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SECTION 6: INTRODUCTION
21st Century Alternatives

City of Bellevue land use codes require PSE to “describe the technologies best suited to mitigate impacts 
on the surrounding properties.” 
Electrical demand forecasts do not indicate a need for additional electrical infrastructure on the Eastside, 
Even if demand did increase, it would do so incrementally. Smaller, site-specific technologies  would be 
far more cost effective than Energize Eastside. The Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission 
(WUTC) requires PSE to prove that their infrastructure investments are the most prudent for ratepayers. 
Energize is a large front-end investment, an all-or-nothing approach that is not a prudent solution to the 
electrical needs of the Eastside.
The reports in this section demonstrate that PSE predicated its evaluations of alternative technologies 
on studies that were outdated even at the time of analysis and ignored industry-wide recognition of the 
quickly advancing cost-effectivenss and technical feasibility of many of the alternatives that PSE dismissed. 
In addition, PSE evaluated each technology as a stand-alone solution rather than as an element of an 
integrated resource approach.
One additional report looks at the under-explored option of using Seattle City Light Transmission lines that 
on the Eastside closely parallel PSE’s 115kV line.
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