
Dear Mr. Marsh,
 
Thank you for your letter dated April 25, 2014 to Kimberly Harris regarding 
PSE’s Energize Eastside project. I am responding on her behalf as a member of the
project’s public involvement team.
 
First and foremost, I want to reiterate that PSE is dedicated to providing reliable, 
affordable electric service to the Eastside today and in the future. Our homes and 
our jobs depend on the lights coming on whenever we need them day in and day 
out. Wherever we live, whatever we do, we all benefit from a safe, dependable 
electric grid. Our community outreach process for Energize Eastside, including the
Community Advisory Group, is a vital part of meeting our responsibility of 
serving the public and will remain so as the project moves forward.
 
In your letter you made statements about our decision-making and planning 
processes that are incorrect. Please allow me to clarify.
 
Community involvement
You wrote that “neighborhoods have a minority role” – in fact, neighborhoods are
the most represented segment of the community in our public outreach. On the 
Community Advisory Group, neighborhood leaders have more representatives (7 
members) than local governments (6), business groups (5), social service agencies 
and environmental advocates tribes (3) and schools (2). When combined with the 
Sub-Area Committees, more than 50 local neighborhoods have been invited to 
take part in our advisory group process – giving neighborhoods greater overall 
representation in our public outreach than all other stakeholders combined.
 
We take the outreach seriously, and our level of engagement proves it. From 
January 22 through May 7, 13 Energize Eastside public meetings, open houses and
outreach events have been held with further events scheduled in 2014. In addition, 
PSE has participated in more than 25 forums held at the request of local 
neighborhood, community and civic organizations wanting to know more about 
Energize Eastside. This level of public outreach is unprecedented, and far exceeds 
what the law requires prior to the permitting process. We stand by this process and
remain committed to our public outreach.
 
Underground power lines
You wrote that we have said “It must be overhead lines” – when we repeatedly 
have been clear in our public outreach process, on the Energize Eastside website 
and in media interviews that underground lines are an option, and that option is 



triggered by the local community requesting the undergrounding.  The additional 
costs of underground transmission lines are borne by those who request the lines 
be underground. As a very rough estimate, if all 18 miles of the Energize Eastside 
project were placed underground, the additional costs would be some $400 million
dollars or more. This tariff protects the many customers who may live far away 
from an underground line and would receive little benefit but would still have to 
bear the cost.
 
We have a responsibility to our customers to be clear that this option comes at 
considerable cost with little or no benefit to the broader community in terms of 
added reliability or ability to meet the region’s growing energy demand.  
Underground transmission lines add $20 million or more per mile to the costs of 
constructing a transmission line compared to above ground lines.
 
The 16 potential route segments proposed as part of Energize Eastside conform to 
our state’s long-settled public policy regarding above ground vs. underground 
transmission lines.

Project information and alternatives
Your letter states we have said “trust us” when questioned about the project. In 
truth, we have made detailed reports (many from independent authorities) 
available to the public at our community meetings, through the Energize Eastside 
website, and have provided experts to answer project questions at our Community 
Advisory Group and Sub-Area Committee meetings, open houses and Q & A 
sessions, briefings to local governments and online webinars.
 
These experts have included not only PSE staff, but also nationally recognized 
authorities on construction, engineering, permitting, legal issues and health 
impacts. These reports, public meetings and experts have addressed each question 
you pose in your letter, including: what was the process for selecting the potential 
routes, what is the availability of the Seattle City Light corridor, what are the 
options for undergrounding, what is the potential for conservation to meet future 
demand, and what emerging technologies such as solar or battery storage to 
provide alternatives to power lines.
 
Use of the Seattle City Light corridor
As has been discussed at some length at a number of public meetings, including 
those you personally have attended, the existing Seattle City Light transmission 
line corridor was identified as a potential route early in our project development 
but was eliminated following multiple discussions with City Light. In those 



repeated discussions with City Light, the utility has consistently stated that the 
corridor is needed to serve City Light’s own customers and is not available for 
other uses. While PSE has eminent domain authority, this authority does not 
extend to condemning property from a public agency that serves a public use.
 
Meeting the community’s energy needs
The Eastside’s main electric transmission line – the key power source for 
Redmond, Kirkland, Bellevue, Newcastle and Renton – was built in the early 
1960s. Back then, fewer than 50,000 people lived on the Eastside. Today, the 
Eastside is home to more than 350,000 people. Our community’s half-century old 
main power line now serves seven times as many people as it did when it was built
more than five decades ago. Looking ahead, the Puget Sound Regional Council 
foresees our growth to continue with a residential population expected to increase 
by more than one-third and a 70 percent increase in jobs. Every community 
(Redmond, Kirkland, Bellevue, Newcastle and Renton) is expected to grow.
 
Sometime around 2017, only a few years from now, peak energy demand on the 
Eastside will exceed the ability of our 1960s-era main electric transmission line to 
supply electricity. When that happens, we may see longer and more widespread 
power outages as well as face a shortage of power that will affect our economy, 
our community and our future. Doing nothing means risking our future. Meeting 
our region’s energy needs is a challenge, but we accept this work as part of our 
service to our residential and business customers. The Eastside is a congested, 
mixed-use region of homes, businesses, hospitals, schools and more and it is that 
same increasing density that is driving our increasing demand for electricity.
 
As the project moves ahead, we will continue to gather information regarding 
engineering, construction and environmental impact details of every potential 
segment and will continue to share them with the Community Advisory Group and
the public. We have said from the start this will be an ongoing process, with much 
information coming later in the permitting process.
 
In closing, I appreciate your participation in this process. You have been clear in 
stating that rebuilding along the “J” segment through Somerset is the wrong course
for your neighborhood. If that is still the case, I would ask that you examine 
alternative route segments, such as the “I” segment along Factoria Boulevard, and,
if you and your neighbors believe this or another potential route segment is a more
satisfactory alternative than the “J” segment, please communicate this to Mr. Steve
O’Donnell, President of the Somerset Community Association and a member of 
the Community Advisory Group.



 
As always, please do not hesitate to contact me or the project team in the future.
 
Best regards,
 
 
Keri Pravitz
Community Projects Manager

 

425-456-2007
355 110th Ave NE, EST06W
Bellevue, WA 98004
 
Puget Sound Energy is committed to keeping the community informed of public 
involvement opportunities and project progress. For the latest news about the 
project, please visit www.pse.com/energizeeastside.


