TO:  Hearings Officer
Cc: Morgan Steele, Sr. Environmental Planner, City of Portland
FROM: Portland Urban Forestry Commission
DATE:  16 January 2025
RE:   LU 24-041109 CU EN GW    PGE and Harborton Reliability Project Proposal for more Transmission Lines through Forest Park

Dear Hearings Officer,
The Portland Urban Forestry Commission, a Portland City Council-appointed body to advise on tree-related issues, strongly opposes the proposed additional power transmission lines through an expanded use of City of Portland property near existing transmission lines within Forest Park. We strongly encourage you to deny the PGE request to carry on the proposed project.
We believe that an alternative route should be chosen that does not entail clearing 4.7 acres of protected forest including the removal of over 300 mature trees. The current proposal is not consistent with the stated goals laid out in the 1995 City-adopted Natural Resources Management Plan (NRMP) for Forest Park, nor does it meet the approval criteria for exceptions laid out in that document.  
The proposal disregards Goal #1 of the Forest Park NRMP, an important guiding principle:
Protect Forest Park’s native plant and animal communities, its soil and its water resources while managing the forest ecosystem in order to grow a self-sustaining ancient forest for the enjoyment and benefit of future generations.
While we appreciate PGE’s proposed mitigation strategies for work within Forest Park, these will not repair the immeasurable harm done to the developing “ancient forest” that could one day be Forest Park. The removal of 4.7 acres of forest and the filling of the existing wetlands and streams will be permanent and does not meet or attempt to meet this goal. The lines proposed to be installed necessitate keeping the corridor and buffer areas free of large trees, so no new trees would ever be planted or otherwise allowed to grow back in this area. This leaves any proposed onsite mitigation woefully short of creating “…a self-sustaining ancient forest for the enjoyment and benefit of future generations.”
The proposal does not satisfy the Approval Criteria for Exceptions to meeting the goals and standards in the NRMP. Criterion B requires the proposal to be a park-related development and that no alternative locations exist outside of Forest Park. There are practicable alternative options outside of the park, therefore this criterion is not met. 
Criterion D requires that any long-term adverse impacts of the proposed action on resource values be fully mitigated within the Management Unit. This criterion is not met with the proposed plan, and as noted above, it cannot be met on the site where permanent disruption will occur, therefore this criterion is not and cannot be met. Additionally, Criterion E requires the proposal be consistent with the purpose of the Environmental Zone. As the purpose of an Environmental Zone is to protect that zone from development, Criterion E is also not met.

We fear that the current proposal puts too much of the risk and cost—both financially and ecologically—on Portland citizens through the loss of the integrity of portions of Forest Park and through an increase in fire risk.  
Transmission line failures in the recent past are known causes of several devastating wildfires throughout Oregon and California, causing millions of dollars of property damage and loss of lives. We believe that the likelihood of fires in Forest Park is greatly increased by the presence of more transmission lines and that adding more lines is the status-quo alternative for developing new infrastructure. The project does not in and of itself address climate risks regardless of the source of the power, further putting it out of step with Portland’s climate goals.
Pursuing one of the several feasible alternative routes would meet PGE’s stated rationale for the project of providing a more reliable power supply of renewable energy while also meaningfully reducing wildfire risk and ecosystem destruction. We find it interesting and contradictory that former Portland Mayor Charlie Hales and former Portland City Council member and retiring Congressman Earl Blumenauer both point out “the risk of forest fires” as being one the pressing issues for Forest Park, even as they support the PGE proposal.
Lastly, we fear that this proposal, if permitted, will lead to even greater encroachment into Forest Park with future PGE proposals. The inherent future phases of work must be considered as an inevitable impact resulting from this project as it will all but guarantee future phased development in other parcels of Forest Park. Further, if permitted, we question the wisdom of granting PGE’s request in which they say they will do many things to protect the natural area in Forest Park during construction through the hiring of a PGE staff person that has the title of Environmental Inspector. It must be the City’s role to ensure the environmental protections promised are followed, should this project be approved.
We do not believe this proposal serves the best interests of Portland and causes more damage to our already limited natural resources within the City’s jurisdiction and recommend you deny PGE’s request to move forward in the strongest terms. 

Thank you,

Adrianne Feldstein _____________________
Portland Urban Forestry Commission Co-Chair

Leah Plack ____________________________
Portland Urban Forestry Commission Co-Chair

