record of decision 
and a stipulation of the right-of-way grant. 

B25ai

B25aj

B25ak

B25al

B25am

B25ak  The potential effects of roads on water resources are discussed in Section 3.2.2.4. Also, see 
response to Comment B25ak. 

B25al  The potential effects of blasting on water resources are discussed in Section 3.2.2.4. Also, 
see response to Comment B25ak

B25am
 The Applicant has committed to using currently existing municipal sources of water for 
construction purposes. No new water rights or water wells will be required to construction, 
operate or maintain the B2H Project.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25an

B25ao

B25ap

B25aq

B25ar

B25an  Short and long term impacts have been clarifi ed in the Final EIS (refer to Chapter 2, Section 
2.5.1).

B25ao

 The potential effects of the B2H Project on Section 303(d) listed sediment-impaired streams 
are discussed in Section 3.2.2.4. 

In addition, the Applicant has committed to several measures designed to mitigate 
B2H Project effects from noxious weeds, among them the creation of a Noxious Weed 
Management Plan and Reclamation, Revegetation, and Monitoring Framework Plan, which 
will be included in the Plan of Development. These plans detail methods for soil conservation, 
re-seeding, and preconstruction noxious weed surveys to identify noxious weed extents in the 
right-of-way. The Plan of Development would be a condition of the Record of Decision and a 
stipulation of the right-of-way grant.

B25ap

 The Applicant has committed to several measures designed to mitigate effects from noxious 
weeds, among them the creation of a Noxious Weed Management Plan and a Reclamation, 
Revegetation, and Monitoring Plan, which will be included in the Plan of Development. These 
plans detail the methods used to conduct preconstruction weed surveys, areas requiring 
ongoing weed control activities both before and after B2H Project construction, and post-
construction weed monitoring. 

The analysis of noxious weeds in the EIS has been revised to greater clarify the threat from 
noxious weed invasion, and the potential effects of the B2H Project on facilitating the spread 
of noxious weeds.

B25aq
 The Applicant has committed to using currently existing municipal sources of water for 
construction purposes. No new water rights or water wells will be required to construction, 
operate or maintain the B2H Project.

B25ar  Response pending. Will be addressed when agency comments on the AFEIS are addressed. 
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25as

B25ar

B25at

B25au

B25as

 The impact analysis for water resources has been revised for the Final EIS. Levels of residual 
impacts refl ect the anticipated impacts remaining after consideration of the design features 
and mitigation measures that would reduce impacts on water resources. The Applicant has 
committed to several measures designed to mitigate B2H Project effects from impacts to 
waters of the U.S., among them the creation of a Water Resources Protection Plan and 
Reclamation, Revegetation, and Monitoring Framework Plan. These plans detail methods 
for avoidance, spanning, selective vegetation management and preconstruction wetland 
surveys to identify wetland and waters extents in the right-of-way. Long term impacts would 
be mitigated by the use of these methods and the mitigation for all wetlands permanently 
impacted. These mitigation measures have been considered as a requirement for 
construction, operation, and maintenance and will be transferred to the Plan of Development 
which will be a condition of the Record of Decision and a stipulation of the right-of-way grant.

B25at  Comments noted.

B25au

 Comment noted. The Final EIS has been revised to include evidence to support “low 
probability” fi ndings statement, including reference to mapped, known baseline conditions, 
mitigation measures including preconstruction surveys to verify baseline conditions and 
design features and selective mitigation measures to be applied.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25av

B25aw

B25ax

B25av

 Comment noted. Indirect impacts to waters of US have been addressed in the Final EIS in 
a qualitative discussion, including an expanded discussion about the Applicant’s committed 
Design Features and Mitigation Measures that are applicable to reducing impacts to wetlands 
and surface waters. Compensatory mitigation specifi c to individual wetland impacts is outside 
the scope of this analysis. 

B25aw

 The Final EIS has been updated to include evaluation of existing timberlands and analysis 
of potential impacts. See Section 3.2.6 for further detail. In addition, impact analysis and 
mitigation measures have been more clearly identifi ed and organized to address impact and 
mitigation associated with revegetation. See also Section 3.2.17 for discussion of economic 
impacts related to Timber resources.

B25ax

 Comment noted. Indirect impacts to water resources have been addressed in the Final EIS in 
a qualitative discussion, including an expanded discussion about the Applicant’s commitment 
to the use of design features and mitigation measures that would be applicable to reducing 
impacts to wetlands and surface waters. The issues raised concerning economic loss include 
an expanded analysis of economic impacts of project under Final EIS Section 3.2.7 and 
3.2.17.

The economic analysis in Section 3.2.17 has been revised based on updated based on 
additional land use data discussed in the revised version of Sections 3.2.6 through 3.2.11. 
The economic analysis discusses potential impacts on timber resources and how these 
effects may affect local economic conditions.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25ay

B25az

B25ba

B25bb

B25ay  Comment noted. More thorough discussions of traditional foods resources have been added 
to Sections 3.2.3, 3.2.4, 3.2.5, and 3.2.13 of the Final EIS.

B25az  Comment noted. Spatial restrictions around nests have been determined in collaboration the 
cooperating agencies, including the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

B25ba  Comment noted. Idaho Power has committed to seasonal and spatial restrictions on B2H 
Project activities during critical periods for wildlife. 

B25bb  See response to Comment B25b
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25bc

B25bd

B25be

B25bc
 The wildlife analysis has been revised for the Final EIS in cooperation with ODFW to 
include additional information on the direct and indirect effects of the B2H Project, including 
additional information on impacts from roads. 

B25bd
 The cumulative effects analysis on the Wildlife section (Section 3.3) has been updated for 
the Final EIS to include additional information on impacts from the B2H Project and existing 
sources of disturbance. 

B25be  See response to Comment B25b.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25be

B25bf

B25bg

B25bh

B25bf  See response to Comment B25ab.

B25bg  Potential effects on the B2H Project on wildlife species in Ladd Marsh has been added to the 
Segment 2 discussions of Sections 3.2.4.5 and 3.2.4.6. 

B25bh

 Analysis has been expanded to include alternative route variations with careful consideration 
of sensitive wildlife habitat and resources areas. The Final EIS has been revised to include 
evaluation of Ladd Marsh, see Sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.4 for further discussion.
See response to Comment B25bg. 

The Applicant has committed to design features and site-specifi c mitigation measures to 
minimize anticipated B2H Project impacts to birds, big game, and other wildlife, including 
preconstruction surveys, seasonal and spatial restrictions, a Plan of Development that 
includes a Biological Resources Conservation Plan, limited removal of trees and other 
vegetation, and limited new or improved accessibility to sensitive habitat.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25bh

B25bi

B25bj

B25bk

B25bl

B25bi  Siting of the proposed transmission line would be in compliance with applicable federal, state, 
and local land use regulations and guidance. 

B25bj

 Comment noted. The impacts on the relevant and important values and management of the 
Ladd Marsh Wildlife Area are disclosed in the Final EIS (refer to the Segment 2 discussion of 
Specially Designated Areas in Section 3.3.6). Direct and indirect impacts on the Ladd Marsh 
Wildlife Area are assessed.

B25bk  Route preference noted. Impacts to the Ladd Marsh Wildlife Area have been expanded in the 
Final EIS and are included in Section 3.2.6. 

B25bl  Thank you for the references.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25bm

B25bn

B25bo

B25bp

B25bm  The list of federally listed and special status species that occur in the B2H Project area has 
been updated for the Final EIS.

B25bn

 Comment noted. The Applicant has committed to updated design features and selective 
mitigation measures designed to minimize anticipated potential B2H Project impacts from 
new access roads and sediment transport to streams from upland locations. B2H Project 
design features and selective mitigation measures that would minimize impacts on fi sh 
resources include spanning of riparian communities and water courses, using existing 
access roads, and selective removal of vegetation. Refer to Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIS for 
analysis of impacts.
See response to Comment B25bh.

The wildlife analysis has been updated for the Final EIS to include additional information on 
direct and indirect effects from the B2H Project including information on wildlife that inhabits 
Ladd Marsh in the B2H Project area. 

B25bo

 Comment noted. Comments on the Draft EIS expressed that not enough information was 
provided in the Draft EIS to enable the reviewers to understand where impacts would occur 
and where mitigation would be applied to reduce impacts. Chapter 2, Section 2.5.1 of the 
Final EIS presents an explanation of the study and analysis approach employed for the B2H 
Project, Chapter 3 has been expanded to provide more description of the methods used 
for analyzing effects associated with each resource (tiered to the overall approach) and to 
provide more information about the resources, mitigation applied to reduce impacts, and 
residual impacts on resources along each alternative route by segment. In addition, a map 
volume of large-scale maps is provided to present resource data and to show the level of 
residual impact on the resources along all of the alternative routes.

B25bp
 The criteria for impact levels has been updated for the Final EIS in collaboration with the 
cooperation agencies, and the analysis for migratory birds and raptors was revised based on 
comments in the Draft EIS. 
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25bq

B25bp

B25br

B25bq
 Comment noted. Displacement of wildlife is considered in the effects analysis. However, 
displacement of wildlife form ultraviolet light was not raised as an issue during public and 
agency scoping, and the effects of such are not documented in literature. 

B25br

 Electric and magnetic fi elds have been extensively studied as a possible risk factor for 
adverse health effects in humans. Similar to the human health studies, no mechanism has 
been demonstrated between the exposure of an animal to transmission line levels of electric 
and magnetic fi elds and a disease outcome. See Section 3.2.18.2 for further detail.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25bs

B25bt

B25bu

B25bs

 Idaho Power’s transmission lines are designed and operated to minimize EMF exposure 
wherever practicable in accordance with recommendations made by the World Health 
Organization, the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, and other. Many 
sources of EMF, at a variety of frequencies, have been reported to affect pacemakers. The 
manufacturers of pacemakers also have designed their devices in various ways to minimize 
potential interference from endogenous sources (e.g., muscle potentials) and interference by 
conducted currents from exogenous sources. 

The Applicant relies on the fi ndings and conclusions of public health specialists and 
international scientifi c organizations, such as the World Health Organization (WHO) and the 
International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP), for guidance and 
guidelines regarding EMF. EMF is discussed in greater detail in Section 3.2.18. As identifi ed 
in design features of the Proposed Action (Table 2-7, Design Feature), the Applicant would 
continue to address public health and safety throughout the life of the B2H Project.

B25bt  The effects on the B2H Project on agriculture, including interference with farming equipment 
or practices are addressed in the Section 3.2.7. See also the response to Comment B25br.

B25bu

 This section has been revised for clarity. The Applicant relies on the fi ndings and conclusions 
of public health specialists and international scientifi c organizations, such as the World Health 
Organization (WHO) and the International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection 
(ICNIRP), for guidance and guidelines regarding EMF. EMF is discussed in greater detail 
in Section 3.2.18. As identifi ed in design features of the Proposed Action (Table 2-7), the 
Applicant would continue to address public health and safety throughout the life of the B2H 
Project.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25bu

B25bv

B25bw

B25bx

B25bv

 The wildlife analysis has been updated for the Final EIS in cooperation with ODFW. The 
Applicant has committed to design features and site-specifi c mitigation measure to minimize 
anticipated B2H Project impacts on elk, including seasonal and spatial restrictions, a Plan of 
Development that includes a Biological Resources Conservation Plan, and limiting new and 
improved accessibility to sensitive areas. 

B25bw
 The big game analysis has been revised for the Final EIS to include additional information on 
direct and indirect effects of the B2H Project on designated big game habitats; the designated 
habitats to analyze were identifi ed in collaboration with the state wildlife agencies. 

B25bx  See response to Comment B25bv.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25by

B25bz

B25ca

B25cb

B25by  The analysis of elk has been updated for the Final EIS to include additional information on 
the direct and indirect impacts from the B2H Project. 

B25bz

 The analysis has been revised for the Final EIS to include a quantitative analysis of the 
estimated acres of disturbance to designated big game habitats due to the construction 
of B2H Project features. Additional direct and indirect effects on big game are analyzed 
qualitatively.

B25ca

 Potential effects of the B2H Project on fi sh in the Grande Ronde River Basin are described in 
Section 3.2.5. The B2H Project would not cross fi sh-bearing waterways or mapped wetlands 
on the Ladd Marsh Wildlife Area. Refer to Section 3.2.2 for a description of potential effects of 
the B2H Project on wetlands in the Grande Ronde River Basin.

B25cb  See response to Comment B25k.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25cb

B25cc

B25cd

B25ce

B25cf

B25cc  Comments noted. 

B25cd

 Analysis has been expanded to include alternative route variations with careful consideration 
of effects to public and private lands. The impact on land use and public interest are 
carefully considered along with the BLM’s charge of providing multiple use of the lands they 
administer. The Final EIS has been updated to include impact analysis for recreation, timber 
production and wildlife habitat. 

B25ce

 Most agricultural operations can continue within the right-of-way. Long-term surface 
disturbance and construction disturbance are included in Section 3.2.7. This includes 
estimated structure disturbance, but other B2H Project facilities such as access roads, 
stations, pulling and tensioning sites, etc. The analysis to agriculture for all alternatives in 
the Final EIS includes a discussion of impacts to soils, crop production, irrigated agriculture, 
aerial spraying, etc. Refer to Section 3.2.7 (Types of Potential Effects) for this discussion. 

The economic analysis in Section 3.2.17 of the Final EIS includes additional data on effects 
to irrigated farmland from the construction and operation of the B2H Project. The revised 
analysis assesses how surface disturbances may affect crop yields under the alternatives, 
and how these changes in crop yields may affect local economic conditions.

B25cf

 The Applicant has committed to updated design features and selective mitigation measures 
designed to minimize anticipated potential B2H Project impacts. B2H Project design 
features and selective mitigation measures that would minimize impacts on fi sh resources 
include spanning of riparian communities and water courses, using existing access roads, 
and selective removal of vegetation. Refer to Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIS for analysis of 
impacts.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25cg

B25ch

B25ci

B25cg

 Indirect impacts to water resources have been addressed in the Final EIS in a qualitative 
discussion, including an expanded discussion about the Applicant’s commitment to the use 
of design features and mitigation measures that would be applicable to reducing impacts 
to wetlands and surface waters. The issues raised concerning economic loss include an 
expanded analysis of economic impacts of project under Final EIS Sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.17.

B25ch  See response to Comment B25k.

B25ci

 It is not BLM’s role or responsibility to verify an applicant’s interests and objectives for a 
proposed project. As a regulated utility, the need for transmission projects proposed by the 
Applicant is scrutinized by the Public Utilities Commission. The responsibility of BLM and 
other land-management agencies is to respond the application for right-of-way across lands it 
administers. The most readily available information was used during development of the Draft 
EIS.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25ci

B25cj

B25ck

B25cl

B25cj
 The economic analysis in Section 3.2.17 has been updated based on additional surface 
disturbance data for the alternative routes. The revised analysis assesses how surface 
disturbances may affect natural resources and the livelihoods of local residents.

B25ck

 Comment noted. If the alternative route is selected for construction, cultural resources would 
be evaluated and analyzed under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 
any adverse effects to cultural resources would need to be resolved per the Programmatic 
Agreement for the B2H Project.

B25cl  See responses to Comments B25b and B25ab.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25cm

B25cn

B25cm  See response to Comment B25ab.

B25cn  See response to Comment B25ci.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25co

B25cp

B25cq

B25cr

B25co  Comment noted.

B25cp  Comment noted. 

B25cq  Thank you for the references.

B25cr

 Comments on the Draft EIS expressed that not enough information was provided in the Draft 
EIS to enable the reviewers to understand where impacts would occur and where mitigation 
would be applied to reduce impacts. Chapter 2, Section 2.5.1 of the Final EIS presents an 
explanation of the study and analysis approach employed for the B2H Project. Chapter 3 has 
been expanded to provide more description of the methods for used for analyzing effects 
associated with each resource (tiered to the overall approach). Chapter 3 also provides more 
information about the resources, mitigation applied to reduce impacts, and residual impacts 
on resources along each alternative route by segment, including cumulative effects. 
Counties and cooperating agencies were contacted and asked to provide additional informa-
tion to be included in cumulative analysis for the Final EIS. New wind projects were added 
while some wind energy projects addressed in the Draft EIS may no longer be included in this 
analysis due to changing economic conditions and expiration of permits during the revision 
period between the Draft and Final EIS. See Section 3.3 for further detail.

See response to Comment B25bd.



COMMENT(S) RESPONSE(S)
B2H Final EIS and Proposed LUP Amendments Appendix K—Public Comments on the Draft EIS and LUP Amendments and Agency Responses to the Comments

Page K8-342

Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25cs

B25ct

B25cu

B25cv

B25cw

B25cs

 The environmental justice analysis in Section 3.2.17 has been updated to further discuss 
how transmission lines may affect underserved and at-risk populations. Economic impacts 
of surface disturbances associated with the construction and operations of the B2H 
transmission line are discussed in Section 3.2.17.6.

The National Environmental Policy Act does not require an Environment Impact Statement 
to include formal cost-benefi t analysis; economic, social, and environmental impacts must be 
disclosed, but these impacts are not required to be discussed in monetary terms.

B25ct

 See response to Comment B25ci. Comments on the Draft EIS expressed that not enough 
information was provided in the Draft EIS to enable the reviewers to understand where 
impacts would occur and where mitigation would be applied to reduce impacts. Chapter 2, 
Section 2.5.1 of the Final EIS presents an explanation of the study and analysis approach 
employed for the B2H Project, Chapter 3 has been expanded to provide more description of 
the methods used for analyzing effects associated with each resource (tiered to the overall 
approach) and to provide more information about the resources, mitigation applied to reduce 
impacts, and residual impacts on resources along each alternative route by segment. In 
addition, a map volume of large-scale maps is provided to present resource data and to show 
the level of residual impact on the resources along all of the alternative routes.

B25cu

 It is not BLM’s role or responsibility to verify an applicant’s interests and objectives for a 
proposed project. As a regulated utility, the need for transmission projects proposed by the 
Applicant is scrutinized and approved as appropriate by the Public Utilities Commission in 
each state. The Applicant’s goals and objectives for a project are outlined in their IRP, which 
is updated every two years and can be found at http://www.pacifi corp.com/es/irp.html.

The BLM’s purpose and need is to respond to the application for right-of-way across lands it 
administers.

B25cv

 It is not BLM’s role or responsibility to verify an applicant’s interests and objectives for a 
proposed project. As a regulated utility, the need for transmission projects proposed by the 
Applicant is scrutinized and approved as appropriate by the Public Utilities Commission in 
each state. The BLM’s purpose and need is to respond to the application for right-of-way 
across lands it administers.

B25cw

 Comments on the Draft EIS expressed that not enough information was provided in the Draft 
EIS to enable the reviewers to understand where impacts would occur and where mitigation 
would be applied to reduce impacts. Chapter 2, Section 2.5.1 of the Final EIS presents an 
explanation of the study and analysis approach employed for the B2H Project. Chapter 3 has 
been expanded to provide more description of the methods for used for analyzing effects 
associated with each resource (tiered to the overall approach). Chapter 3 also provides more 
information about the resources, mitigation applied to reduce impacts, and residual impacts 
on resources along each alternative route by segment. In addition, a map volume of large-
scale maps is provided to present resource data and to show the level of residual impact on 
the resources along all of the alternative routes.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25cw

B25cx

B25cy

B25cz

B25da

B25db

B25cx

 Comment noted. Final engineering of B2H Project roads has not been completed, and as 
such was not available for analysis in the Final EIS. Impacts on wetlands and waters have 
been expanded in the Final EIS to specifi cally include effects from tower construction, access 
roads, and associated structures. Impacts from project actions and the methods used to 
estimate surface disturbance of project actions is included in Section 3.2.2. 

B25cy  See response to Comment B25by.

B25cz  See response to Comment B25az. Adaptive management practices will be addressed in the 
revised Plan of Development. 

B25da  The access road types and potential crossings are included in Chapter two of the document. 
Maintenance activities are also discussed in Chapter 2. 

B25db  Comment noted.
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Oregon Trail Trader (cont.)B25

B25dc B25dc  
  The Applicant has committed to complying with the seasonal and spatial restrictions 
developed in cooperation with the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife and the US Fish 
and Wildlife Service. Refer to Table 2-13.


	B25 Oregon Trail Trader



