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August 9, 2007

Carl J. Keller

¢/o0 Bonneville Power Administration
Public Affairs Office — DKC-7

PO Box 14428

Portland, OR 97293-4428

Re: Environmental review of UPC’s proposed Cascade Wind Interconnection Project
Dear Mr. Keller:

Thank you for the opportunity to write you concerning BPA’s environmental review of UPC’s
request to interconnect up to 50-megawatts of electricity from their proposed Cascade Wind Energy
Project in Wasco County, Oregon. In this process the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) is
required under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to analyze all Cumulative Impacts of
this proposed Cascade Wind Interconnection Project. This would include all wind energy projects
proposed in this area now and in the future, such as the proposed Saddleback Wind project on
Underwood Mt., WA, next to the Columbia Gorge National Scenic Area (CGNSA) again and
immediately upwind from White Salmon, WA and Hood River, OR in the heart of the Gorge!! We
have reviewed UPC’s initial April 2007 application which is the only document submitted to which
we can refer, although it has not been deemed complete or accepted by the OR Energy Facility Siting
Council (EFSC). We find this document is not consistent with BPA’s Business Plan Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

In reading this document, we are struck not only by the frequent inadequate and missing data from
this UPC application, but discover that whole sections addressing various studies for rare plants and
wildlife species, among others, have not even been conducted in the new southern array configuration
of the proposed wind turbines, and very inadequately in the other arrays!! These studies need to be
fully completed before any of the UPC application begins to adhere to BPA’s Business Plan Final
EIS!! Protocol for sufficient studies typically extends over several full years, covering ALL seasons.
We will attempt to enumerate many examples and references to the excluded studies and data. Since
much of these studies were done by computer modeling and analysis, and this project has been
compared to other locales that are quite dissimilar to our local area, many of the study’s conclusions
are erroneous.

For the above mentioned reasons among many others, we are opposed to the proposed Cascade Wind
Interconnection Project. The entire Cascade Wind project has been sited completely in the wrong
location for numerous reasons, primarily being its location far too close to residences with all its
associated problems such as noise, health risks from: audible noise levels, low frequency impulse
sound and shadow flicker, and additional health risks from the extensive dust, vibration, odors and
other elements associated with the construction, operation and retirement of a wind energy facility.

Additionally, there would be irreparable impact damage to the soils, aquifers, springs, anomaly water
pockets that occur in fractured basaltic rock typical to the proposed southern array area, and to
residential wells throughout the area, as well as erosion into three watersheds (Chenowith, Rowena
and Mosier Creeks) from constant blasting during the construction phase, which is never even
disclosed in UPC’s application, and from erosion from 15 miles of road construction, drilling, cement
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