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From: repar@saw.net <repar@saw.net>
Sent: Thursday, September 14, 2023 4:02:42 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada)
To: Caputo, Lance (EFSEC) <lance.caputo@efsec.wa.gov>
Cc: EFSEC (EFSEC) <efsec@efsec.wa.gov>
Subject: Comments on the current Public Participation Policy for the Whistling Ridge meeting

External Email

Dear Lance and EFSEC,

First, I commented on the Whistling Ridge project at its inception and in 2010 and 2011.  Since
that time my residence address has changed, from 6971 E. Loop Rd., #2, Stevenson, WA 
98648, to P.O. Box 103 Stevenson, WA 98648.  My new cell number is (360) 726-7052.  My
email is still repar@saw.net.  Please use the current information for any notices about
Whistling Ridge.  Thank you.

I received the EFSEC notice that Whisting Ridge is up for discussion--again.  Apparently, the
two issues that are on the notice are the change in ownership and the request to extend the
Site Certificate Agreement another three (3) years.  The first notice that was sent and which I
received yesterday, stated that the meeting was set for Sept 14th, which is today, even though
in another part of the notice the meeting date was October 9th, 2023.  Today's amended notice
on the EFSEC website still says Sept 14 in the information paragraph.  This is quite
extraordinary, that EFSEC's notices can be so incorrect and could lead to a lot of
misunderstandings and under-representation from the public which has a deep concern about
this project.  I have gone through my hardcopies of all the EIS info and have attached some of
the distribution lists and the people and entities who made comments in 2010 and 2011, see
attachments.

This info "Informational Public Meeting: Monday, October 9, 2023, 5 PM – 7 PM or last speaker
whichever comes first: Pursuant to WAC 463-66-030, EFSEC proposes to hold a virtual, public,
special meeting on the evening of September 14, 2023." is incorrect and is on the website. 
And, the time period, 5 - 7 PM is totally inadequate for such a contentious subject!  Nowhere in
the current version of the notice did I see a deadline for public comments to be received by
EFSEC.  Also, when I followed the hyperlink "Copies of the current Site Certification
Agreement and the Certificate Holder’s amendment request are
available at:• https://www.efsec.wa.gov/energy-facilities/whistling-ridge-energy-project," in the
notice, all I see is the March 24, 2022 request at 
https://www.efsec.wa.gov/sites/default/files/096000/02571/20220324_WR_TransferRequest.pdf,
and signed by Greg Corbin, senior special counsel.  Where are the requests from the NEW
owners for an extension of the SCA and the request for transfer of ownership??

A transparent and accountable public participation process demands that the public have the
most current and available data for their decision-making.  That is not the case here--the date
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misinformation in both notices is striking.  I've looked at the EFSEC website for the public
participation policy and a search yielded no such available document.

The Whistling Ridge project was contentious from the start and continues to be contentious. 
The fact that it is 12 years since the FEIS tells me that this project is doomed--the FEIS is
expired.  The NEPA process states that and EIS expires: " (2) Environmental impact
statements within 2 years unless a senior agency official of the lead agency approves a longer
period in writing and establishes a new time limit. Two years is measured from the date of the
issuance of the notice of intent to the date a record of decision is signed."  Although this is for
NEPA, it is common sense.  And, in the case of Whistling Ridge, the SEPA would have to be
redone:  "In addition, agencies adopting existing environmental documents must independently
determine if they meet environmental review standards and a proposal's needs. To be
adopted, previous SEPA documents are not required to meet an agency's own preparation
procedures. However, in all cases, agencies are required to issue new threshold
determinations. (my bold) They can use the following previous SEPA documents" at
https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-
guidance/Guide-for-lead-agencies/Revising-and-adopting-existing-documents 

I will be making comments for the Oct 9th meeting but I really urge EFSEC to establish a new,
corrected notice for each of the amendments, the SCA and the amendment;  EFSEC should
publish a Public Participation Policy for these requests;  EFSEC should post the most recent,
correct documents, from EFSEC and the applicant, on its website about the requests--this is
critical so that public knows exactly who is requesting the extension and change of ownership. 
Twelve years should not be extended to 15 years.  (Perhaps EFSEC needs to establish a
policy of when a project actually is dead and cannot be resurrected.)

A timeline and correct documentation are critical in any public participation process.  Thank
you.

Please feel free to contact me.

Mary Repar
P.O. Box 103
Stevenson, WA 98648
 
Cell: (360) 726-7052
















































































































































































