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·1· · · · · · · · · · ·BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,

·2· ·October 18, 2023, at 621 Woodland Square Loop

·3· ·Southeast, Lacey, Washington, at 1:30 p.m., the

·4· ·following Monthly Meeting of the Washington State

·5· ·Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held, to

·6· ·wit:

·7· · · · · · · · · · · ·<<<<<< >>>>>>

·8

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR DREW:· Good afternoon.· This

10· ·is Kathleen Drew, Chair of the Energy Facility Site

11· ·Evaluation Council, calling this meeting to order.

12· · · ·Ms. Grantham, will you call the roll.

13· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. GRANTHAM:· Certainly.

14· ·Department of Commerce.

15· · · ·Department of Ecology.

16· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. LEVITT:· Eli Levitt, present.

17· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. GRANTHAM:· Department of Fish

18· ·and Wildlife.

19· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. LIVINGSTON:· Mike Livingston,

20· ·present.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. GRANTHAM:· Department of

22· ·Natural Resources.

23· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. YOUNG:· Lenny Young, present.

24· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. GRANTHAM:· Utilities &

25· ·Transportation Commission.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BREWSTER:· Stacey Brewster,

·2· ·present.

·3· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Local government and

·4· ·optional State agencies:· For the Horse Heaven project,

·5· ·Department of Agriculture.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · MR. SANDISON:· Derek Sandison,

·7· ·present.

·8· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Benton County, Ed

·9· ·Brost.

10· · · · I do see Mr. Brost is present.

11· · · · For the Badger Mountain project:· For Douglas

12· ·County, Jordyn Guilio.

13· · · · For the Wautoma Solar Project:· For Benton County,

14· ·Dave Sharp.

15· · · · · · · · · · · MR. SHARP:· Dave Sharp, present.

16· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Washington State

17· ·Department of Transportation, Paul Gonseth.

18· · · · For the Hop Hill Solar Project:· For Benton

19· ·County, Paul Krupin.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MR. KRUPIN:· Paul Krupin, present.

21· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· For Carriger Solar:

22· ·Klickitat County, Matt Chiles.

23· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CHILES:· Matt Chiles, present.

24· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Assistant attorney

25· ·generals:· Jon Thompson.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · MR. THOMPSON:· Jon Thompson,

·2· ·present.

·3· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Jenna Slocum.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SLOCUM:· Jenna Slocum, present.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· And I do remember we

·6· ·do have a new assistant attorney general.· Jon

·7· ·Thompson, can you please remind me of his name?  I

·8· ·missed his name on the roll call sheet.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · MR. THOMPSON:· It is Zack Packer.

10· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· And is Zack present?

11· · · · Administrative law judges:· Adam Torem.

12· · · · · · · · · · · JUDGE TOREM:· This is Judge Torem.

13· ·I'm present.

14· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Laura Bradley.

15· · · · Dan Gerard.

16· · · · Joni Derifield.

17· · · · For Council staff:· Sonia Bumpus.

18· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BUMPUS:· Sonia Bumpus, present.

19· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Ami Hafkemeyer.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Ami Hafkemeyer,

21· ·present.

22· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Amy Moon.

23· · · · Stew Henderson.

24· · · · Joan Owens is present.

25· · · · Dave Walker.



·1· · · · Sonja Skavland.

·2· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SKAVLAND:· Sonja Skavland,

·3· ·present.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Lisa Masengale.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · MS. MASENGALE:· Present.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Sara Randolph.

·7· · · · Sean Greene.

·8· · · · · · · · · · · MS. REYNEVELD:· Sarah Reyneveld,

·9· ·present.

10· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Was that

11· ·Ms. Reyneveld?

12· · · · · · · · · · · MS. REYNEVELD:· That's correct.

13· ·Thank you.

14· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Okay.· Thank you.

15· ·You said "present" a little early, but I'll mark you

16· ·down for counsel for the environment.

17· · · · Sean Greene for Council staff.

18· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· Sean Greene, present.

19· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Lance Caputo.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CAPUTO:· Lance Caputo, present.

21· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· John Barnes.

22· · · · · · · · · · · MR. BARNES:· Present.

23· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Osta Davis.

24· · · · · · · · · · · MS. DAVIS:· Present.

25· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Joanne Snarski.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Joanne Snarski,

·2· ·present.

·3· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Alex Shiley.

·4· · · · Ali Smith.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SMITH:· Ali Smith, present.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Karl Holappa.

·7· · · · · · · · · · · MR. HOLAPPA:· Holappa, present.

·8· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· And for operational

·9· ·updates:· Kittitas Valley wind project.

10· · · · · · · · · · · MR. MELBARDIS:· Eric Melbardis,

11· ·present.

12· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Wild Horse wind power

13· ·project.

14· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GALBRAITH:· Jennifer Galbraith,

15· ·present.

16· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Grays Harbor Energy

17· ·Center.

18· · · · · · · · · · · MR. SHERIN:· Bruce Sherin, present.

19· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Chehalis Generation

20· ·Facility.

21· · · · · · · · · · · MR. SMITH:· Jeremy Smith, present.

22· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Columbia Generating

23· ·Station.

24· · · · Columbia Solar.

25· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CUSHING:· Thomas Cushing,



·1· ·present.

·2· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Goose Prairie Solar.

·3· · · · · · · · · · · MR. WILSON:· Scott Wilson, present.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Chair, there is a

·5· ·quorum for the regular Council and all of the other

·6· ·councils.· Thank you.

·7· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

·8· · · · Now taking up the proposed agenda in front of you.

·9· · · · Council members, there's an echo.· I think we're

10· ·okay now.

11· · · · So the proposed agenda is in front of you.

12· · · · Is there a motion to adopt the proposed agenda?

13· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Lenny Young.· So moved.

14· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· Eli Levitt.· Second.

15· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

16· · · · All those in favor, say "aye."

17· · · · · · · · · · · MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:· Aye.

18· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Opposed?

19· · · · Motion is adopted.

20· · · · Moving on to the meeting minutes from September

21· ·20th, 2023.

22· · · · Is there a motion to approve the meeting minutes?

23· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BREWSTER:· Stacey Brewster.

24· ·Motion to approve the September 20th, 2023, meeting

25· ·minutes.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Second?

·2· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LIVINGSTON:· Mike Livingston.

·3· ·Second.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thanks.

·5· · · · I have no corrections.

·6· · · · Does anyone else have any edits or corrections?

·7· · · · Hearing none.

·8· · · · All those in favor of approving the minutes,

·9· ·please say "aye."

10· · · · · · · · · · · MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:· Aye.

11· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Opposed?

12· · · · Motion is adopted.

13· · · · Moving on to our operational updates.

14· · · · Kittitas Valley wind project.· Mr. Melbardis.

15· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· Mr. Melbardis, you

16· ·are muted, if you're trying to speak.· Just a heads-up.

17· ·I see that you're still in here, so hopefully.

18· · · · · · · · · · · MR. MELBARDIS:· Sorry about that.

19· ·New -- new headset.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GRANTHAM:· No worries.

21· · · · · · · · · · · MR. MELBARDIS:· This is Eric Mel- --

22· ·Eric Melbardis with EDP Renewables for the Kittitas

23· ·Valley wind power project.

24· · · · And we had nothing nonroutine to report for the

25· ·period.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

·2· · · · Moving on to the Wild Horse wind power project.

·3· ·Ms. Galbraith.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MS. GALBRAITH:· Yes.· Thank you,

·5· ·Chair Drew, Council members, and staff.· This is

·6· ·Jennifer Galbraith representing Puget Sound Energy for

·7· ·the Wild Horse wind facility.

·8· · · · For the month of September, I have no nonroutine

·9· ·updates.

10· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

11· · · · For Grays Harbor Energy Center, Mr. Sherin.

12· · · · · · · · · · · MR. SHERIN:· Good afternoon, Chair

13· ·Drew, Council members, and staff.· This is Chris

14· ·Sherin, a plant manager from Grays Harbor Energy

15· ·Center.

16· · · · For the month of September, we have no nonroutine

17· ·items to report.

18· · · · We did submit our RATA results to EFSEC staff and

19· ·ORCAA.

20· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

21· · · · And apparently I took you out of order, so I will

22· ·go back to Chehalis Generation Facility, Mr. Smith.

23· · · · · · · · · · · MR. SMITH:· Good afternoon, Chair

24· ·Drew, EFSEC Council, and staff.· This is Jeremy Smith,

25· ·maintenance manager, representing Chehalis Generation



·1· ·Facility.

·2· · · · I have one nonroutine item to report, and it's

·3· ·Stefano Schnitger has assumed the plant manager

·4· ·position effective September 6th.

·5· · · · Are there any questions?

·6· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Great.

·7· · · · No.· Thank you.· Thank you for that update.

·8· · · · And moving on to the Columbia Solar project.

·9· ·Mr. Cushing.

10· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CUSHING:· Good -- hold on one

11· ·second.· There's background noise.

12· · · · Good afternoon, Chair Drew, Council members, and

13· ·staff.· This is Thomas Cushing, asset manager for the

14· ·Columbia Solar projects.

15· · · · For the month of September, we have no nonroutine

16· ·updates.

17· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

18· · · · For the Columbia Generating Station and WNP-1

19· ·and -4, Felicia Najera-Paxton.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:· Hi:· Good

21· ·afternoon, Chairman Drew.· Thanks for letting me join

22· ·kind of late.· I apologize for that.

23· · · · For this month, Columbia Generating Station has no

24· ·nonroutine items to report.

25· · · · We did have a Washington State fire marshal



·1· ·conduct inspection of the IDC and CGS buildings on

·2· ·October 2nd through the 4th with no major findings

·3· ·communicated following the inspection.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:· Thank you.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· For Goose Prairie

·7· ·Solar, Mr. Wilson.

·8· · · · · · · · · · · MR. WILSON:· Yeah, there is no

·9· ·nonroutine updates to report.

10· · · · As far as construction report, our project is on

11· ·schedule.· All our -- excuse me.· All our laydown yards

12· ·have been completed.· The substation grading and

13· ·foundations are complete.· Control house was delivered

14· ·and set at the site.

15· · · · We just did get one of our main power transformers

16· ·today and got that set.· The second one is scheduled to

17· ·come early November.

18· · · · All our roads are in, interior and exterior roads.

19· ·The PV array mainline roads, like I said, are complete.

20· ·The feeders are complete.· PV panels are starting to

21· ·arrive.· We've got some panels starting to show up

22· ·tomorrow.

23· · · · As far as SWPPP, it's being modified.· We're going

24· ·to try to submit it to EFSEC within the next few weeks.

25· · · · We do have monitoring through WSP.· They're here



·1· ·weekly.· They have found nothing really to report.

·2· · · · As far as public outreach, we are -- that's -- us

·3· ·and PCL are -- are getting together.· We're going to

·4· ·donate some AEDs to the Moxee Police Department.· It's

·5· ·going to be -- November 1st, we're going to have a

·6· ·little -- little get-together with them and present the

·7· ·AEDs.

·8· · · · And that is just a quick down-and-dirty for Goose

·9· ·Prairie.

10· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.· Thank you

11· ·very much.

12· · · · Moving on to the High Top and Ostrea project.

13· ·Ms. Hafkemeyer.

14· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Thank you.· Good

15· ·afternoon, Chair Drew and Council.

16· · · · For the High Top and Ostrea project, staff

17· ·continue to work with the developer on pre-

18· ·construction requirements and plans.

19· · · · We have no other updates at this time.

20· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

21· · · · For Whistling Ridge, Mr. Caputo, project update.

22· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CAPUTO:· Thank you, Chair Drew

23· ·and Council members.

24· · · · The applicants for the Whistling Ridge energy

25· ·project submitted an extension request as well as a



·1· ·petition to amend their site certification agreement.

·2· ·Staff are looking at available dates to schedule the

·3· ·meetings for the Council.

·4· · · · May I answer any questions?

·5· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Are there any

·6· ·questions?

·7· · · · Thank you for the update.

·8· · · · Desert Claim.· Ms. Hafkemeyer.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Thank you.

10· · · · Again, for the record, this is Ami Hafkemeyer

11· ·providing a project update on Desert Claim.

12· · · · At the last Council meeting on September 20th,

13· ·staff updated the Council on the proposed amendment to

14· ·the Desert Claim site certification agreement, or SCA,

15· ·in which the certificate holder, EDF Renewables,

16· ·submitted a request to amend the Desert Claim SCA.· EDF

17· ·Renewables requested an extension of the substantial

18· ·completion date from November 13th, 2023, to November

19· ·13th, 2028.

20· · · · As presented last month, the State Environmental

21· ·Policy Act, or SEPA, review was limited to the changes

22· ·proposed by the amendment request.· Staff recommended

23· ·provisions for inclusion in the SCA amendment to

24· ·account for current conditions in the project area,

25· ·industry, or agency practices that have evolved since



·1· ·the initial certification and information that has

·2· ·become available since the Desert Claim SCA was last

·3· ·amended in 2018.

·4· · · · At the previous meeting, I outlined the conditions

·5· ·that staff recommended to include in an SCA amendment,

·6· ·including:

·7· · · · limiting the build window by capping any further

·8· ·SCA extension requests.· Any further extension requests

·9· ·would not be allowed unless construction is reasonably

10· ·underway but may not reach the definition of

11· ·substantial completion;

12· · · · including a requirement for the aircraft detection

13· ·lighting system, if approved by the Federal Aviation

14· ·Administration, to be reviewed for any appropriate

15· ·additional permit requirements;

16· · · · including a commitment in the Desert Claim waste

17· ·management plan to recycle project components when

18· ·possible;

19· · · · and requiring the certificate holder to consider

20· ·the feasibility during micro-siting to place all

21· ·turbines more than .5 miles from nonparticipating

22· ·residences to avoid dominating views from these

23· ·sensitive viewing locations.

24· · · · One additional recommendation was made during the

25· ·September 20th Council meeting associated with



·1· ·extending the wildlife monitoring for carcasses.

·2· ·However, after additional evaluation by EFSEC staff,

·3· ·this was determined to already be included in the SCA.

·4· ·Therefore, this recommendation has not been

·5· ·incorporated into the resolution that you have in front

·6· ·of you for consideration.

·7· · · · At the September 20th Council meeting, Council

·8· ·directed staff to discuss these recommendations with

·9· ·the developer and prepare a resolution for Council

10· ·consideration.· Staff met with EDF Renewables to

11· ·confirm concurrence on these provisions.· The draft was

12· ·provided to Council review and made available for

13· ·public comment.

14· · · · Staff received one public comment speaking against

15· ·the viability of the project, but that did not result

16· ·in any suggested changes to the draft resolution.

17· · · · If the Council approves the resolution as drafted,

18· ·staff will prepare an amended SCA to reflect these

19· ·changes for review and approval at the November Council

20· ·meeting.

21· · · · At this time, staff recommend Council deliberate

22· ·and a vote to approve the draft resolution.

23· · · · Are there any questions?

24· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Are there any questions

25· ·for Ms. Hafkemeyer?



·1· · · · Okay.· You-all have and have received the draft

·2· ·resolution in front of you.

·3· · · · Is there a motion to approve the draft resolution

·4· ·as presented, approving the request for amendment for

·5· ·Desert Claim wind power project?

·6· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Lenny Young.· I move the

·7· ·resolution as amended.

·8· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· May I ask a few

·9· ·questions?

10· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Oh.· Sure.· Absolutely.

11· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· I'm sorry.· One is just

12· ·a details nuance.· You said half a mile from any

13· ·residence, but the letter says 2,500 feet, so that's a

14· ·little bit different.

15· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Chair, point of order.

16· ·Do we need to have the resolution -- the dra- -- the

17· ·matter that's in front of us seconded before we begin

18· ·discussion?

19· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Sure.· We can have a

20· ·second.

21· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BREWSTER:· Stacey Brewster.

22· ·Second.

23· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

24· · · · Okay.· Please continue, Mr. Levitt.

25· · · · Ms. Hafkemeyer.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· So the proposed

·2· ·resolution -- I'm sorry.· I'm not seeing the 2500 feet.

·3· · · · I believe the 2500 feet was part of the amendment

·4· ·in 2018, and staff are proposing that it be increased

·5· ·to half a mile, which is a little bit more than 2500

·6· ·feet.· I think it's approximately 26- or 2700 feet.

·7· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· Yeah.

·8· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· The feasibility of

·9· ·that be reviewed.· If -- if there's a typo with the

10· ·draft resolution, certainly we can amend that.

11· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· 2500 is listed on

12· ·Page 1, so maybe --

13· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Page 1.

14· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· -- it is talking about

15· ·the old agreement.

16· · · · Bottom of Page 1.

17· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Yes.· Yes, that would

18· ·be the background there.· And so the resolution, then,

19· ·if you look to -- well, the -- yes, it's all the

20· ·resolution, but let's double-check.

21· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· And then while we're

22· ·checking that, I have a question about the -- the --

23· ·one public comment seemed to indicate that the

24· ·population in that area has changed.· Maybe new

25· ·housing, new residents.



·1· · · · To what degree has the applicant and/or EFSEC been

·2· ·able to reach out to people about the ongoing history

·3· ·of this project?

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Staff have not

·5· ·conducted outreach outside of noticing for these

·6· ·activities.· I would have to check with the applicant

·7· ·about any additional activities.

·8· · · · One of the topics of discussion amongst staff and

·9· ·the developer was that, in the 2018 amendment, the

10· ·primary visual concern was shadow flicker, and so that

11· ·was the -- the consideration for the setback for the

12· ·2018 amendment.· And so the -- the recommendation to

13· ·include -- or to increase that to half a mile would be

14· ·for not only shadow flicker but visual dominance.· And

15· ·so at least internally, that discussion has evolved

16· ·somewhat, but we have not had direct input from nearby

17· ·residents.

18· · · · We also noticed the existing distribution list

19· ·with updated contacts, so anybody who was previously

20· ·following the Desert Claim project should still have

21· ·received notice for this activity.

22· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· As well as people

23· ·within a certain geographic distance from the project.

24· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Yeah.· The -- the

25· ·original list would have included the one-mile



·1· ·landowners.

·2· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· One-mile landowners.

·3· ·Okay.

·4· · · · Other questions?

·5· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· That's it.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

·7· · · · Are there --

·8· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Chair.· Chair.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Yes.

10· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Chair, this -- Chair,

11· ·this is Lenny Young.· Could staff --

12· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Yes.

13· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· -- refresh as to the

14· ·need for a five-year extension as opposed to a one- or

15· ·two-year extension?· What information is available to

16· ·the Council as to the length of the extension?

17· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· It's staff's

18· ·understanding that a five-year extension would allow

19· ·the developer to enter into offtake agreements and

20· ·power -- I think, power purchase agreements as well as

21· ·to begin construction.

22· · · · So this extension would also include the

23· ·initiation of construction, not just the power purchase

24· ·agreements and offtake agreements.

25· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Is it staff's assessment



·1· ·that that's a reasonable request, a reasonable amount

·2· ·of time?

·3· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· It is.· We are

·4· ·aware that they are actively participating in request

·5· ·for proposals to find buyers for this project, and it

·6· ·is our understanding that those are sort of an ongoing

·7· ·process and that there are multiple RFPs and

·8· ·opportunities coming up in the -- the coming years.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Thank you.

10· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Any other questions?

11· · · · Ms. Brewster?

12· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BREWSTER:· Yeah.

13· · · · Regarding the feasibility study of placing the

14· ·turbines outside of a half mile, what's the case if

15· ·they present that that is not feasible?· Is there any

16· ·requirements for distance that we can impose?

17· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· I think that we

18· ·could impose the requirement for half a mile in --

19· ·'cause at this point, it's -- it's a flexibility of, I

20· ·think, approximately 200 feet.· When we met with E --

21· ·EDF Renewables, they did request to maintain some of

22· ·that flexibility for engineering purposes.

23· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Also I believe that if

24· ·it is less than that, the certificate holder would

25· ·submit for the Council's review, prior to micro-siting,



·1· ·an analysis of the feasibility.· So we would have that

·2· ·come to us before the final decision, as -- as is

·3· ·written in this resolution.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BREWSTER:· Thank you.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Other questions?

·6· · · · Hearing none.

·7· · · · There's a motion on the floor to approve the draft

·8· ·resolution as presented, approving the request for

·9· ·amendment for Desert Claim.

10· · · · All those in favor, please say "aye."

11· · · · · · · · · · · MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:· Aye.

12· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Opposed?

13· · · · The resolution is adopted.· Thank you.

14· · · · Okay.· Moving on to the Horse Heaven project,

15· ·project update.· Ms. Hafkemeyer.

16· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Thank you, Chair

17· ·Drew.

18· · · · EFSEC have received the post-adjudication

19· ·application for site certification from the applicant

20· ·on September 22nd, 2023.· This updated ASC included a

21· ·traffic impact analysis, updated surveys and reports,

22· ·turbine and solar reductions, and updated commitments.

23· · · · The reduction in proposed turbines is to remove 13

24· ·turbines from Turbine Option 1, for a total of 231

25· ·turbines, and three turbines from Turbine Option 2, for



·1· ·a total of 147 turbines.

·2· · · · The solar reduction is to reduce energy generation

·3· ·at the eastern solar array from 300 megawatts to 100

·4· ·megawatts and a reduction in solar array footprint from

·5· ·6,570 acres to 5,447 acres.

·6· · · · Staff have been very busy incorporating the

·7· ·updated post-adjudication ASC, which was required

·8· ·within 30 days after the conclusion of the hearings per

·9· ·Washington Administrative Code 463-60-116.

10· · · · EFSEC is currently updating the analysis of

11· ·impacts for the final environmental impact statement,

12· ·or final EIS, and incorporating the traffic impact

13· ·analysis that was received with the post-adjudication

14· ·ASC update.

15· · · · Final EIS tasks also include incorporating public

16· ·comments, agency outreach, tribal coordination, and

17· ·fine-tuning mitigation.

18· · · · Before I continue, are there any questions?

19· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Any questions from

20· ·Council members?

21· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· All right.· This

22· ·afternoon, we have Sean Greene available, who will be

23· ·giving a presentation on the final EIS so that Council

24· ·are familiar with the structure and changes as you

25· ·approach your upcoming review.· Staff are anticipating



·1· ·that the final EIS will be issued and available to the

·2· ·Council and the public October 31st of this year.

·3· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

·4· · · · Mr. Greene.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· Yes.· Just watching my

·6· ·presentation spin for a minute here.

·7· · · · Thank you, Chair Drew and Council.· My -- my name

·8· ·is Sean Greene.· I am the SEPA specialist and

·9· ·environmental planner for EFSEC.

10· · · · And as Ami mentioned, the purpose of this

11· ·presentation is to update the Council on changes taken

12· ·to the Horse Heaven EIS since the publication of the

13· ·draft EIS and brief the Council on what changes that

14· ·they should look for in their review of the upcoming

15· ·final EIS that will be published -- that the target

16· ·publication date is the end of the month.

17· · · · If you can go to the next slide.

18· · · · So upon publication of the draft EIS, we entered

19· ·into a public comment period.· As required by

20· ·Washington Administrative Code, the period was 30 days

21· ·in length plus a additional 15-day extension period per

22· ·request, so 45 days total.

23· · · · Upon the culmination of that period, that comment

24· ·period, we had public hearings on February 1st of 2023,

25· ·during which we had 74 speakers.· In combination



·1· ·between written and verbal comments, we had

·2· ·approximately 2500 comments received.· 1,217 of those

·3· ·were deemed substantive, and that -- in this case, non-

·4· ·substantive comments were those that generally

·5· ·expressed support or opposition for the project without

·6· ·specifically suggesting changes or questions, or

·7· ·comments that were otherwise irrelevant to the

·8· ·environmental review of the project.

·9· · · · All comment responses, substantive or not, will

10· ·receive a response as part of this process.· And

11· ·revisions are integrated throughout the -- the final

12· ·EIS from those comment responses.

13· · · · Next slide, please.

14· · · · Since the publication of the draft EIS, we've had

15· ·a series of discussions with other agencies and

16· ·governments in the process of developing the final EIS,

17· ·the most prominent of which was the Yakama Nation, who

18· ·we had begun monthly meetings with between Yakama

19· ·Nation staff and EFSEC staff, following the expressed

20· ·desire for more regular discussion between our staffs

21· ·from Chairman Lewis of the Yakama Nation.

22· · · · As part of those discussions, the Yakama Nation

23· ·have shared confidential wildlife and cultural data

24· ·that has been incorporated into the FEIS.· All

25· ·references within the publicly available FEIS have been



·1· ·either referenced indirectly or redacted so as to

·2· ·protect the confidentiality of the data.· But the

·3· ·unredacted versions will be included with the FEIS

·4· ·under separate cover for the Council during the review.

·5· · · · We also had a series of discussions with

·6· ·Washington State Department of Transportation during

·7· ·our coordination on the development of the traffic

·8· ·impact analysis and the review of the subsequently

·9· ·published analysis that the applicant provided.

10· · · · Next slide, please.

11· · · · There were a series of data collections taken

12· ·since the draft EIS that had been incorporated into the

13· ·FEIS, the first of which was the traffic impact

14· ·analysis, which included project-generated trips,

15· ·peak-hour traffic volumes, oversized truck haul routes,

16· ·and traffic safety analyses.

17· · · · These were developed based on conversations with

18· ·the County and Washington State Department of

19· ·Transportation, and the process of incorporating

20· ·that -- the data collected into the impact assessments

21· ·within the transportation section of the FEIS is

22· ·ongoing.

23· · · · Also, there were updated raptor nest surveys that

24· ·were performed following the 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2022

25· ·surveys that were intended to track the status of



·1· ·previously identified nests and identify new nests

·2· ·within the area.

·3· · · · And the third primary new source of data was the

·4· ·inclusion of three new key -- key observation points

·5· ·that came about as a result of public comments received

·6· ·following the draft EIS.· These -- and new visual

·7· ·simulations were created for these key -- these KOPs,

·8· ·these key observation points, and existing simulations

·9· ·were updated to re- -- to reduce the effect of hazing

10· ·from atmospheric conditions that were -- that that

11· ·hazing was included in the original versions of those

12· ·simulations.

13· · · · These new KOPs were intended to address impacts to

14· ·motorists, residents, and cultural resources, depending

15· ·on the individual KOP.

16· · · · Next slide, please.

17· · · · So these next two slides are referencing project

18· ·reductions that came about due to applicant commitments

19· ·following the adjudication process.· This slide

20· ·specifically is in reference to the Data Request 9

21· ·response, which was, I think, more -- more commonly

22· ·referred to as the Moon memo during the adjudication

23· ·process for Council reference.

24· · · · A summary of the changes:

25· · · · That the reductions specifically were reducing the



·1· ·east solar array from approximately 2,000 acres to just

·2· ·over 600 acres, for about a 1400-acre reduction.

·3· · · · Shifting three turbines from Turbine Option 1 away

·4· ·from Webber and Sheep Canyons.

·5· · · · Removing 13 prosed turbines from Turbine Option 1

·6· ·and three from Turbine Option 2.

·7· · · · Removing duplicate transmission lines and

·8· ·substation infrastructure, which included the appro- --

·9· ·the conversion of approximately four miles of

10· ·transmission lines to buried collector lines.· While

11· ·that -- and that is a case where it is both a reduction

12· ·and addition because it is reducing visual impacts, but

13· ·there is an associated increase in temporary

14· ·disturbance, which is being incorporated into the FEIS

15· ·review.

16· · · · And, finally, a reduction of the east battery

17· ·station to 100 megawatts from 150.· There is no

18· ·associated reduction in footprint associated with this,

19· ·however.

20· · · · Next slide, please.· Thank you.

21· · · · These -- this slide covers reductions that were

22· ·proposed by the applicant following that Data Request 9

23· ·response in Sep- -- this was a specific memo on

24· ·September 26th.· It included a -- an additional nine

25· ·proposed turbines to be removed from Turbine Option 1,



·1· ·accounting for 22 total between the two reductions.

·2· ·And this -- this specific memo, this nine-turbine

·3· ·reduction, is referenced within the FEIS, but it is not

·4· ·included in our impact analysis due to time

·5· ·constraints, but it will be available to the Council

·6· ·for their consideration when reading through the FEIS

·7· ·and, assuming the project is approved, incorporation

·8· ·into these -- the site certification agreement.

·9· · · · And the applicant noted that the turbines that

10· ·were re- -- proposed for removal between Turbine

11· ·Options 1 and 2 were due to concerns noted in public

12· ·comments and adjudication and were intended to reduce

13· ·impacts to several different resources.

14· · · · And as an example, that visual at the bottom of

15· ·this page is a sim- -- a visual simulation provided by

16· ·the applicant from a key observation point.· And the

17· ·three closest turbines within that green rectangle are

18· ·three of the 22 that are proposed for removal from the

19· ·final project design.

20· · · · Next slide, please.

21· · · · And in -- in concert with the reductions that the

22· ·applicant has proposed, since the draft EIS, they have

23· ·proposed a number of additions to the project.· This --

24· ·all additions were included within that Data Request 9

25· ·response in August.· The first is the addition of an



·1· ·off-site laydown yard north of the project.· That

·2· ·covers approximately 23 acres.· That is outside of the

·3· ·previously surveyed area.· This laydown yard would be

·4· ·specifically used for temporary laydown of turbine

·5· ·blades before installation.· And staff is currently

·6· ·developing additional mitigation and the necessary data

·7· ·collection for potential use of this laydown yard.

·8· · · · In addition, there was the passage of House

·9· ·Bill 1173, which requires all current and future wind

10· ·turbine projects within the state of Washington to

11· ·request FAA approval for the use of an aircraft

12· ·detection lighting system.· The applicant has gone

13· ·through the planning process for how to incorporate

14· ·this into the project and has come to the -- the point

15· ·where they believe five radar sensor towers, an example

16· ·of which can be seen in the bottom right of this page,

17· ·will be needed to be installed across the project

18· ·for -- for the implementation of the system.

19· · · · One of these five towers is outside of the

20· ·previously surveyed area.· And altogether, they will

21· ·require approximately 8,000 feet of new roads and

22· ·10,000 feet of new electrical infrastructure.

23· · · · Next slide, please.

24· · · · And the final project additions that were

25· ·incorporated into that Data Request 9 response were



·1· ·the -- the upgrading and extension of the County Well

·2· ·Road transmission line.· Approximately four miles will

·3· ·be upgraded from 230 kilovolts to 500 kilovolts, and

·4· ·just over 1,000 feet of that new line and one new

·5· ·support structure will be located outside of the

·6· ·previously surveyed area.

·7· · · · And that visual on the bottom right, the -- the

·8· ·top image is the existing conditions at that key

·9· ·observation point.· The bottom is the original visual

10· ·simulation.· The towers in the blue rectangle, as part

11· ·of this upgrade, will be more akin in size to the

12· ·existing towers in the yellow rectangle, so they will

13· ·be taller.

14· · · · And the final addition was that the west battery

15· ·station will be upgraded from 150 megawatts to 200

16· ·megawatts, which will increase the footprint of that

17· ·from six acres to ten acres.

18· · · · Next slide, please.

19· · · · This image and a similar one for Turbine Option 2

20· ·will be provided to the Council with the FEIS.· This is

21· ·a visual representation of the reductions, or rather,

22· ·the project changes that the -- the applicant has

23· ·proposed.

24· · · · And just a few areas to note.· The green

25· ·highlighted area in the bottom right is indicative of



·1· ·the reduction.· That's that east solar field.

·2· · · · The -- the green dots along the northern edge of

·3· ·the project are the turbines that are proposed for

·4· ·removal.· They are primarily associated with the

·5· ·ridgeline.

·6· · · · And the green lines on the western part are the

·7· ·transmission lines that have been propo- -- that are no

·8· ·longer proposed as part of the project, whereas the

·9· ·blue one -- blue line is the newly proposed

10· ·transmission line.

11· · · · And next slide, please.

12· · · · As for the structure of the FEIS, it is similar to

13· ·the draft EIS, with the executive summary coming first,

14· ·Chapter 1 indicating project background, which includes

15· ·a SEPA review history and defines the purpose of need,

16· ·both for the project for the applicant and the EIS for

17· ·EFSEC.

18· · · · Chapter 2, which will cover the proposed action

19· ·alternatives, which encompasses the project description

20· ·and alternatives that were assessed as part of the EIS,

21· ·including the no-action alternative.

22· · · · Chapter 3 is the affected environment, which

23· ·covers pre-project conditions for the 14 SEPA

24· ·environmental resources and socioeconomics and also

25· ·represents the -- the no- -- the anticipated results of



·1· ·the no- -- no-action alternative.

·2· · · · Chapter 4 is impacts and mitigation measures,

·3· ·direct and indirect, from project actions.· Applicant-

·4· ·proposed avoidance and impact reduction commitments are

·5· ·included in this section as well as EFSEC staff-

·6· ·recommended mitigation.· And this section also includes

·7· ·the impact ratings for all -- all 15 resources that

·8· ·were assessed.

·9· · · · Cumulative impacts.· Chapter 5 will cover impacts

10· ·combined -- from the project alone, combined with other

11· ·past, present, or reasonably foreseeable developments.

12· · · · And Chapter 10, which is new for this final EIS,

13· ·is the summary of public comments received and

14· ·responses on the draft EIS and will include

15· ·consolidated responses to public comments received.

16· · · · Next slide, please.

17· · · · And I won't go through all of these, but this is a

18· ·representative example of some of the changes that are

19· ·in Chapter 3 of the final EIS as a result of public

20· ·comments and are different from the draft EIS.

21· · · · A few to note, however, are that we have included

22· ·viticultural areas and the wine industry as an affected

23· ·resource under land use due to public comments.· And as

24· ·we noted before, in "Visual," the addition of three key

25· ·observation points with accompanying visual



·1· ·simulations.· These were intended to address previously

·2· ·underrepresented or unrepresented viewshed concerns

·3· ·raised during the public comment period.

·4· · · · And, finally, for "Transportation," we have the

·5· ·removal of State Route 221 from consideration as an

·6· ·oversize and overweight load route, as the applicant-

·7· ·supplied transportation impact assessment indicated

·8· ·that it was not intended to be used for such purpose.

·9· ·Should that change in the future, we would require

10· ·additional data collection and potentially mitigation.

11· · · · Next slide, please.

12· · · · And, again, I won't read through all of these.

13· ·This is not intended to be a comprehensive list of all

14· ·the changes within Chapter 4.· There are substantial

15· ·rewrites throughout.· But a few that are more pressing

16· ·based on the degree of change or the relevancy to the

17· ·number of public comments received.

18· · · · Under "Air," we included an air dispersion

19· ·modeling analysis that was added for several emissions,

20· ·which often includes the newly proposed use of an

21· ·on-site concrete batch plant during construction, as at

22· ·the applicant's request.

23· · · · Under "Vegetation," we added a new mitigation

24· ·measure, Vegetation-9, that requires that the applicant

25· ·regularly clear project fencing of any vegetative



·1· ·growth, with the goal of both reducing the visual

·2· ·impact of the fencing and the risk of fire due to the

·3· ·fuel load that the vegetation -- that the vegetation

·4· ·could represent.

·5· · · · Under "Wildlife," Species-5 mitigation has been

·6· ·expanded.· This specifically targets impacts to

·7· ·ferruginous hawk, the ferruginous hawk, and would

·8· ·disallow construction of project components within two

·9· ·miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests, except in

10· ·cases where the applicant is able to demonstrate that

11· ·the nest site and foraging habitat is no longer

12· ·available and that the compensatory habitat would

13· ·provide a net gain in ferruginous hawk habitat.

14· · · · For this mitigation, habitat deemed no longer

15· ·available would include habitat that has been altered

16· ·by landscape-scale development to the extent that the

17· ·territory is no longer viable for that species.

18· · · · And the pre-construction technical advisory group

19· ·and EFSEC are required to approve and concur with that

20· ·determination of nonviability and would be required --

21· ·that would be required for any encroachment on this

22· ·two-mile buffer.· And additional mitigation would be

23· ·developed as necessary if there is an encroachment on

24· ·this historic nest that is no longer viable.

25· · · · And for "Historic & Cultural," there is one case



·1· ·of the reduction of a determination of significance.

·2· ·For pre-contact archaeological isolates in the draft

·3· ·EIS, they were determined to be -- the impact was

·4· ·determined to be significant even after the imposition

·5· ·of applicant commitments and EFSEC mitigation.

·6· · · · We have reduced that to a determination of

·7· ·nonsignificance based on the fact that the cultural

·8· ·resource avoidance plan would ensure that the two

·9· ·identified pre-contact isolates found on-site would not

10· ·be impacted or affected by project actions.

11· · · · And, finally, "Visual."· We have the removal of

12· ·the Visual-4 mitigation that was proposed in the draft

13· ·EIS, which would have required color-treating solar

14· ·collectors and support structure.· Based on our review,

15· ·we believe that that tech- -- that technology is not

16· ·practical at this moment.

17· · · · And we have included revisions to the Visual-5

18· ·mitigation, which requires the installation of

19· ·color-treated opaque fencing within half a mile of KOPs

20· ·or residences and believe that to be sufficient to

21· ·address the visual concerns associated with the -- the

22· ·solar arrays.

23· · · · Next slide, please.

24· · · · So for the purpose of SEPA and this -- this EIS,

25· ·we define "significant" as having a reasonable



·1· ·likelihood of more than a moderate adverse impact on

·2· ·environmental quality or having a severe adverse impact

·3· ·on environmental quality, even if the chance is not

·4· ·considered great.

·5· · · · And for the EIS, significance is determined after

·6· ·the assumed application of all relevant applicant

·7· ·commitments and EFSEC staff-recommended mitigation

·8· ·being imposed as part of the site certification

·9· ·agreement.

10· · · · After all of -- after this analysis and the

11· ·imposition of those commitments and mitigation, we have

12· ·determined that there are three SEPA environmental

13· ·resources with identified significant impacts, those

14· ·being visual aesthetics, recreation, and historic and

15· ·cultural.

16· · · · Next slide, please.

17· · · · For visual, this significant impact is associated

18· ·with the operation phase, specifically for the

19· ·comprehensive project due to the -- due to the

20· ·component of the wind turbines.· We have identified

21· ·several visual mitigation outlined there that we

22· ·believe will reduce this impact and especially in

23· ·concert with the -- the turbine reductions that are

24· ·proposed by the applicant since the draft EIS.

25· · · · But as -- as can be seen in more detail within our



·1· ·Chapter 4 review of this resource, we believe that post

·2· ·mitigation and applicant commitments, the turbines

·3· ·would still dominate views from many key observation

·4· ·points, and the landscape will appear strongly altered.

·5· ·So we have recommended a -- a finding of significant

·6· ·unavoidable adverse impacts for this resource.

·7· · · · Next slide, please.

·8· · · · For recreation, we have identified significant

·9· ·unavoidable adverse impacts for the operation phase of

10· ·the project on paragliding and hang-gliding safety.

11· ·The area around the project is used for these

12· ·activities even though it is not an officially

13· ·designated use by any state agency.

14· · · · We have identified several different mitigation

15· ·measures that we will recommend as to be incorporated

16· ·within the SCA, as -- as outlined therein, primarily

17· ·focused on coordinating with recreation groups and

18· ·performing outreach on a safety management plan.· But

19· ·we believe that the turbines and solar arrays would

20· ·still limit recreation availability for paragliding and

21· ·hang gliding throughout the project area and present a

22· ·safety risk for those activities.

23· · · · Next slide, please.

24· · · · And the third resource where we believe that there

25· ·are significant unavoidable adverse impacts is, for



·1· ·historic and cultural, specifically for traditional

·2· ·cultural properties during the construction, operation,

·3· ·and decommissioning phases of the project.

·4· · · · We have recommended mitigation in the form of

·5· ·ongoing engagement with affected tribes in an attempt

·6· ·to identify mitigation measures that they believe would

·7· ·be effective in reducing any -- the -- the anticipated

·8· ·impacts, but we believe that they will -- there --

·9· ·there is insufficient mitigation that we have been able

10· ·to identify to reduce these impacts to a level of

11· ·nonsignificance, and we believe that there will be

12· ·significant impacts to traditional cultural properties

13· ·due to ground disturbance, physical alteration, loss of

14· ·access, and visual interference.

15· · · · And for this resource in particular, the Yakama

16· ·Nation has provided a map of project components that

17· ·show which components will be impacted by TCPs and

18· ·identifies the number of TCPs that will be impacted by

19· ·each turbine.· This map will not be included within the

20· ·publicly available EIS due to confidentiality concerns

21· ·but will be provided to the Council for the review

22· ·packet.

23· · · · Next slide, please.

24· · · · And to reiterate what -- what Ami said at the

25· ·start, we anticipate that the EIS will be issued by the



·1· ·end of October and be available to the Council at that

·2· ·point.· We will be giving a second presentation at the

·3· ·November 29th Council meeting that will more

·4· ·specifically address Council actions and the next steps

·5· ·in the EFSEC process to follow Council review of the

·6· ·EIS.

·7· · · · And Council members are encouraged to ask any

·8· ·questions that they have either now or at the November

·9· ·meeting, once they've had time to look at the EIS, and

10· ·EFSEC staff will be available to answer any questions

11· ·that they arrive at during their review of the EIS once

12· ·it is available to them outside of Council's scheduled

13· ·meetings.

14· · · · One final note is that the -- the November 29th

15· ·meeting will include a -- several subject matter expert

16· ·guests from other agencies as -- to be available for

17· ·Council questions.· And they have requested that, if

18· ·Council members identify questions that they have for

19· ·those subject matter experts prior to that November

20· ·29th meeting, they would appreciate EFSEC staff being

21· ·available -- or being able to transmit those questions

22· ·to them so they can more comprehensively answer --

23· ·answer those questions.

24· · · · But at this point, I'm available to answer any

25· ·questions that you have based on this presentation.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you very much for

·2· ·a very comprehensive presentation.

·3· · · · When you speak about the November 29th meeting,

·4· ·that is a special meeting -- is that not right? -- and

·5· ·not our usual November meeting, Ms. Hafkemeyer?

·6· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· That is correct.

·7· ·Staff will be noticing a special meeting on November

·8· ·29th specifically for the purposes of answering Council

·9· ·questions on their review of the final EIS and having

10· ·the subject matter experts available.

11· · · · As Sean mentioned, we -- we have identified some

12· ·subject matter experts that are already scheduled to be

13· ·there, but if Council identify questions in their

14· ·review and they have specific subject matter experts

15· ·that they would like to get some more information from

16· ·or ask questions of, that would be helpful for us to --

17· ·to include those people.

18· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· And if I can just go

19· ·over one more time what our next steps are.· Maybe

20· ·Ms. Bumpus can work with me on this so that we make it

21· ·clear for the public and for the Council members:· That

22· ·we have deliberation on the adjudication, and that will

23· ·result in an order of findings and conclusions on the

24· ·information we gathered through the adjudicative

25· ·process.



·1· · · · In the SEPA process, we have the -- the conclusion

·2· ·of the final environmental impact statement which goes

·3· ·through you, Ms. Bumpus, as the SEPA responsible

·4· ·official.

·5· · · · What we do with this information as a Council is

·6· ·we take the information from this as well as the

·7· ·adjudication to form our recommendation to the

·8· ·governor.· Is that true?

·9· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BUMPUS:· That's correct.

10· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Does the Council have

11· ·questions about that, or is that clear?· Okay.

12· · · · Are there questions from Council members at this

13· ·point in time?· I know there's a lot to chew on, so...

14· · · · I would also say that you can also reach out to

15· ·EFSEC staff -- Ms. Bumpus, Ms. Hafkemeyer, Mr. Greene

16· ·primarily -- on the FEIS if you have questions you'd

17· ·like to ask them to clarify.

18· · · · · · · · · · · MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Ms. Moon is also

19· ·very knowledgeable about the project and is available

20· ·for questions, just not this week.

21· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Okay.· She does deserve

22· ·a minute or two off.

23· · · · Sure.· Go ahead.· Mr. Levitt.

24· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· Yeah, I guess I just

25· ·want to ask one question based on the presentation.· It



·1· ·says, "Ongoing engagement with affected tribes to

·2· ·identify appropriate mitigation measures that could

·3· ·include the demarcation of culturally sensitive areas

·4· ·to be avoided..."

·5· · · · That one's just interesting to me, 'cause it seems

·6· ·like we've heard from people that tribes would prefer

·7· ·the culturally sensitive areas not be easily

·8· ·identified.· So if you demarcate them, then other

·9· ·people can know where they are.

10· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· Yeah, that -- that's

11· ·absolutely a good point.· That is why no geographic --

12· ·geographical data that we have available for

13· ·traditional cultural properties is being shared within

14· ·the publicly available EIS.· That mitigation measure is

15· ·intended to ensure that EFSEC, the applicant, and

16· ·affected tribes continue coordination throughout the

17· ·life of the project and prior to construction.

18· · · · If the identification of no-go zones is something

19· ·that the tribes are interested in -- and which, as you

20· ·point out, would necessarily involve the -- the

21· ·disclosure of the location of those -- those cultural

22· ·resources -- that is something that we want to be

23· ·available for discussion.· I don't know if it is

24· ·practicable, but we are retaining it there as an

25· ·option.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LEVITT:· Okay.· Thank you.

·2· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Chair -- Chair Drew,

·3· ·this is Lenny Young.

·4· · · · If I may, Sean, I've got three questions for you,

·5· ·one that pertains to the post-adjudication changes to

·6· ·the ASC and then two that per- -- pertain to the final

·7· ·EIS.

·8· · · · As to the first:· Were there any post-

·9· ·adjudications to the ASC that expressly addressed

10· ·traditional cultural property concerns raised by the

11· ·Yakama Nation?

12· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· There was nothing

13· ·specifically that addressed those concerns.· I would

14· ·note that the reductions that were proposed in the

15· ·project layout, one of the resources that was discussed

16· ·as potentially benefitting from those reductions was

17· ·cultural and historic resources.· To this point, I -- I

18· ·don't believe that the applicant has been made aware of

19· ·the exact geographical location of TCPs of concern.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Okay.· And so was there

21· ·any specific correlation between any of the

22· ·post-adjudication changes and areas in which concern

23· ·about TCPs had been expressed?

24· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· I -- I can say that TCP

25· ·concerns cover the -- almost the entirety of the



·1· ·project area.· So I don't want to give out any

·2· ·geographical information.· But any reduction that was

·3· ·proposed by the applicant would, to some degree or

·4· ·another, benefit or reduce TCP impacts.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Okay.· Thanks.

·6· · · · And then I'm going to defer to Shona Voelckers,

·7· ·and then I'll -- I'll return with my next two

·8· ·questions.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· We're taking questions

10· ·only from Council members.

11· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Okay.· Then -- then I'll

12· ·proceed.

13· · · · The next two questions I have are more related to

14· ·the FEIS.

15· · · · In the cumulative impacts assessment, one of the

16· ·lines of testimony that the Council heard during the

17· ·adjudicative proceedings was around landscape-level

18· ·impacts to the way that air flows, velocities and air

19· ·flow patterns.

20· · · · Was any of this taken into account in the final

21· ·EIS in the terms of cumulative impacts and how

22· ·development of one particular area could impact the

23· ·quality and the availability of air and wind in other

24· ·parts of the landscape?

25· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· I don't know that it



·1· ·has at this point.· I know that we are still developing

·2· ·Chapter 5, which is a cumulative impacts chapter, so we

·3· ·can look at incorporating that if it is not already in.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Great.· Thank you.

·5· · · · And then my -- my last question is:· In terms of

·6· ·the -- the new aspect of the analysis around impacts to

·7· ·the wine industry, I wanted to see whether impacts to

·8· ·the wine industry in terms of the growing and the

·9· ·production and manufacturing of wine, were those

10· ·distinguished from impacts to the wine tourism

11· ·industry?· Because it strikes me that perhaps impacts

12· ·might be slightly different between or somewhat

13· ·different between those two -- two specific areas, wine

14· ·production versus wine tourism.

15· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· Yeah, you're -- you are

16· ·correct.· The agricultural lands that are targeted for

17· ·this project do not, to my knowledge, include any

18· ·active vineyards.· The new analysis that was included

19· ·within the FEIS was really more focused on the

20· ·ecotourism industry and the -- and the socioeconomic

21· ·impacts associated with that.

22· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Great.· I think that

23· ·might be significant in terms of whether -- whether we

24· ·consider it more in the realm of socioeconomic impacts

25· ·versus impacts to the practice of agriculture.



·1· · · · And thank you for your responses.· I'm done.

·2· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Are there additional

·3· ·questions from Council members?

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LIVINGSTON:· Yeah.· Chair Drew,

·5· ·this is Mike Livingston.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Go ahead.

·7· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LIVINGSTON:· I have a question

·8· ·for Sean Greene.

·9· · · · With the two-mile buffer that's being instituted

10· ·around ferruginous hawk nests, do you -- do you have a

11· ·number for me as to how many would be -- that would be

12· ·applied to?

13· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· How many turbines?· Is

14· ·that your question, Mr. Livingston?· No.

15· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LIVINGSTON:· No.

16· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· How many --

17· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LIVINGSTON:· The -- how many --

18· ·how many nest sites.

19· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Okay.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LIVINGSTON:· Or territories.

21· ·What -- I -- what is the metric first?· I guess that's

22· ·clarification.· Is it territories, or is it nest sites?

23· ·And then how many?· Thank you.

24· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· Sure.· So a lot of this

25· ·is outlined in our Chapter 3 and 4 discussion of



·1· ·wildlife.· But we have used historical docu- --

·2· ·historically documented ferruginous hawk nests as the

·3· ·baseline in addition to those nests that were

·4· ·identified during the, at this point, I believe five

·5· ·years of surveys performed by the applicant.· We have

·6· ·also included his- -- historic nesting habitat.

·7· · · · And any -- any -- any location where a nest has

·8· ·been documented at any point is considered -- is what

·9· ·we are considering a potentially active ferruginous

10· ·hawk nest.· So every historically documented nest is

11· ·given that two-mile buffer, which then leads to that --

12· ·that discussion of, if we can come to a understanding

13· ·that the habitat in the area is no longer viable and

14· ·that nest is no longer present, then there could

15· ·potentially be project actions within that buffer with

16· ·additional mitigation.· But any -- any place where we

17· ·have ever identified a nest is considered as part of

18· ·that mitigation.

19· · · · · · · · · · · MR. LIVINGSTON:· Thank you.

20· · · · · · · · · · · MR. GREENE:· Oh.· And I'm sorry.  I

21· ·think you asked for a number.· I -- I don't have the

22· ·exact number.· I think it's around 60, but somewhere

23· ·around there.

24· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· And we will have that

25· ·information at the end of the month and then the



·1· ·opportunity to also go into more depth with agency

·2· ·experts during the 29th meeting as well.

·3· · · · So thank you, Council members, for your very good

·4· ·questions.

·5· · · · And at this point in time, we will be moving on

·6· ·to -- and thank you, Sean, for your excellent

·7· ·presentation.

·8· · · · And we will be moving on, then, to the Badger

·9· ·Mountain project update.· Ms. Snarski.

10· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Yes.· Thank you, Chair

11· ·Drew.· And good afternoon, Council members.· For the

12· ·record, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist

13· ·for Badger Mountain Solar.

14· · · · Progress continues to be made on the development

15· ·of the draft environmental impact statement for the

16· ·proposed Badger Mountain Solar project.· At the

17· ·previous Council meeting, staff identified that we

18· ·would be conducting additional cultural resource survey

19· ·work, and we are working with our consultant, WSP, to

20· ·prepare for this activity.

21· · · · EFSEC and WSP have finalized a contract for the

22· ·additional survey, and it appears they may be able to

23· ·complete the work before the snow is on the ground.· We

24· ·anticipate the findings of the survey will be

25· ·incorporated into the draft environmental impact



·1· ·statement.

·2· · · · That's it.· And do you have any questions?

·3· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· No.· But I'm happy to

·4· ·hear that, and we'll keep our fingers crossed that we

·5· ·can do that.· Thank you, Ms. Snarski.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Yeah.· Yeah.

·7· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Okay.· We are now

·8· ·moving on to the Wautoma Solar project.· Mr. Caputo.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CAPUTO:· Thank you, Chair Drew

10· ·and Council members.· The applicants for the Wautoma

11· ·Solar energy project recently sub- -- I'm sorry? --

12· ·recently submitted the final supplemental cultural

13· ·resource survey requested by EFSEC and the Department

14· ·of Archaeology and Historic Preservation.· We are

15· ·presently reviewing the report for compliance in

16· ·coordination with DAHP and the Yakama Nation cultural

17· ·staff.· After we have concurrence from DAHP, we will

18· ·prepare a SEPA threshold determination.

19· · · · May I answer any questions?

20· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Are there any questions

21· ·about the project update?

22· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CAPUTO:· And I do have one more

23· ·statement.

24· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· From the -- for the

25· ·extension request.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · MR. CAPUTO:· Yes.

·2· · · · In your information packets, you'll find a request

·3· ·by the applicants for an extension of their application

·4· ·till June 28th, 2024.· Staff have coordinated with the

·5· ·applicant on the timeline.· We did not receive any

·6· ·public comments on the extension.· Therefore, staff

·7· ·recommends the Council approve the applicant's request.

·8· · · · Thank you.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

10· · · · Are there any questions from Council members about

11· ·the extension request?· You see that in front of you

12· ·and received it in the information for the meeting.· An

13· ·extension request until -- now I'm not finding it --

14· ·June 28th, 2024.· Thank you.· Okay.· First sentence

15· ·there.

16· · · · So any questions for Mr. Caputo on that, or any

17· ·comments from Council members?

18· · · · Okay.· Is there a motion to approve the extension

19· ·request for the Wautoma Solar application to June 28th,

20· ·2024?

21· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Lenny Young.· So moved.

22· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

23· · · · Second?

24· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BREWSTER:· Stacey Brewster.

25· ·Second.



·1· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

·2· · · · Is there any discussion?

·3· · · · All those in favor, please say "aye."

·4· · · · · · · · · · · MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:· Aye.

·5· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Opposed?

·6· · · · Motion is adopted.· Thank you.

·7· · · · We are now moving on to the Hop Hill Solar Project

·8· ·update.· Mr. Barnes.

·9· · · · · · · · · · · MR. BARNES:· Thank you, Chair Drew

10· ·and Council members.· For the record, this is John

11· ·Barnes, EFSEC staff, for the Hop Hill application

12· ·update for September.

13· · · · We are continuing to coordinate and review the

14· ·application with our contract and contracted agencies

15· ·and tribal governments.· We are anticipating receiving

16· ·supplemental information in the coming weeks.

17· · · · A land-use consistency legal advice memo has been

18· ·drafted by our assistant attorney general and has been

19· ·provided for you in the October Council packet.· At

20· ·this time, we would like to request the Council to

21· ·direct the staff to prepare an order of inconsistency

22· ·with which the Council would then review and vote on at

23· ·the November meeting.

24· · · · Are there any questions?

25· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Are there any questions



·1· ·for Mr. Barnes?

·2· · · · You-all did receive the legal advice memo.· And

·3· ·the motion would be to direct the staff to draft an

·4· ·order determining the land use to be inconsistent and

·5· ·setting the matter for adjudication.

·6· · · · Are there any questions either for Mr. Barnes or

·7· ·for our AAG?

·8· · · · Okay.· Hearing none.

·9· · · · Is there a motion to direct the staff to draft an

10· ·order determining land use to be inconsistent and

11· ·setting the matter for adjudication?

12· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BREWSTER:· Stacey Brewster.· So

13· ·moved.

14· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

15· · · · · · · · · · · MR. YOUNG:· Lenny Young.· Second.

16· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thanks.

17· · · · Discussion?

18· · · · All those in favor, say "aye."

19· · · · · · · · · · · MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:· Aye.

20· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Opposed?

21· · · · Motion carries.

22· · · · Carriger Solar update.· Ms. Snarski.

23· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Hello again.· Thank

24· ·you, Chair Drew and Council members.· For the record,

25· ·this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for



·1· ·Carriger Solar.

·2· · · · EFSEC staff continue to work with the Carriger

·3· ·Solar applicant to address anticipated visual impacts

·4· ·to the proposed project.· In accordance with

·5· ·RCW 80.50.090, Sub 3, Sub a, the applicant is allowed

·6· ·to provide clarification to make changes to the

·7· ·proposal to mitigate the anticipated environmental

·8· ·impacts.

·9· · · · We are currently in the process of evaluating the

10· ·needs for supplemental visual simulations to help us

11· ·better understand the potential impacts.· These new

12· ·simulations will lead to further potential mitigation

13· ·discussions and will result in a formal written

14· ·response to our initial SEPA determination of

15· ·significance by the applicant.

16· · · · I can answer any questions.

17· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Yes.· If you could, the

18· ·visual simulations, are they being conducted by the

19· ·applicant?

20· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Correct.· Well,

21· ·their -- their consultant.· But, yes, we are working --

22· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Their consultant.

23· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Correct.· Yeah.

24· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· And then we --

25· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· But we work --



·1· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· -- reviewed -- right.

·2· ·And then reviewed by our staff.· Okay.

·3· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Correct.· Yes.

·4· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· And our consultants as

·5· ·well.

·6· · · · · · · · · · · MS. SNARSKI:· Yes.

·7· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· And -- thank you.· Just

·8· ·to clarify that I heard that correctly.

·9· · · · Any other questions from Council members?

10· · · · Okay.· Thank you for your report.

11· · · · We'll move on to the second-quarter cost

12· ·allocation.· Ms. Bumpus.

13· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BUMPUS:· Thank you.· Good

14· ·afternoon, Chair Drew and Council members.

15· · · · As we do at the beginning of each quarter, I have

16· ·the second-quarter cost allocations to report to the

17· ·Council.· So I'll just go through and read off these

18· ·percentages.

19· · · · For Kittitas Valley:· We have 4 percent.

20· · · · Wild Horse:· 4 percent.

21· · · · Columbia Generating Station:· 20 percent.

22· · · · Columbia Solar:· 4 percent.

23· · · · WNP-1:· 2 percent.

24· · · · Whistling Ridge:· 3 percent.

25· · · · Grays Harbor 1 and 2:· 6 percent.



·1· · · · Chehalis:· 6 percent.

·2· · · · Desert Claim:· 4 percent.

·3· · · · Goose Prairie Solar:· 4 percent.

·4· · · · Horse Heaven Wind Farm:· 15 percent.

·5· · · · Badger Mountain:· 6 percent.

·6· · · · Cypress Creek Renewables:· 4 percent.

·7· · · · Wautoma:· 6 percent.

·8· · · · Hop Hill:· 6 percent.

·9· · · · And Carriger:· Also 6 percent.

10· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

11· · · · · · · · · · · MS. BUMPUS:· And that concludes the

12· ·update on the cost allocation.

13· · · · · · · · · · · CHAIR DREW:· Thank you.

14· · · · And with that, our agenda is concluded.· Thank

15· ·you, all, for your participation.

16· · · · The meeting is adjourned.

17· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·(Meeting adjourned at

18· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 2:37 p.m.)

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



·1· ·STATE OF WASHINGTON )· · ·I, John M.S. Botelho, CCR, RPR,
· · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ss· a certified court reporter
·2· ·County of Pierce· · )· · ·in the State of Washington, do
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·hereby certify:
·3
·4
· · · · · That the foregoing Monthly Meeting of the Washington
·5· ·State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was conducted
· · ·in my presence and adjourned on October 18, 2023, and
·6· ·thereafter was transcribed under my direction; that the
· · ·transcript is a full, true and complete transcript of the
·7· ·said meeting, transcribed to the best of my ability;
·8· · · · That I am not a relative, employee, attorney or counsel
· · ·of any party to this matter or relative or employee of any
·9· ·such attorney or counsel and that I am not financially
· · ·interested in the said matter or the outcome thereof;
10
· · · · · IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand
11· ·this 3rd day of November, 2023.
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15· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·_________________________________
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·/s/ John M.S. Botelho, CCR, RPR
16· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·Certified Court Reporter No. 2976
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·(Certification expires 5/26/2024.)
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 1                     BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,

 2   October 18, 2023, at 621 Woodland Square Loop

 3   Southeast, Lacey, Washington, at 1:30 p.m., the

 4   following Monthly Meeting of the Washington State

 5   Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held, to

 6   wit:

 7                       <<<<<< >>>>>>

 8

 9                     CHAIR DREW:  Good afternoon.  This

10   is Kathleen Drew, Chair of the Energy Facility Site

11   Evaluation Council, calling this meeting to order.

12       Ms. Grantham, will you call the roll.

13                     MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly.

14   Department of Commerce.

15       Department of Ecology.

16                     MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt, present.

17                     MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Fish

18   and Wildlife.

19                     MR. LIVINGSTON:  Mike Livingston,

20   present.

21                     MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of

22   Natural Resources.

23                     MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young, present.

24                     MS. GRANTHAM:  Utilities &

25   Transportation Commission.
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 1                      MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster,

 2   present.

 3                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Local government and

 4   optional State agencies:  For the Horse Heaven project,

 5   Department of Agriculture.

 6                      MR. SANDISON:  Derek Sandison,

 7   present.

 8                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Benton County, Ed

 9   Brost.

10        I do see Mr. Brost is present.

11        For the Badger Mountain project:  For Douglas

12   County, Jordyn Guilio.

13        For the Wautoma Solar Project:  For Benton County,

14   Dave Sharp.

15                      MR. SHARP:  Dave Sharp, present.

16                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Washington State

17   Department of Transportation, Paul Gonseth.

18        For the Hop Hill Solar Project:  For Benton

19   County, Paul Krupin.

20                      MR. KRUPIN:  Paul Krupin, present.

21                      MS. GRANTHAM:  For Carriger Solar:

22   Klickitat County, Matt Chiles.

23                      MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.

24                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Assistant attorney

25   generals:  Jon Thompson.
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 1                      MR. THOMPSON:  Jon Thompson,

 2   present.

 3                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Jenna Slocum.

 4                      MS. SLOCUM:  Jenna Slocum, present.

 5                      MS. GRANTHAM:  And I do remember we

 6   do have a new assistant attorney general.  Jon

 7   Thompson, can you please remind me of his name?  I

 8   missed his name on the roll call sheet.

 9                      MR. THOMPSON:  It is Zack Packer.

10                      MS. GRANTHAM:  And is Zack present?

11        Administrative law judges:  Adam Torem.

12                      JUDGE TOREM:  This is Judge Torem.

13   I'm present.

14                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Laura Bradley.

15        Dan Gerard.

16        Joni Derifield.

17        For Council staff:  Sonia Bumpus.

18                      MS. BUMPUS:  Sonia Bumpus, present.

19                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Ami Hafkemeyer.

20                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Ami Hafkemeyer,

21   present.

22                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Amy Moon.

23        Stew Henderson.

24        Joan Owens is present.

25        Dave Walker.
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 1        Sonja Skavland.

 2                      MS. SKAVLAND:  Sonja Skavland,

 3   present.

 4                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Lisa Masengale.

 5                      MS. MASENGALE:  Present.

 6                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Sara Randolph.

 7        Sean Greene.

 8                      MS. REYNEVELD:  Sarah Reyneveld,

 9   present.

10                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Was that

11   Ms. Reyneveld?

12                      MS. REYNEVELD:  That's correct.

13   Thank you.

14                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Okay.  Thank you.

15   You said "present" a little early, but I'll mark you

16   down for counsel for the environment.

17        Sean Greene for Council staff.

18                      MR. GREENE:  Sean Greene, present.

19                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Lance Caputo.

20                      MR. CAPUTO:  Lance Caputo, present.

21                      MS. GRANTHAM:  John Barnes.

22                      MR. BARNES:  Present.

23                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Osta Davis.

24                      MS. DAVIS:  Present.

25                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Joanne Snarski.
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 1                      MS. SNARSKI:  Joanne Snarski,

 2   present.

 3                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Alex Shiley.

 4        Ali Smith.

 5                      MS. SMITH:  Ali Smith, present.

 6                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Karl Holappa.

 7                      MR. HOLAPPA:  Holappa, present.

 8                      MS. GRANTHAM:  And for operational

 9   updates:  Kittitas Valley wind project.

10                      MR. MELBARDIS:  Eric Melbardis,

11   present.

12                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Wild Horse wind power

13   project.

14                      MS. GALBRAITH:  Jennifer Galbraith,

15   present.

16                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Grays Harbor Energy

17   Center.

18                      MR. SHERIN:  Bruce Sherin, present.

19                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Chehalis Generation

20   Facility.

21                      MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.

22                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Columbia Generating

23   Station.

24        Columbia Solar.

25                      MR. CUSHING:  Thomas Cushing,
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 1   present.

 2                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Goose Prairie Solar.

 3                      MR. WILSON:  Scott Wilson, present.

 4                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, there is a

 5   quorum for the regular Council and all of the other

 6   councils.  Thank you.

 7                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

 8        Now taking up the proposed agenda in front of you.

 9        Council members, there's an echo.  I think we're

10   okay now.

11        So the proposed agenda is in front of you.

12        Is there a motion to adopt the proposed agenda?

13                      MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.

14                      MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt.  Second.

15                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

16        All those in favor, say "aye."

17                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

18                      CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?

19        Motion is adopted.

20        Moving on to the meeting minutes from September

21   20th, 2023.

22        Is there a motion to approve the meeting minutes?

23                      MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.

24   Motion to approve the September 20th, 2023, meeting

25   minutes.
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 1                      CHAIR DREW:  Second?

 2                      MR. LIVINGSTON:  Mike Livingston.

 3   Second.

 4                      CHAIR DREW:  Thanks.

 5        I have no corrections.

 6        Does anyone else have any edits or corrections?

 7        Hearing none.

 8        All those in favor of approving the minutes,

 9   please say "aye."

10                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

11                      CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?

12        Motion is adopted.

13        Moving on to our operational updates.

14        Kittitas Valley wind project.  Mr. Melbardis.

15                      MS. GRANTHAM:  Mr. Melbardis, you

16   are muted, if you're trying to speak.  Just a heads-up.

17   I see that you're still in here, so hopefully.

18                      MR. MELBARDIS:  Sorry about that.

19   New -- new headset.

20                      MS. GRANTHAM:  No worries.

21                      MR. MELBARDIS:  This is Eric Mel- --

22   Eric Melbardis with EDP Renewables for the Kittitas

23   Valley wind power project.

24        And we had nothing nonroutine to report for the

25   period.
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 1                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

 2        Moving on to the Wild Horse wind power project.

 3   Ms. Galbraith.

 4                      MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes.  Thank you,

 5   Chair Drew, Council members, and staff.  This is

 6   Jennifer Galbraith representing Puget Sound Energy for

 7   the Wild Horse wind facility.

 8        For the month of September, I have no nonroutine

 9   updates.

10                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

11        For Grays Harbor Energy Center, Mr. Sherin.

12                      MR. SHERIN:  Good afternoon, Chair

13   Drew, Council members, and staff.  This is Chris

14   Sherin, a plant manager from Grays Harbor Energy

15   Center.

16        For the month of September, we have no nonroutine

17   items to report.

18        We did submit our RATA results to EFSEC staff and

19   ORCAA.

20                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

21        And apparently I took you out of order, so I will

22   go back to Chehalis Generation Facility, Mr. Smith.

23                      MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair

24   Drew, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Jeremy Smith,

25   maintenance manager, representing Chehalis Generation
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 1   Facility.

 2        I have one nonroutine item to report, and it's

 3   Stefano Schnitger has assumed the plant manager

 4   position effective September 6th.

 5        Are there any questions?

 6                      CHAIR DREW:  Great.

 7        No.  Thank you.  Thank you for that update.

 8        And moving on to the Columbia Solar project.

 9   Mr. Cushing.

10                      MR. CUSHING:  Good -- hold on one

11   second.  There's background noise.

12        Good afternoon, Chair Drew, Council members, and

13   staff.  This is Thomas Cushing, asset manager for the

14   Columbia Solar projects.

15        For the month of September, we have no nonroutine

16   updates.

17                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

18        For the Columbia Generating Station and WNP-1

19   and -4, Felicia Najera-Paxton.

20                      MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:  Hi:  Good

21   afternoon, Chairman Drew.  Thanks for letting me join

22   kind of late.  I apologize for that.

23        For this month, Columbia Generating Station has no

24   nonroutine items to report.

25        We did have a Washington State fire marshal
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 1   conduct inspection of the IDC and CGS buildings on

 2   October 2nd through the 4th with no major findings

 3   communicated following the inspection.

 4                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

 5                      MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:  Thank you.

 6                      CHAIR DREW:  For Goose Prairie

 7   Solar, Mr. Wilson.

 8                      MR. WILSON:  Yeah, there is no

 9   nonroutine updates to report.

10        As far as construction report, our project is on

11   schedule.  All our -- excuse me.  All our laydown yards

12   have been completed.  The substation grading and

13   foundations are complete.  Control house was delivered

14   and set at the site.

15        We just did get one of our main power transformers

16   today and got that set.  The second one is scheduled to

17   come early November.

18        All our roads are in, interior and exterior roads.

19   The PV array mainline roads, like I said, are complete.

20   The feeders are complete.  PV panels are starting to

21   arrive.  We've got some panels starting to show up

22   tomorrow.

23        As far as SWPPP, it's being modified.  We're going

24   to try to submit it to EFSEC within the next few weeks.

25        We do have monitoring through WSP.  They're here
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 1   weekly.  They have found nothing really to report.

 2        As far as public outreach, we are -- that's -- us

 3   and PCL are -- are getting together.  We're going to

 4   donate some AEDs to the Moxee Police Department.  It's

 5   going to be -- November 1st, we're going to have a

 6   little -- little get-together with them and present the

 7   AEDs.

 8        And that is just a quick down-and-dirty for Goose

 9   Prairie.

10                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.  Thank you

11   very much.

12        Moving on to the High Top and Ostrea project.

13   Ms. Hafkemeyer.

14                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.  Good

15   afternoon, Chair Drew and Council.

16        For the High Top and Ostrea project, staff

17   continue to work with the developer on pre-

18   construction requirements and plans.

19        We have no other updates at this time.

20                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

21        For Whistling Ridge, Mr. Caputo, project update.

22                      MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you, Chair Drew

23   and Council members.

24        The applicants for the Whistling Ridge energy

25   project submitted an extension request as well as a
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 1   petition to amend their site certification agreement.

 2   Staff are looking at available dates to schedule the

 3   meetings for the Council.

 4        May I answer any questions?

 5                      CHAIR DREW:  Are there any

 6   questions?

 7        Thank you for the update.

 8        Desert Claim.  Ms. Hafkemeyer.

 9                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.

10        Again, for the record, this is Ami Hafkemeyer

11   providing a project update on Desert Claim.

12        At the last Council meeting on September 20th,

13   staff updated the Council on the proposed amendment to

14   the Desert Claim site certification agreement, or SCA,

15   in which the certificate holder, EDF Renewables,

16   submitted a request to amend the Desert Claim SCA.  EDF

17   Renewables requested an extension of the substantial

18   completion date from November 13th, 2023, to November

19   13th, 2028.

20        As presented last month, the State Environmental

21   Policy Act, or SEPA, review was limited to the changes

22   proposed by the amendment request.  Staff recommended

23   provisions for inclusion in the SCA amendment to

24   account for current conditions in the project area,

25   industry, or agency practices that have evolved since
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 1   the initial certification and information that has

 2   become available since the Desert Claim SCA was last

 3   amended in 2018.

 4        At the previous meeting, I outlined the conditions

 5   that staff recommended to include in an SCA amendment,

 6   including:

 7        limiting the build window by capping any further

 8   SCA extension requests.  Any further extension requests

 9   would not be allowed unless construction is reasonably

10   underway but may not reach the definition of

11   substantial completion;

12        including a requirement for the aircraft detection

13   lighting system, if approved by the Federal Aviation

14   Administration, to be reviewed for any appropriate

15   additional permit requirements;

16        including a commitment in the Desert Claim waste

17   management plan to recycle project components when

18   possible;

19        and requiring the certificate holder to consider

20   the feasibility during micro-siting to place all

21   turbines more than .5 miles from nonparticipating

22   residences to avoid dominating views from these

23   sensitive viewing locations.

24        One additional recommendation was made during the

25   September 20th Council meeting associated with
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 1   extending the wildlife monitoring for carcasses.

 2   However, after additional evaluation by EFSEC staff,

 3   this was determined to already be included in the SCA.

 4   Therefore, this recommendation has not been

 5   incorporated into the resolution that you have in front

 6   of you for consideration.

 7        At the September 20th Council meeting, Council

 8   directed staff to discuss these recommendations with

 9   the developer and prepare a resolution for Council

10   consideration.  Staff met with EDF Renewables to

11   confirm concurrence on these provisions.  The draft was

12   provided to Council review and made available for

13   public comment.

14        Staff received one public comment speaking against

15   the viability of the project, but that did not result

16   in any suggested changes to the draft resolution.

17        If the Council approves the resolution as drafted,

18   staff will prepare an amended SCA to reflect these

19   changes for review and approval at the November Council

20   meeting.

21        At this time, staff recommend Council deliberate

22   and a vote to approve the draft resolution.

23        Are there any questions?

24                      CHAIR DREW:  Are there any questions

25   for Ms. Hafkemeyer?
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 1        Okay.  You-all have and have received the draft

 2   resolution in front of you.

 3        Is there a motion to approve the draft resolution

 4   as presented, approving the request for amendment for

 5   Desert Claim wind power project?

 6                      MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  I move the

 7   resolution as amended.

 8                      MR. LEVITT:  May I ask a few

 9   questions?

10                      CHAIR DREW:  Oh.  Sure.  Absolutely.

11                      MR. LEVITT:  I'm sorry.  One is just

12   a details nuance.  You said half a mile from any

13   residence, but the letter says 2,500 feet, so that's a

14   little bit different.

15                      MR. YOUNG:  Chair, point of order.

16   Do we need to have the resolution -- the dra- -- the

17   matter that's in front of us seconded before we begin

18   discussion?

19                      CHAIR DREW:  Sure.  We can have a

20   second.

21                      MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.

22   Second.

23                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

24        Okay.  Please continue, Mr. Levitt.

25        Ms. Hafkemeyer.
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 1                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  So the proposed

 2   resolution -- I'm sorry.  I'm not seeing the 2500 feet.

 3        I believe the 2500 feet was part of the amendment

 4   in 2018, and staff are proposing that it be increased

 5   to half a mile, which is a little bit more than 2500

 6   feet.  I think it's approximately 26- or 2700 feet.

 7                      MR. LEVITT:  Yeah.

 8                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  The feasibility of

 9   that be reviewed.  If -- if there's a typo with the

10   draft resolution, certainly we can amend that.

11                      MR. LEVITT:  2500 is listed on

12   Page 1, so maybe --

13                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Page 1.

14                      MR. LEVITT:  -- it is talking about

15   the old agreement.

16        Bottom of Page 1.

17                      CHAIR DREW:  Yes.  Yes, that would

18   be the background there.  And so the resolution, then,

19   if you look to -- well, the -- yes, it's all the

20   resolution, but let's double-check.

21                      MR. LEVITT:  And then while we're

22   checking that, I have a question about the -- the --

23   one public comment seemed to indicate that the

24   population in that area has changed.  Maybe new

25   housing, new residents.
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 1        To what degree has the applicant and/or EFSEC been

 2   able to reach out to people about the ongoing history

 3   of this project?

 4                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Staff have not

 5   conducted outreach outside of noticing for these

 6   activities.  I would have to check with the applicant

 7   about any additional activities.

 8        One of the topics of discussion amongst staff and

 9   the developer was that, in the 2018 amendment, the

10   primary visual concern was shadow flicker, and so that

11   was the -- the consideration for the setback for the

12   2018 amendment.  And so the -- the recommendation to

13   include -- or to increase that to half a mile would be

14   for not only shadow flicker but visual dominance.  And

15   so at least internally, that discussion has evolved

16   somewhat, but we have not had direct input from nearby

17   residents.

18        We also noticed the existing distribution list

19   with updated contacts, so anybody who was previously

20   following the Desert Claim project should still have

21   received notice for this activity.

22                      CHAIR DREW:  As well as people

23   within a certain geographic distance from the project.

24                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yeah.  The -- the

25   original list would have included the one-mile
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 1   landowners.

 2                      CHAIR DREW:  One-mile landowners.

 3   Okay.

 4        Other questions?

 5                      MR. LEVITT:  That's it.

 6                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

 7        Are there --

 8                      MR. YOUNG:  Chair.  Chair.

 9                      CHAIR DREW:  Yes.

10                      MR. YOUNG:  Chair, this -- Chair,

11   this is Lenny Young.  Could staff --

12                      CHAIR DREW:  Yes.

13                      MR. YOUNG:  -- refresh as to the

14   need for a five-year extension as opposed to a one- or

15   two-year extension?  What information is available to

16   the Council as to the length of the extension?

17                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  It's staff's

18   understanding that a five-year extension would allow

19   the developer to enter into offtake agreements and

20   power -- I think, power purchase agreements as well as

21   to begin construction.

22        So this extension would also include the

23   initiation of construction, not just the power purchase

24   agreements and offtake agreements.

25                      MR. YOUNG:  Is it staff's assessment
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 1   that that's a reasonable request, a reasonable amount

 2   of time?

 3                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  It is.  We are

 4   aware that they are actively participating in request

 5   for proposals to find buyers for this project, and it

 6   is our understanding that those are sort of an ongoing

 7   process and that there are multiple RFPs and

 8   opportunities coming up in the -- the coming years.

 9                      MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.

10                      CHAIR DREW:  Any other questions?

11        Ms. Brewster?

12                      MS. BREWSTER:  Yeah.

13        Regarding the feasibility study of placing the

14   turbines outside of a half mile, what's the case if

15   they present that that is not feasible?  Is there any

16   requirements for distance that we can impose?

17                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I think that we

18   could impose the requirement for half a mile in --

19   'cause at this point, it's -- it's a flexibility of, I

20   think, approximately 200 feet.  When we met with E --

21   EDF Renewables, they did request to maintain some of

22   that flexibility for engineering purposes.

23                      CHAIR DREW:  Also I believe that if

24   it is less than that, the certificate holder would

25   submit for the Council's review, prior to micro-siting,
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 1   an analysis of the feasibility.  So we would have that

 2   come to us before the final decision, as -- as is

 3   written in this resolution.

 4                      MS. BREWSTER:  Thank you.

 5                      CHAIR DREW:  Other questions?

 6        Hearing none.

 7        There's a motion on the floor to approve the draft

 8   resolution as presented, approving the request for

 9   amendment for Desert Claim.

10        All those in favor, please say "aye."

11                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

12                      CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?

13        The resolution is adopted.  Thank you.

14        Okay.  Moving on to the Horse Heaven project,

15   project update.  Ms. Hafkemeyer.

16                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair

17   Drew.

18        EFSEC have received the post-adjudication

19   application for site certification from the applicant

20   on September 22nd, 2023.  This updated ASC included a

21   traffic impact analysis, updated surveys and reports,

22   turbine and solar reductions, and updated commitments.

23        The reduction in proposed turbines is to remove 13

24   turbines from Turbine Option 1, for a total of 231

25   turbines, and three turbines from Turbine Option 2, for
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 1   a total of 147 turbines.

 2        The solar reduction is to reduce energy generation

 3   at the eastern solar array from 300 megawatts to 100

 4   megawatts and a reduction in solar array footprint from

 5   6,570 acres to 5,447 acres.

 6        Staff have been very busy incorporating the

 7   updated post-adjudication ASC, which was required

 8   within 30 days after the conclusion of the hearings per

 9   Washington Administrative Code 463-60-116.

10        EFSEC is currently updating the analysis of

11   impacts for the final environmental impact statement,

12   or final EIS, and incorporating the traffic impact

13   analysis that was received with the post-adjudication

14   ASC update.

15        Final EIS tasks also include incorporating public

16   comments, agency outreach, tribal coordination, and

17   fine-tuning mitigation.

18        Before I continue, are there any questions?

19                      CHAIR DREW:  Any questions from

20   Council members?

21                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  All right.  This

22   afternoon, we have Sean Greene available, who will be

23   giving a presentation on the final EIS so that Council

24   are familiar with the structure and changes as you

25   approach your upcoming review.  Staff are anticipating
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 1   that the final EIS will be issued and available to the

 2   Council and the public October 31st of this year.

 3                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

 4        Mr. Greene.

 5                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Just watching my

 6   presentation spin for a minute here.

 7        Thank you, Chair Drew and Council.  My -- my name

 8   is Sean Greene.  I am the SEPA specialist and

 9   environmental planner for EFSEC.

10        And as Ami mentioned, the purpose of this

11   presentation is to update the Council on changes taken

12   to the Horse Heaven EIS since the publication of the

13   draft EIS and brief the Council on what changes that

14   they should look for in their review of the upcoming

15   final EIS that will be published -- that the target

16   publication date is the end of the month.

17        If you can go to the next slide.

18        So upon publication of the draft EIS, we entered

19   into a public comment period.  As required by

20   Washington Administrative Code, the period was 30 days

21   in length plus a additional 15-day extension period per

22   request, so 45 days total.

23        Upon the culmination of that period, that comment

24   period, we had public hearings on February 1st of 2023,

25   during which we had 74 speakers.  In combination
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 1   between written and verbal comments, we had

 2   approximately 2500 comments received.  1,217 of those

 3   were deemed substantive, and that -- in this case, non-

 4   substantive comments were those that generally

 5   expressed support or opposition for the project without

 6   specifically suggesting changes or questions, or

 7   comments that were otherwise irrelevant to the

 8   environmental review of the project.

 9        All comment responses, substantive or not, will

10   receive a response as part of this process.  And

11   revisions are integrated throughout the -- the final

12   EIS from those comment responses.

13        Next slide, please.

14        Since the publication of the draft EIS, we've had

15   a series of discussions with other agencies and

16   governments in the process of developing the final EIS,

17   the most prominent of which was the Yakama Nation, who

18   we had begun monthly meetings with between Yakama

19   Nation staff and EFSEC staff, following the expressed

20   desire for more regular discussion between our staffs

21   from Chairman Lewis of the Yakama Nation.

22        As part of those discussions, the Yakama Nation

23   have shared confidential wildlife and cultural data

24   that has been incorporated into the FEIS.  All

25   references within the publicly available FEIS have been
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 1   either referenced indirectly or redacted so as to

 2   protect the confidentiality of the data.  But the

 3   unredacted versions will be included with the FEIS

 4   under separate cover for the Council during the review.

 5        We also had a series of discussions with

 6   Washington State Department of Transportation during

 7   our coordination on the development of the traffic

 8   impact analysis and the review of the subsequently

 9   published analysis that the applicant provided.

10        Next slide, please.

11        There were a series of data collections taken

12   since the draft EIS that had been incorporated into the

13   FEIS, the first of which was the traffic impact

14   analysis, which included project-generated trips,

15   peak-hour traffic volumes, oversized truck haul routes,

16   and traffic safety analyses.

17        These were developed based on conversations with

18   the County and Washington State Department of

19   Transportation, and the process of incorporating

20   that -- the data collected into the impact assessments

21   within the transportation section of the FEIS is

22   ongoing.

23        Also, there were updated raptor nest surveys that

24   were performed following the 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2022

25   surveys that were intended to track the status of
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 1   previously identified nests and identify new nests

 2   within the area.

 3        And the third primary new source of data was the

 4   inclusion of three new key -- key observation points

 5   that came about as a result of public comments received

 6   following the draft EIS.  These -- and new visual

 7   simulations were created for these key -- these KOPs,

 8   these key observation points, and existing simulations

 9   were updated to re- -- to reduce the effect of hazing

10   from atmospheric conditions that were -- that that

11   hazing was included in the original versions of those

12   simulations.

13        These new KOPs were intended to address impacts to

14   motorists, residents, and cultural resources, depending

15   on the individual KOP.

16        Next slide, please.

17        So these next two slides are referencing project

18   reductions that came about due to applicant commitments

19   following the adjudication process.  This slide

20   specifically is in reference to the Data Request 9

21   response, which was, I think, more -- more commonly

22   referred to as the Moon memo during the adjudication

23   process for Council reference.

24        A summary of the changes:

25        That the reductions specifically were reducing the
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 1   east solar array from approximately 2,000 acres to just

 2   over 600 acres, for about a 1400-acre reduction.

 3        Shifting three turbines from Turbine Option 1 away

 4   from Webber and Sheep Canyons.

 5        Removing 13 prosed turbines from Turbine Option 1

 6   and three from Turbine Option 2.

 7        Removing duplicate transmission lines and

 8   substation infrastructure, which included the appro- --

 9   the conversion of approximately four miles of

10   transmission lines to buried collector lines.  While

11   that -- and that is a case where it is both a reduction

12   and addition because it is reducing visual impacts, but

13   there is an associated increase in temporary

14   disturbance, which is being incorporated into the FEIS

15   review.

16        And, finally, a reduction of the east battery

17   station to 100 megawatts from 150.  There is no

18   associated reduction in footprint associated with this,

19   however.

20        Next slide, please.  Thank you.

21        These -- this slide covers reductions that were

22   proposed by the applicant following that Data Request 9

23   response in Sep- -- this was a specific memo on

24   September 26th.  It included a -- an additional nine

25   proposed turbines to be removed from Turbine Option 1,
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 1   accounting for 22 total between the two reductions.

 2   And this -- this specific memo, this nine-turbine

 3   reduction, is referenced within the FEIS, but it is not

 4   included in our impact analysis due to time

 5   constraints, but it will be available to the Council

 6   for their consideration when reading through the FEIS

 7   and, assuming the project is approved, incorporation

 8   into these -- the site certification agreement.

 9        And the applicant noted that the turbines that

10   were re- -- proposed for removal between Turbine

11   Options 1 and 2 were due to concerns noted in public

12   comments and adjudication and were intended to reduce

13   impacts to several different resources.

14        And as an example, that visual at the bottom of

15   this page is a sim- -- a visual simulation provided by

16   the applicant from a key observation point.  And the

17   three closest turbines within that green rectangle are

18   three of the 22 that are proposed for removal from the

19   final project design.

20        Next slide, please.

21        And in -- in concert with the reductions that the

22   applicant has proposed, since the draft EIS, they have

23   proposed a number of additions to the project.  This --

24   all additions were included within that Data Request 9

25   response in August.  The first is the addition of an
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 1   off-site laydown yard north of the project.  That

 2   covers approximately 23 acres.  That is outside of the

 3   previously surveyed area.  This laydown yard would be

 4   specifically used for temporary laydown of turbine

 5   blades before installation.  And staff is currently

 6   developing additional mitigation and the necessary data

 7   collection for potential use of this laydown yard.

 8        In addition, there was the passage of House

 9   Bill 1173, which requires all current and future wind

10   turbine projects within the state of Washington to

11   request FAA approval for the use of an aircraft

12   detection lighting system.  The applicant has gone

13   through the planning process for how to incorporate

14   this into the project and has come to the -- the point

15   where they believe five radar sensor towers, an example

16   of which can be seen in the bottom right of this page,

17   will be needed to be installed across the project

18   for -- for the implementation of the system.

19        One of these five towers is outside of the

20   previously surveyed area.  And altogether, they will

21   require approximately 8,000 feet of new roads and

22   10,000 feet of new electrical infrastructure.

23        Next slide, please.

24        And the final project additions that were

25   incorporated into that Data Request 9 response were
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 1   the -- the upgrading and extension of the County Well

 2   Road transmission line.  Approximately four miles will

 3   be upgraded from 230 kilovolts to 500 kilovolts, and

 4   just over 1,000 feet of that new line and one new

 5   support structure will be located outside of the

 6   previously surveyed area.

 7        And that visual on the bottom right, the -- the

 8   top image is the existing conditions at that key

 9   observation point.  The bottom is the original visual

10   simulation.  The towers in the blue rectangle, as part

11   of this upgrade, will be more akin in size to the

12   existing towers in the yellow rectangle, so they will

13   be taller.

14        And the final addition was that the west battery

15   station will be upgraded from 150 megawatts to 200

16   megawatts, which will increase the footprint of that

17   from six acres to ten acres.

18        Next slide, please.

19        This image and a similar one for Turbine Option 2

20   will be provided to the Council with the FEIS.  This is

21   a visual representation of the reductions, or rather,

22   the project changes that the -- the applicant has

23   proposed.

24        And just a few areas to note.  The green

25   highlighted area in the bottom right is indicative of
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 1   the reduction.  That's that east solar field.

 2        The -- the green dots along the northern edge of

 3   the project are the turbines that are proposed for

 4   removal.  They are primarily associated with the

 5   ridgeline.

 6        And the green lines on the western part are the

 7   transmission lines that have been propo- -- that are no

 8   longer proposed as part of the project, whereas the

 9   blue one -- blue line is the newly proposed

10   transmission line.

11        And next slide, please.

12        As for the structure of the FEIS, it is similar to

13   the draft EIS, with the executive summary coming first,

14   Chapter 1 indicating project background, which includes

15   a SEPA review history and defines the purpose of need,

16   both for the project for the applicant and the EIS for

17   EFSEC.

18        Chapter 2, which will cover the proposed action

19   alternatives, which encompasses the project description

20   and alternatives that were assessed as part of the EIS,

21   including the no-action alternative.

22        Chapter 3 is the affected environment, which

23   covers pre-project conditions for the 14 SEPA

24   environmental resources and socioeconomics and also

25   represents the -- the no- -- the anticipated results of
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 1   the no- -- no-action alternative.

 2        Chapter 4 is impacts and mitigation measures,

 3   direct and indirect, from project actions.  Applicant-

 4   proposed avoidance and impact reduction commitments are

 5   included in this section as well as EFSEC staff-

 6   recommended mitigation.  And this section also includes

 7   the impact ratings for all -- all 15 resources that

 8   were assessed.

 9        Cumulative impacts.  Chapter 5 will cover impacts

10   combined -- from the project alone, combined with other

11   past, present, or reasonably foreseeable developments.

12        And Chapter 10, which is new for this final EIS,

13   is the summary of public comments received and

14   responses on the draft EIS and will include

15   consolidated responses to public comments received.

16        Next slide, please.

17        And I won't go through all of these, but this is a

18   representative example of some of the changes that are

19   in Chapter 3 of the final EIS as a result of public

20   comments and are different from the draft EIS.

21        A few to note, however, are that we have included

22   viticultural areas and the wine industry as an affected

23   resource under land use due to public comments.  And as

24   we noted before, in "Visual," the addition of three key

25   observation points with accompanying visual
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 1   simulations.  These were intended to address previously

 2   underrepresented or unrepresented viewshed concerns

 3   raised during the public comment period.

 4        And, finally, for "Transportation," we have the

 5   removal of State Route 221 from consideration as an

 6   oversize and overweight load route, as the applicant-

 7   supplied transportation impact assessment indicated

 8   that it was not intended to be used for such purpose.

 9   Should that change in the future, we would require

10   additional data collection and potentially mitigation.

11        Next slide, please.

12        And, again, I won't read through all of these.

13   This is not intended to be a comprehensive list of all

14   the changes within Chapter 4.  There are substantial

15   rewrites throughout.  But a few that are more pressing

16   based on the degree of change or the relevancy to the

17   number of public comments received.

18        Under "Air," we included an air dispersion

19   modeling analysis that was added for several emissions,

20   which often includes the newly proposed use of an

21   on-site concrete batch plant during construction, as at

22   the applicant's request.

23        Under "Vegetation," we added a new mitigation

24   measure, Vegetation-9, that requires that the applicant

25   regularly clear project fencing of any vegetative
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 1   growth, with the goal of both reducing the visual

 2   impact of the fencing and the risk of fire due to the

 3   fuel load that the vegetation -- that the vegetation

 4   could represent.

 5        Under "Wildlife," Species-5 mitigation has been

 6   expanded.  This specifically targets impacts to

 7   ferruginous hawk, the ferruginous hawk, and would

 8   disallow construction of project components within two

 9   miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests, except in

10   cases where the applicant is able to demonstrate that

11   the nest site and foraging habitat is no longer

12   available and that the compensatory habitat would

13   provide a net gain in ferruginous hawk habitat.

14        For this mitigation, habitat deemed no longer

15   available would include habitat that has been altered

16   by landscape-scale development to the extent that the

17   territory is no longer viable for that species.

18        And the pre-construction technical advisory group

19   and EFSEC are required to approve and concur with that

20   determination of nonviability and would be required --

21   that would be required for any encroachment on this

22   two-mile buffer.  And additional mitigation would be

23   developed as necessary if there is an encroachment on

24   this historic nest that is no longer viable.

25        And for "Historic & Cultural," there is one case
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 1   of the reduction of a determination of significance.

 2   For pre-contact archaeological isolates in the draft

 3   EIS, they were determined to be -- the impact was

 4   determined to be significant even after the imposition

 5   of applicant commitments and EFSEC mitigation.

 6        We have reduced that to a determination of

 7   nonsignificance based on the fact that the cultural

 8   resource avoidance plan would ensure that the two

 9   identified pre-contact isolates found on-site would not

10   be impacted or affected by project actions.

11        And, finally, "Visual."  We have the removal of

12   the Visual-4 mitigation that was proposed in the draft

13   EIS, which would have required color-treating solar

14   collectors and support structure.  Based on our review,

15   we believe that that tech- -- that technology is not

16   practical at this moment.

17        And we have included revisions to the Visual-5

18   mitigation, which requires the installation of

19   color-treated opaque fencing within half a mile of KOPs

20   or residences and believe that to be sufficient to

21   address the visual concerns associated with the -- the

22   solar arrays.

23        Next slide, please.

24        So for the purpose of SEPA and this -- this EIS,

25   we define "significant" as having a reasonable
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 1   likelihood of more than a moderate adverse impact on

 2   environmental quality or having a severe adverse impact

 3   on environmental quality, even if the chance is not

 4   considered great.

 5        And for the EIS, significance is determined after

 6   the assumed application of all relevant applicant

 7   commitments and EFSEC staff-recommended mitigation

 8   being imposed as part of the site certification

 9   agreement.

10        After all of -- after this analysis and the

11   imposition of those commitments and mitigation, we have

12   determined that there are three SEPA environmental

13   resources with identified significant impacts, those

14   being visual aesthetics, recreation, and historic and

15   cultural.

16        Next slide, please.

17        For visual, this significant impact is associated

18   with the operation phase, specifically for the

19   comprehensive project due to the -- due to the

20   component of the wind turbines.  We have identified

21   several visual mitigation outlined there that we

22   believe will reduce this impact and especially in

23   concert with the -- the turbine reductions that are

24   proposed by the applicant since the draft EIS.

25        But as -- as can be seen in more detail within our

0041

 1   Chapter 4 review of this resource, we believe that post

 2   mitigation and applicant commitments, the turbines

 3   would still dominate views from many key observation

 4   points, and the landscape will appear strongly altered.

 5   So we have recommended a -- a finding of significant

 6   unavoidable adverse impacts for this resource.

 7        Next slide, please.

 8        For recreation, we have identified significant

 9   unavoidable adverse impacts for the operation phase of

10   the project on paragliding and hang-gliding safety.

11   The area around the project is used for these

12   activities even though it is not an officially

13   designated use by any state agency.

14        We have identified several different mitigation

15   measures that we will recommend as to be incorporated

16   within the SCA, as -- as outlined therein, primarily

17   focused on coordinating with recreation groups and

18   performing outreach on a safety management plan.  But

19   we believe that the turbines and solar arrays would

20   still limit recreation availability for paragliding and

21   hang gliding throughout the project area and present a

22   safety risk for those activities.

23        Next slide, please.

24        And the third resource where we believe that there

25   are significant unavoidable adverse impacts is, for
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 1   historic and cultural, specifically for traditional

 2   cultural properties during the construction, operation,

 3   and decommissioning phases of the project.

 4        We have recommended mitigation in the form of

 5   ongoing engagement with affected tribes in an attempt

 6   to identify mitigation measures that they believe would

 7   be effective in reducing any -- the -- the anticipated

 8   impacts, but we believe that they will -- there --

 9   there is insufficient mitigation that we have been able

10   to identify to reduce these impacts to a level of

11   nonsignificance, and we believe that there will be

12   significant impacts to traditional cultural properties

13   due to ground disturbance, physical alteration, loss of

14   access, and visual interference.

15        And for this resource in particular, the Yakama

16   Nation has provided a map of project components that

17   show which components will be impacted by TCPs and

18   identifies the number of TCPs that will be impacted by

19   each turbine.  This map will not be included within the

20   publicly available EIS due to confidentiality concerns

21   but will be provided to the Council for the review

22   packet.

23        Next slide, please.

24        And to reiterate what -- what Ami said at the

25   start, we anticipate that the EIS will be issued by the
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 1   end of October and be available to the Council at that

 2   point.  We will be giving a second presentation at the

 3   November 29th Council meeting that will more

 4   specifically address Council actions and the next steps

 5   in the EFSEC process to follow Council review of the

 6   EIS.

 7        And Council members are encouraged to ask any

 8   questions that they have either now or at the November

 9   meeting, once they've had time to look at the EIS, and

10   EFSEC staff will be available to answer any questions

11   that they arrive at during their review of the EIS once

12   it is available to them outside of Council's scheduled

13   meetings.

14        One final note is that the -- the November 29th

15   meeting will include a -- several subject matter expert

16   guests from other agencies as -- to be available for

17   Council questions.  And they have requested that, if

18   Council members identify questions that they have for

19   those subject matter experts prior to that November

20   29th meeting, they would appreciate EFSEC staff being

21   available -- or being able to transmit those questions

22   to them so they can more comprehensively answer --

23   answer those questions.

24        But at this point, I'm available to answer any

25   questions that you have based on this presentation.
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 1                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you very much for

 2   a very comprehensive presentation.

 3        When you speak about the November 29th meeting,

 4   that is a special meeting -- is that not right? -- and

 5   not our usual November meeting, Ms. Hafkemeyer?

 6                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  That is correct.

 7   Staff will be noticing a special meeting on November

 8   29th specifically for the purposes of answering Council

 9   questions on their review of the final EIS and having

10   the subject matter experts available.

11        As Sean mentioned, we -- we have identified some

12   subject matter experts that are already scheduled to be

13   there, but if Council identify questions in their

14   review and they have specific subject matter experts

15   that they would like to get some more information from

16   or ask questions of, that would be helpful for us to --

17   to include those people.

18                      CHAIR DREW:  And if I can just go

19   over one more time what our next steps are.  Maybe

20   Ms. Bumpus can work with me on this so that we make it

21   clear for the public and for the Council members:  That

22   we have deliberation on the adjudication, and that will

23   result in an order of findings and conclusions on the

24   information we gathered through the adjudicative

25   process.
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 1        In the SEPA process, we have the -- the conclusion

 2   of the final environmental impact statement which goes

 3   through you, Ms. Bumpus, as the SEPA responsible

 4   official.

 5        What we do with this information as a Council is

 6   we take the information from this as well as the

 7   adjudication to form our recommendation to the

 8   governor.  Is that true?

 9                      MS. BUMPUS:  That's correct.

10                      CHAIR DREW:  Does the Council have

11   questions about that, or is that clear?  Okay.

12        Are there questions from Council members at this

13   point in time?  I know there's a lot to chew on, so...

14        I would also say that you can also reach out to

15   EFSEC staff -- Ms. Bumpus, Ms. Hafkemeyer, Mr. Greene

16   primarily -- on the FEIS if you have questions you'd

17   like to ask them to clarify.

18                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Ms. Moon is also

19   very knowledgeable about the project and is available

20   for questions, just not this week.

21                      CHAIR DREW:  Okay.  She does deserve

22   a minute or two off.

23        Sure.  Go ahead.  Mr. Levitt.

24                      MR. LEVITT:  Yeah, I guess I just

25   want to ask one question based on the presentation.  It
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 1   says, "Ongoing engagement with affected tribes to

 2   identify appropriate mitigation measures that could

 3   include the demarcation of culturally sensitive areas

 4   to be avoided..."

 5        That one's just interesting to me, 'cause it seems

 6   like we've heard from people that tribes would prefer

 7   the culturally sensitive areas not be easily

 8   identified.  So if you demarcate them, then other

 9   people can know where they are.

10                      MR. GREENE:  Yeah, that -- that's

11   absolutely a good point.  That is why no geographic --

12   geographical data that we have available for

13   traditional cultural properties is being shared within

14   the publicly available EIS.  That mitigation measure is

15   intended to ensure that EFSEC, the applicant, and

16   affected tribes continue coordination throughout the

17   life of the project and prior to construction.

18        If the identification of no-go zones is something

19   that the tribes are interested in -- and which, as you

20   point out, would necessarily involve the -- the

21   disclosure of the location of those -- those cultural

22   resources -- that is something that we want to be

23   available for discussion.  I don't know if it is

24   practicable, but we are retaining it there as an

25   option.
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 1                      MR. LEVITT:  Okay.  Thank you.

 2                      MR. YOUNG:  Chair -- Chair Drew,

 3   this is Lenny Young.

 4        If I may, Sean, I've got three questions for you,

 5   one that pertains to the post-adjudication changes to

 6   the ASC and then two that per- -- pertain to the final

 7   EIS.

 8        As to the first:  Were there any post-

 9   adjudications to the ASC that expressly addressed

10   traditional cultural property concerns raised by the

11   Yakama Nation?

12                      MR. GREENE:  There was nothing

13   specifically that addressed those concerns.  I would

14   note that the reductions that were proposed in the

15   project layout, one of the resources that was discussed

16   as potentially benefitting from those reductions was

17   cultural and historic resources.  To this point, I -- I

18   don't believe that the applicant has been made aware of

19   the exact geographical location of TCPs of concern.

20                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  And so was there

21   any specific correlation between any of the

22   post-adjudication changes and areas in which concern

23   about TCPs had been expressed?

24                      MR. GREENE:  I -- I can say that TCP

25   concerns cover the -- almost the entirety of the
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 1   project area.  So I don't want to give out any

 2   geographical information.  But any reduction that was

 3   proposed by the applicant would, to some degree or

 4   another, benefit or reduce TCP impacts.

 5                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thanks.

 6        And then I'm going to defer to Shona Voelckers,

 7   and then I'll -- I'll return with my next two

 8   questions.

 9                      CHAIR DREW:  We're taking questions

10   only from Council members.

11                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Then -- then I'll

12   proceed.

13        The next two questions I have are more related to

14   the FEIS.

15        In the cumulative impacts assessment, one of the

16   lines of testimony that the Council heard during the

17   adjudicative proceedings was around landscape-level

18   impacts to the way that air flows, velocities and air

19   flow patterns.

20        Was any of this taken into account in the final

21   EIS in the terms of cumulative impacts and how

22   development of one particular area could impact the

23   quality and the availability of air and wind in other

24   parts of the landscape?

25                      MR. GREENE:  I don't know that it

0049

 1   has at this point.  I know that we are still developing

 2   Chapter 5, which is a cumulative impacts chapter, so we

 3   can look at incorporating that if it is not already in.

 4                      MR. YOUNG:  Great.  Thank you.

 5        And then my -- my last question is:  In terms of

 6   the -- the new aspect of the analysis around impacts to

 7   the wine industry, I wanted to see whether impacts to

 8   the wine industry in terms of the growing and the

 9   production and manufacturing of wine, were those

10   distinguished from impacts to the wine tourism

11   industry?  Because it strikes me that perhaps impacts

12   might be slightly different between or somewhat

13   different between those two -- two specific areas, wine

14   production versus wine tourism.

15                      MR. GREENE:  Yeah, you're -- you are

16   correct.  The agricultural lands that are targeted for

17   this project do not, to my knowledge, include any

18   active vineyards.  The new analysis that was included

19   within the FEIS was really more focused on the

20   ecotourism industry and the -- and the socioeconomic

21   impacts associated with that.

22                      MR. YOUNG:  Great.  I think that

23   might be significant in terms of whether -- whether we

24   consider it more in the realm of socioeconomic impacts

25   versus impacts to the practice of agriculture.
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 1        And thank you for your responses.  I'm done.

 2                      CHAIR DREW:  Are there additional

 3   questions from Council members?

 4                      MR. LIVINGSTON:  Yeah.  Chair Drew,

 5   this is Mike Livingston.

 6                      CHAIR DREW:  Go ahead.

 7                      MR. LIVINGSTON:  I have a question

 8   for Sean Greene.

 9        With the two-mile buffer that's being instituted

10   around ferruginous hawk nests, do you -- do you have a

11   number for me as to how many would be -- that would be

12   applied to?

13                      CHAIR DREW:  How many turbines?  Is

14   that your question, Mr. Livingston?  No.

15                      MR. LIVINGSTON:  No.

16                      CHAIR DREW:  How many --

17                      MR. LIVINGSTON:  The -- how many --

18   how many nest sites.

19                      CHAIR DREW:  Okay.

20                      MR. LIVINGSTON:  Or territories.

21   What -- I -- what is the metric first?  I guess that's

22   clarification.  Is it territories, or is it nest sites?

23   And then how many?  Thank you.

24                      MR. GREENE:  Sure.  So a lot of this

25   is outlined in our Chapter 3 and 4 discussion of
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 1   wildlife.  But we have used historical docu- --

 2   historically documented ferruginous hawk nests as the

 3   baseline in addition to those nests that were

 4   identified during the, at this point, I believe five

 5   years of surveys performed by the applicant.  We have

 6   also included his- -- historic nesting habitat.

 7        And any -- any -- any location where a nest has

 8   been documented at any point is considered -- is what

 9   we are considering a potentially active ferruginous

10   hawk nest.  So every historically documented nest is

11   given that two-mile buffer, which then leads to that --

12   that discussion of, if we can come to a understanding

13   that the habitat in the area is no longer viable and

14   that nest is no longer present, then there could

15   potentially be project actions within that buffer with

16   additional mitigation.  But any -- any place where we

17   have ever identified a nest is considered as part of

18   that mitigation.

19                      MR. LIVINGSTON:  Thank you.

20                      MR. GREENE:  Oh.  And I'm sorry.  I

21   think you asked for a number.  I -- I don't have the

22   exact number.  I think it's around 60, but somewhere

23   around there.

24                      CHAIR DREW:  And we will have that

25   information at the end of the month and then the
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 1   opportunity to also go into more depth with agency

 2   experts during the 29th meeting as well.

 3        So thank you, Council members, for your very good

 4   questions.

 5        And at this point in time, we will be moving on

 6   to -- and thank you, Sean, for your excellent

 7   presentation.

 8        And we will be moving on, then, to the Badger

 9   Mountain project update.  Ms. Snarski.

10                      MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Thank you, Chair

11   Drew.  And good afternoon, Council members.  For the

12   record, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist

13   for Badger Mountain Solar.

14        Progress continues to be made on the development

15   of the draft environmental impact statement for the

16   proposed Badger Mountain Solar project.  At the

17   previous Council meeting, staff identified that we

18   would be conducting additional cultural resource survey

19   work, and we are working with our consultant, WSP, to

20   prepare for this activity.

21        EFSEC and WSP have finalized a contract for the

22   additional survey, and it appears they may be able to

23   complete the work before the snow is on the ground.  We

24   anticipate the findings of the survey will be

25   incorporated into the draft environmental impact
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 1   statement.

 2        That's it.  And do you have any questions?

 3                      CHAIR DREW:  No.  But I'm happy to

 4   hear that, and we'll keep our fingers crossed that we

 5   can do that.  Thank you, Ms. Snarski.

 6                      MS. SNARSKI:  Yeah.  Yeah.

 7                      CHAIR DREW:  Okay.  We are now

 8   moving on to the Wautoma Solar project.  Mr. Caputo.

 9                      MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you, Chair Drew

10   and Council members.  The applicants for the Wautoma

11   Solar energy project recently sub- -- I'm sorry? --

12   recently submitted the final supplemental cultural

13   resource survey requested by EFSEC and the Department

14   of Archaeology and Historic Preservation.  We are

15   presently reviewing the report for compliance in

16   coordination with DAHP and the Yakama Nation cultural

17   staff.  After we have concurrence from DAHP, we will

18   prepare a SEPA threshold determination.

19        May I answer any questions?

20                      CHAIR DREW:  Are there any questions

21   about the project update?

22                      MR. CAPUTO:  And I do have one more

23   statement.

24                      CHAIR DREW:  From the -- for the

25   extension request.
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 1                      MR. CAPUTO:  Yes.

 2        In your information packets, you'll find a request

 3   by the applicants for an extension of their application

 4   till June 28th, 2024.  Staff have coordinated with the

 5   applicant on the timeline.  We did not receive any

 6   public comments on the extension.  Therefore, staff

 7   recommends the Council approve the applicant's request.

 8        Thank you.

 9                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

10        Are there any questions from Council members about

11   the extension request?  You see that in front of you

12   and received it in the information for the meeting.  An

13   extension request until -- now I'm not finding it --

14   June 28th, 2024.  Thank you.  Okay.  First sentence

15   there.

16        So any questions for Mr. Caputo on that, or any

17   comments from Council members?

18        Okay.  Is there a motion to approve the extension

19   request for the Wautoma Solar application to June 28th,

20   2024?

21                      MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.

22                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

23        Second?

24                      MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.

25   Second.

0055

 1                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

 2        Is there any discussion?

 3        All those in favor, please say "aye."

 4                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

 5                      CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?

 6        Motion is adopted.  Thank you.

 7        We are now moving on to the Hop Hill Solar Project

 8   update.  Mr. Barnes.

 9                      MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Drew

10   and Council members.  For the record, this is John

11   Barnes, EFSEC staff, for the Hop Hill application

12   update for September.

13        We are continuing to coordinate and review the

14   application with our contract and contracted agencies

15   and tribal governments.  We are anticipating receiving

16   supplemental information in the coming weeks.

17        A land-use consistency legal advice memo has been

18   drafted by our assistant attorney general and has been

19   provided for you in the October Council packet.  At

20   this time, we would like to request the Council to

21   direct the staff to prepare an order of inconsistency

22   with which the Council would then review and vote on at

23   the November meeting.

24        Are there any questions?

25                      CHAIR DREW:  Are there any questions
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 1   for Mr. Barnes?

 2        You-all did receive the legal advice memo.  And

 3   the motion would be to direct the staff to draft an

 4   order determining the land use to be inconsistent and

 5   setting the matter for adjudication.

 6        Are there any questions either for Mr. Barnes or

 7   for our AAG?

 8        Okay.  Hearing none.

 9        Is there a motion to direct the staff to draft an

10   order determining land use to be inconsistent and

11   setting the matter for adjudication?

12                      MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.  So

13   moved.

14                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

15                      MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  Second.

16                      CHAIR DREW:  Thanks.

17        Discussion?

18        All those in favor, say "aye."

19                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

20                      CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?

21        Motion carries.

22        Carriger Solar update.  Ms. Snarski.

23                      MS. SNARSKI:  Hello again.  Thank

24   you, Chair Drew and Council members.  For the record,

25   this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for
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 1   Carriger Solar.

 2        EFSEC staff continue to work with the Carriger

 3   Solar applicant to address anticipated visual impacts

 4   to the proposed project.  In accordance with

 5   RCW 80.50.090, Sub 3, Sub a, the applicant is allowed

 6   to provide clarification to make changes to the

 7   proposal to mitigate the anticipated environmental

 8   impacts.

 9        We are currently in the process of evaluating the

10   needs for supplemental visual simulations to help us

11   better understand the potential impacts.  These new

12   simulations will lead to further potential mitigation

13   discussions and will result in a formal written

14   response to our initial SEPA determination of

15   significance by the applicant.

16        I can answer any questions.

17                      CHAIR DREW:  Yes.  If you could, the

18   visual simulations, are they being conducted by the

19   applicant?

20                      MS. SNARSKI:  Correct.  Well,

21   their -- their consultant.  But, yes, we are working --

22                      CHAIR DREW:  Their consultant.

23                      MS. SNARSKI:  Correct.  Yeah.

24                      CHAIR DREW:  And then we --

25                      MS. SNARSKI:  But we work --
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 1                      CHAIR DREW:  -- reviewed -- right.

 2   And then reviewed by our staff.  Okay.

 3                      MS. SNARSKI:  Correct.  Yes.

 4                      CHAIR DREW:  And our consultants as

 5   well.

 6                      MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.

 7                      CHAIR DREW:  And -- thank you.  Just

 8   to clarify that I heard that correctly.

 9        Any other questions from Council members?

10        Okay.  Thank you for your report.

11        We'll move on to the second-quarter cost

12   allocation.  Ms. Bumpus.

13                      MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you.  Good

14   afternoon, Chair Drew and Council members.

15        As we do at the beginning of each quarter, I have

16   the second-quarter cost allocations to report to the

17   Council.  So I'll just go through and read off these

18   percentages.

19        For Kittitas Valley:  We have 4 percent.

20        Wild Horse:  4 percent.

21        Columbia Generating Station:  20 percent.

22        Columbia Solar:  4 percent.

23        WNP-1:  2 percent.

24        Whistling Ridge:  3 percent.

25        Grays Harbor 1 and 2:  6 percent.
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 1        Chehalis:  6 percent.

 2        Desert Claim:  4 percent.

 3        Goose Prairie Solar:  4 percent.

 4        Horse Heaven Wind Farm:  15 percent.

 5        Badger Mountain:  6 percent.

 6        Cypress Creek Renewables:  4 percent.

 7        Wautoma:  6 percent.

 8        Hop Hill:  6 percent.

 9        And Carriger:  Also 6 percent.

10                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

11                      MS. BUMPUS:  And that concludes the

12   update on the cost allocation.

13                      CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.

14        And with that, our agenda is concluded.  Thank

15   you, all, for your participation.

16        The meeting is adjourned.

17                             (Meeting adjourned at

18                              2:37 p.m.)
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 1   STATE OF WASHINGTON )     I, John M.S. Botelho, CCR, RPR,

                         ) ss  a certified court reporter

 2   County of Pierce    )     in the State of Washington, do
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 3
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		109						LN		4		11		false		          11				false

		110						LN		4		12		false		          12				false

		111						LN		4		13		false		          13				false

		112						LN		4		14		false		          14				false

		113						LN		4		15		false		          15				false

		114						LN		4		16		false		          16				false

		115						LN		4		17		false		          17				false

		116						LN		4		18		false		          18				false

		117						LN		4		19		false		          19				false

		118						LN		4		20		false		          20				false

		119						LN		4		21		false		          21				false

		120						LN		4		22		false		          22				false

		121						LN		4		23		false		          23				false

		122						LN		4		24		false		          24				false

		123						LN		4		25		false		          25				false

		124						PG		5		0		false		page 5				false

		125						LN		5		1		false		           1                          MEETING INDEX				false

		126						LN		5		2		false		           2      EVENT:                                       PAGE NO.				false

		127						LN		5		3		false		           3    Call to order                                       6				false

		128						LN		5		4		false		           4    Roll call                                           6				false

		129						LN		5		5		false		           5    Proposed agenda                                    11				false

		130						LN		5		6		false		           6    Minutes				false

		131						LN		5		7		false		           7         9/20/2023 Monthly Meeting                     11				false

		132						LN		5		8		false		           8    Projects				false

		133						LN		5		9		false		           9         Kittitas Valley Wind Project                  12				false

		134						LN		5		10		false		          10         Wild Horse Wind Power Project                 13				false

		135						LN		5		11		false		          11         Grays Harbor Energy Center                    13				false

		136						LN		5		12		false		          12         Chehalis Generation Facility                  13				false

		137						LN		5		13		false		          13         Columbia Solar                                14				false

		138						LN		5		14		false		          14         Columbia Generating Station, WNP-1/4          14				false

		139						LN		5		15		false		          15         Goose Prairie Solar                           15				false

		140						LN		5		16		false		          16         High Top and Ostrea                           16				false

		141						LN		5		17		false		          17         Whistling Ridge                               16				false

		142						LN		5		18		false		          18         Desert Claim                                  17				false

		143						LN		5		19		false		          19         Horse Heaven Wind Farm                        25				false

		144						LN		5		20		false		          20         Badger Mountain                               52				false

		145						LN		5		21		false		          21         Wautoma Solar                                 53				false

		146						LN		5		22		false		          22         Hop Hill Solar                                55				false

		147						LN		5		23		false		          23         Carriger Solar                                56				false

		148						LN		5		24		false		          24    2nd Quarter Cost Allocation                        58				false

		149						LN		5		25		false		          25    Adjournment                                        59				false

		150						PG		6		0		false		page 6				false

		151						LN		6		1		false		           1                        BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,				false

		152						LN		6		2		false		           2      October 18, 2023, at 621 Woodland Square Loop				false

		153						LN		6		3		false		           3      Southeast, Lacey, Washington, at 1:30 p.m., the				false

		154						LN		6		4		false		           4      following Monthly Meeting of the Washington State				false

		155						LN		6		5		false		           5      Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held, to				false

		156						LN		6		6		false		           6      wit:				false

		157						LN		6		7		false		           7                          <<<<<< >>>>>>				false

		158						LN		6		8		false		           8				false

		159						LN		6		9		false		           9                        CHAIR DREW:  Good afternoon.  This				false

		160						LN		6		10		false		          10      is Kathleen Drew, Chair of the Energy Facility Site				false

		161						LN		6		11		false		          11      Evaluation Council, calling this meeting to order.				false

		162						LN		6		12		false		          12          Ms. Grantham, will you call the roll.				false

		163						LN		6		13		false		          13                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly.				false

		164						LN		6		14		false		          14      Department of Commerce.				false

		165						LN		6		15		false		          15          Department of Ecology.				false

		166						LN		6		16		false		          16                        MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt, present.				false

		167						LN		6		17		false		          17                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Fish				false

		168						LN		6		18		false		          18      and Wildlife.				false

		169						LN		6		19		false		          19                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Mike Livingston,				false

		170						LN		6		20		false		          20      present.				false

		171						LN		6		21		false		          21                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of				false

		172						LN		6		22		false		          22      Natural Resources.				false

		173						LN		6		23		false		          23                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young, present.				false

		174						LN		6		24		false		          24                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Utilities &				false

		175						LN		6		25		false		          25      Transportation Commission.				false

		176						PG		7		0		false		page 7				false

		177						LN		7		1		false		            1                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster,				false

		178						LN		7		2		false		            2     present.				false

		179						LN		7		3		false		            3                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Local government and				false

		180						LN		7		4		false		            4     optional State agencies:  For the Horse Heaven project,				false

		181						LN		7		5		false		            5     Department of Agriculture.				false

		182						LN		7		6		false		            6                        MR. SANDISON:  Derek Sandison,				false

		183						LN		7		7		false		            7     present.				false

		184						LN		7		8		false		            8                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Benton County, Ed				false

		185						LN		7		9		false		            9     Brost.				false

		186						LN		7		10		false		           10          I do see Mr. Brost is present.				false

		187						LN		7		11		false		           11          For the Badger Mountain project:  For Douglas				false

		188						LN		7		12		false		           12     County, Jordyn Guilio.				false

		189						LN		7		13		false		           13          For the Wautoma Solar Project:  For Benton County,				false

		190						LN		7		14		false		           14     Dave Sharp.				false

		191						LN		7		15		false		           15                        MR. SHARP:  Dave Sharp, present.				false

		192						LN		7		16		false		           16                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Washington State				false

		193						LN		7		17		false		           17     Department of Transportation, Paul Gonseth.				false

		194						LN		7		18		false		           18          For the Hop Hill Solar Project:  For Benton				false

		195						LN		7		19		false		           19     County, Paul Krupin.				false

		196						LN		7		20		false		           20                        MR. KRUPIN:  Paul Krupin, present.				false

		197						LN		7		21		false		           21                        MS. GRANTHAM:  For Carriger Solar:				false

		198						LN		7		22		false		           22     Klickitat County, Matt Chiles.				false

		199						LN		7		23		false		           23                        MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.				false

		200						LN		7		24		false		           24                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Assistant attorney				false

		201						LN		7		25		false		           25     generals:  Jon Thompson.				false

		202						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		203						LN		8		1		false		            1                        MR. THOMPSON:  Jon Thompson,				false

		204						LN		8		2		false		            2     present.				false

		205						LN		8		3		false		            3                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Jenna Slocum.				false

		206						LN		8		4		false		            4                        MS. SLOCUM:  Jenna Slocum, present.				false

		207						LN		8		5		false		            5                        MS. GRANTHAM:  And I do remember we				false

		208						LN		8		6		false		            6     do have a new assistant attorney general.  Jon				false

		209						LN		8		7		false		            7     Thompson, can you please remind me of his name?  I				false

		210						LN		8		8		false		            8     missed his name on the roll call sheet.				false

		211						LN		8		9		false		            9                        MR. THOMPSON:  It is Zack Packer.				false

		212						LN		8		10		false		           10                        MS. GRANTHAM:  And is Zack present?				false

		213						LN		8		11		false		           11          Administrative law judges:  Adam Torem.				false

		214						LN		8		12		false		           12                        JUDGE TOREM:  This is Judge Torem.				false

		215						LN		8		13		false		           13     I'm present.				false

		216						LN		8		14		false		           14                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Laura Bradley.				false

		217						LN		8		15		false		           15          Dan Gerard.				false

		218						LN		8		16		false		           16          Joni Derifield.				false

		219						LN		8		17		false		           17          For Council staff:  Sonia Bumpus.				false

		220						LN		8		18		false		           18                        MS. BUMPUS:  Sonia Bumpus, present.				false

		221						LN		8		19		false		           19                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Ami Hafkemeyer.				false

		222						LN		8		20		false		           20                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Ami Hafkemeyer,				false

		223						LN		8		21		false		           21     present.				false

		224						LN		8		22		false		           22                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Amy Moon.				false

		225						LN		8		23		false		           23          Stew Henderson.				false

		226						LN		8		24		false		           24          Joan Owens is present.				false

		227						LN		8		25		false		           25          Dave Walker.				false

		228						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		229						LN		9		1		false		            1          Sonja Skavland.				false

		230						LN		9		2		false		            2                        MS. SKAVLAND:  Sonja Skavland,				false

		231						LN		9		3		false		            3     present.				false

		232						LN		9		4		false		            4                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Lisa Masengale.				false

		233						LN		9		5		false		            5                        MS. MASENGALE:  Present.				false

		234						LN		9		6		false		            6                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Sara Randolph.				false

		235						LN		9		7		false		            7          Sean Greene.				false

		236						LN		9		8		false		            8                        MS. REYNEVELD:  Sarah Reyneveld,				false

		237						LN		9		9		false		            9     present.				false

		238						LN		9		10		false		           10                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Was that				false

		239						LN		9		11		false		           11     Ms. Reyneveld?				false

		240						LN		9		12		false		           12                        MS. REYNEVELD:  That's correct.				false

		241						LN		9		13		false		           13     Thank you.				false

		242						LN		9		14		false		           14                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		243						LN		9		15		false		           15     You said "present" a little early, but I'll mark you				false

		244						LN		9		16		false		           16     down for counsel for the environment.				false

		245						LN		9		17		false		           17          Sean Greene for Council staff.				false

		246						LN		9		18		false		           18                        MR. GREENE:  Sean Greene, present.				false

		247						LN		9		19		false		           19                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Lance Caputo.				false

		248						LN		9		20		false		           20                        MR. CAPUTO:  Lance Caputo, present.				false

		249						LN		9		21		false		           21                        MS. GRANTHAM:  John Barnes.				false

		250						LN		9		22		false		           22                        MR. BARNES:  Present.				false

		251						LN		9		23		false		           23                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Osta Davis.				false

		252						LN		9		24		false		           24                        MS. DAVIS:  Present.				false

		253						LN		9		25		false		           25                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Joanne Snarski.				false

		254						PG		10		0		false		page 10				false

		255						LN		10		1		false		            1                        MS. SNARSKI:  Joanne Snarski,				false

		256						LN		10		2		false		            2     present.				false

		257						LN		10		3		false		            3                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Alex Shiley.				false

		258						LN		10		4		false		            4          Ali Smith.				false

		259						LN		10		5		false		            5                        MS. SMITH:  Ali Smith, present.				false

		260						LN		10		6		false		            6                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Karl Holappa.				false

		261						LN		10		7		false		            7                        MR. HOLAPPA:  Holappa, present.				false

		262						LN		10		8		false		            8                        MS. GRANTHAM:  And for operational				false

		263						LN		10		9		false		            9     updates:  Kittitas Valley wind project.				false

		264						LN		10		10		false		           10                        MR. MELBARDIS:  Eric Melbardis,				false

		265						LN		10		11		false		           11     present.				false

		266						LN		10		12		false		           12                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Wild Horse wind power				false

		267						LN		10		13		false		           13     project.				false

		268						LN		10		14		false		           14                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Jennifer Galbraith,				false

		269						LN		10		15		false		           15     present.				false

		270						LN		10		16		false		           16                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Grays Harbor Energy				false

		271						LN		10		17		false		           17     Center.				false

		272						LN		10		18		false		           18                        MR. SHERIN:  Bruce Sherin, present.				false

		273						LN		10		19		false		           19                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Chehalis Generation				false

		274						LN		10		20		false		           20     Facility.				false

		275						LN		10		21		false		           21                        MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.				false

		276						LN		10		22		false		           22                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Columbia Generating				false

		277						LN		10		23		false		           23     Station.				false

		278						LN		10		24		false		           24          Columbia Solar.				false

		279						LN		10		25		false		           25                        MR. CUSHING:  Thomas Cushing,				false

		280						PG		11		0		false		page 11				false

		281						LN		11		1		false		            1     present.				false

		282						LN		11		2		false		            2                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Goose Prairie Solar.				false

		283						LN		11		3		false		            3                        MR. WILSON:  Scott Wilson, present.				false

		284						LN		11		4		false		            4                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, there is a				false

		285						LN		11		5		false		            5     quorum for the regular Council and all of the other				false

		286						LN		11		6		false		            6     councils.  Thank you.				false

		287						LN		11		7		false		            7                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		288						LN		11		8		false		            8          Now taking up the proposed agenda in front of you.				false

		289						LN		11		9		false		            9          Council members, there's an echo.  I think we're				false

		290						LN		11		10		false		           10     okay now.				false

		291						LN		11		11		false		           11          So the proposed agenda is in front of you.				false

		292						LN		11		12		false		           12          Is there a motion to adopt the proposed agenda?				false

		293						LN		11		13		false		           13                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.				false

		294						LN		11		14		false		           14                        MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt.  Second.				false

		295						LN		11		15		false		           15                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		296						LN		11		16		false		           16          All those in favor, say "aye."				false

		297						LN		11		17		false		           17                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		298						LN		11		18		false		           18                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?				false

		299						LN		11		19		false		           19          Motion is adopted.				false

		300						LN		11		20		false		           20          Moving on to the meeting minutes from September				false

		301						LN		11		21		false		           21     20th, 2023.				false

		302						LN		11		22		false		           22          Is there a motion to approve the meeting minutes?				false

		303						LN		11		23		false		           23                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.				false

		304						LN		11		24		false		           24     Motion to approve the September 20th, 2023, meeting				false

		305						LN		11		25		false		           25     minutes.				false

		306						PG		12		0		false		page 12				false

		307						LN		12		1		false		            1                        CHAIR DREW:  Second?				false

		308						LN		12		2		false		            2                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Mike Livingston.				false

		309						LN		12		3		false		            3     Second.				false

		310						LN		12		4		false		            4                        CHAIR DREW:  Thanks.				false

		311						LN		12		5		false		            5          I have no corrections.				false

		312						LN		12		6		false		            6          Does anyone else have any edits or corrections?				false

		313						LN		12		7		false		            7          Hearing none.				false

		314						LN		12		8		false		            8          All those in favor of approving the minutes,				false

		315						LN		12		9		false		            9     please say "aye."				false

		316						LN		12		10		false		           10                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		317						LN		12		11		false		           11                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?				false

		318						LN		12		12		false		           12          Motion is adopted.				false

		319						LN		12		13		false		           13          Moving on to our operational updates.				false

		320						LN		12		14		false		           14          Kittitas Valley wind project.  Mr. Melbardis.				false

		321						LN		12		15		false		           15                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Mr. Melbardis, you				false

		322						LN		12		16		false		           16     are muted, if you're trying to speak.  Just a heads-up.				false

		323						LN		12		17		false		           17     I see that you're still in here, so hopefully.				false

		324						LN		12		18		false		           18                        MR. MELBARDIS:  Sorry about that.				false

		325						LN		12		19		false		           19     New -- new headset.				false

		326						LN		12		20		false		           20                        MS. GRANTHAM:  No worries.				false

		327						LN		12		21		false		           21                        MR. MELBARDIS:  This is Eric Mel- --				false

		328						LN		12		22		false		           22     Eric Melbardis with EDP Renewables for the Kittitas				false

		329						LN		12		23		false		           23     Valley wind power project.				false

		330						LN		12		24		false		           24          And we had nothing nonroutine to report for the				false

		331						LN		12		25		false		           25     period.				false

		332						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		333						LN		13		1		false		            1                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		334						LN		13		2		false		            2          Moving on to the Wild Horse wind power project.				false

		335						LN		13		3		false		            3     Ms. Galbraith.				false

		336						LN		13		4		false		            4                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes.  Thank you,				false

		337						LN		13		5		false		            5     Chair Drew, Council members, and staff.  This is				false

		338						LN		13		6		false		            6     Jennifer Galbraith representing Puget Sound Energy for				false

		339						LN		13		7		false		            7     the Wild Horse wind facility.				false

		340						LN		13		8		false		            8          For the month of September, I have no nonroutine				false

		341						LN		13		9		false		            9     updates.				false

		342						LN		13		10		false		           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		343						LN		13		11		false		           11          For Grays Harbor Energy Center, Mr. Sherin.				false

		344						LN		13		12		false		           12                        MR. SHERIN:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		345						LN		13		13		false		           13     Drew, Council members, and staff.  This is Chris				false

		346						LN		13		14		false		           14     Sherin, a plant manager from Grays Harbor Energy				false

		347						LN		13		15		false		           15     Center.				false

		348						LN		13		16		false		           16          For the month of September, we have no nonroutine				false

		349						LN		13		17		false		           17     items to report.				false

		350						LN		13		18		false		           18          We did submit our RATA results to EFSEC staff and				false

		351						LN		13		19		false		           19     ORCAA.				false

		352						LN		13		20		false		           20                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		353						LN		13		21		false		           21          And apparently I took you out of order, so I will				false

		354						LN		13		22		false		           22     go back to Chehalis Generation Facility, Mr. Smith.				false

		355						LN		13		23		false		           23                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		356						LN		13		24		false		           24     Drew, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Jeremy Smith,				false

		357						LN		13		25		false		           25     maintenance manager, representing Chehalis Generation				false

		358						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		359						LN		14		1		false		            1     Facility.				false

		360						LN		14		2		false		            2          I have one nonroutine item to report, and it's				false

		361						LN		14		3		false		            3     Stefano Schnitger has assumed the plant manager				false

		362						LN		14		4		false		            4     position effective September 6th.				false

		363						LN		14		5		false		            5          Are there any questions?				false

		364						LN		14		6		false		            6                        CHAIR DREW:  Great.				false

		365						LN		14		7		false		            7          No.  Thank you.  Thank you for that update.				false

		366						LN		14		8		false		            8          And moving on to the Columbia Solar project.				false

		367						LN		14		9		false		            9     Mr. Cushing.				false

		368						LN		14		10		false		           10                        MR. CUSHING:  Good -- hold on one				false

		369						LN		14		11		false		           11     second.  There's background noise.				false

		370						LN		14		12		false		           12          Good afternoon, Chair Drew, Council members, and				false

		371						LN		14		13		false		           13     staff.  This is Thomas Cushing, asset manager for the				false

		372						LN		14		14		false		           14     Columbia Solar projects.				false

		373						LN		14		15		false		           15          For the month of September, we have no nonroutine				false

		374						LN		14		16		false		           16     updates.				false

		375						LN		14		17		false		           17                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		376						LN		14		18		false		           18          For the Columbia Generating Station and WNP-1				false

		377						LN		14		19		false		           19     and -4, Felicia Najera-Paxton.				false

		378						LN		14		20		false		           20                        MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:  Hi:  Good				false

		379						LN		14		21		false		           21     afternoon, Chairman Drew.  Thanks for letting me join				false

		380						LN		14		22		false		           22     kind of late.  I apologize for that.				false

		381						LN		14		23		false		           23          For this month, Columbia Generating Station has no				false

		382						LN		14		24		false		           24     nonroutine items to report.				false

		383						LN		14		25		false		           25          We did have a Washington State fire marshal				false

		384						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		385						LN		15		1		false		            1     conduct inspection of the IDC and CGS buildings on				false

		386						LN		15		2		false		            2     October 2nd through the 4th with no major findings				false

		387						LN		15		3		false		            3     communicated following the inspection.				false

		388						LN		15		4		false		            4                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		389						LN		15		5		false		            5                        MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:  Thank you.				false

		390						LN		15		6		false		            6                        CHAIR DREW:  For Goose Prairie				false

		391						LN		15		7		false		            7     Solar, Mr. Wilson.				false

		392						LN		15		8		false		            8                        MR. WILSON:  Yeah, there is no				false

		393						LN		15		9		false		            9     nonroutine updates to report.				false

		394						LN		15		10		false		           10          As far as construction report, our project is on				false

		395						LN		15		11		false		           11     schedule.  All our -- excuse me.  All our laydown yards				false

		396						LN		15		12		false		           12     have been completed.  The substation grading and				false

		397						LN		15		13		false		           13     foundations are complete.  Control house was delivered				false

		398						LN		15		14		false		           14     and set at the site.				false

		399						LN		15		15		false		           15          We just did get one of our main power transformers				false

		400						LN		15		16		false		           16     today and got that set.  The second one is scheduled to				false

		401						LN		15		17		false		           17     come early November.				false

		402						LN		15		18		false		           18          All our roads are in, interior and exterior roads.				false

		403						LN		15		19		false		           19     The PV array mainline roads, like I said, are complete.				false

		404						LN		15		20		false		           20     The feeders are complete.  PV panels are starting to				false

		405						LN		15		21		false		           21     arrive.  We've got some panels starting to show up				false

		406						LN		15		22		false		           22     tomorrow.				false

		407						LN		15		23		false		           23          As far as SWPPP, it's being modified.  We're going				false

		408						LN		15		24		false		           24     to try to submit it to EFSEC within the next few weeks.				false

		409						LN		15		25		false		           25          We do have monitoring through WSP.  They're here				false

		410						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		411						LN		16		1		false		            1     weekly.  They have found nothing really to report.				false

		412						LN		16		2		false		            2          As far as public outreach, we are -- that's -- us				false

		413						LN		16		3		false		            3     and PCL are -- are getting together.  We're going to				false

		414						LN		16		4		false		            4     donate some AEDs to the Moxee Police Department.  It's				false

		415						LN		16		5		false		            5     going to be -- November 1st, we're going to have a				false

		416						LN		16		6		false		            6     little -- little get-together with them and present the				false

		417						LN		16		7		false		            7     AEDs.				false

		418						LN		16		8		false		            8          And that is just a quick down-and-dirty for Goose				false

		419						LN		16		9		false		            9     Prairie.				false

		420						LN		16		10		false		           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.  Thank you				false

		421						LN		16		11		false		           11     very much.				false

		422						LN		16		12		false		           12          Moving on to the High Top and Ostrea project.				false

		423						LN		16		13		false		           13     Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		424						LN		16		14		false		           14                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.  Good				false

		425						LN		16		15		false		           15     afternoon, Chair Drew and Council.				false

		426						LN		16		16		false		           16          For the High Top and Ostrea project, staff				false

		427						LN		16		17		false		           17     continue to work with the developer on pre-				false

		428						LN		16		18		false		           18     construction requirements and plans.				false

		429						LN		16		19		false		           19          We have no other updates at this time.				false

		430						LN		16		20		false		           20                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		431						LN		16		21		false		           21          For Whistling Ridge, Mr. Caputo, project update.				false

		432						LN		16		22		false		           22                        MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you, Chair Drew				false

		433						LN		16		23		false		           23     and Council members.				false

		434						LN		16		24		false		           24          The applicants for the Whistling Ridge energy				false

		435						LN		16		25		false		           25     project submitted an extension request as well as a				false

		436						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		437						LN		17		1		false		            1     petition to amend their site certification agreement.				false

		438						LN		17		2		false		            2     Staff are looking at available dates to schedule the				false

		439						LN		17		3		false		            3     meetings for the Council.				false

		440						LN		17		4		false		            4          May I answer any questions?				false

		441						LN		17		5		false		            5                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there any				false

		442						LN		17		6		false		            6     questions?				false

		443						LN		17		7		false		            7          Thank you for the update.				false

		444						LN		17		8		false		            8          Desert Claim.  Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		445						LN		17		9		false		            9                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.				false

		446						LN		17		10		false		           10          Again, for the record, this is Ami Hafkemeyer				false

		447						LN		17		11		false		           11     providing a project update on Desert Claim.				false

		448						LN		17		12		false		           12          At the last Council meeting on September 20th,				false

		449						LN		17		13		false		           13     staff updated the Council on the proposed amendment to				false

		450						LN		17		14		false		           14     the Desert Claim site certification agreement, or SCA,				false

		451						LN		17		15		false		           15     in which the certificate holder, EDF Renewables,				false

		452						LN		17		16		false		           16     submitted a request to amend the Desert Claim SCA.  EDF				false

		453						LN		17		17		false		           17     Renewables requested an extension of the substantial				false

		454						LN		17		18		false		           18     completion date from November 13th, 2023, to November				false

		455						LN		17		19		false		           19     13th, 2028.				false

		456						LN		17		20		false		           20          As presented last month, the State Environmental				false

		457						LN		17		21		false		           21     Policy Act, or SEPA, review was limited to the changes				false

		458						LN		17		22		false		           22     proposed by the amendment request.  Staff recommended				false

		459						LN		17		23		false		           23     provisions for inclusion in the SCA amendment to				false

		460						LN		17		24		false		           24     account for current conditions in the project area,				false

		461						LN		17		25		false		           25     industry, or agency practices that have evolved since				false

		462						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		463						LN		18		1		false		            1     the initial certification and information that has				false

		464						LN		18		2		false		            2     become available since the Desert Claim SCA was last				false

		465						LN		18		3		false		            3     amended in 2018.				false

		466						LN		18		4		false		            4          At the previous meeting, I outlined the conditions				false

		467						LN		18		5		false		            5     that staff recommended to include in an SCA amendment,				false

		468						LN		18		6		false		            6     including:				false

		469						LN		18		7		false		            7          limiting the build window by capping any further				false

		470						LN		18		8		false		            8     SCA extension requests.  Any further extension requests				false

		471						LN		18		9		false		            9     would not be allowed unless construction is reasonably				false

		472						LN		18		10		false		           10     underway but may not reach the definition of				false

		473						LN		18		11		false		           11     substantial completion;				false

		474						LN		18		12		false		           12          including a requirement for the aircraft detection				false

		475						LN		18		13		false		           13     lighting system, if approved by the Federal Aviation				false

		476						LN		18		14		false		           14     Administration, to be reviewed for any appropriate				false

		477						LN		18		15		false		           15     additional permit requirements;				false

		478						LN		18		16		false		           16          including a commitment in the Desert Claim waste				false

		479						LN		18		17		false		           17     management plan to recycle project components when				false

		480						LN		18		18		false		           18     possible;				false

		481						LN		18		19		false		           19          and requiring the certificate holder to consider				false

		482						LN		18		20		false		           20     the feasibility during micro-siting to place all				false

		483						LN		18		21		false		           21     turbines more than .5 miles from nonparticipating				false

		484						LN		18		22		false		           22     residences to avoid dominating views from these				false

		485						LN		18		23		false		           23     sensitive viewing locations.				false

		486						LN		18		24		false		           24          One additional recommendation was made during the				false

		487						LN		18		25		false		           25     September 20th Council meeting associated with				false

		488						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		489						LN		19		1		false		            1     extending the wildlife monitoring for carcasses.				false

		490						LN		19		2		false		            2     However, after additional evaluation by EFSEC staff,				false

		491						LN		19		3		false		            3     this was determined to already be included in the SCA.				false

		492						LN		19		4		false		            4     Therefore, this recommendation has not been				false

		493						LN		19		5		false		            5     incorporated into the resolution that you have in front				false

		494						LN		19		6		false		            6     of you for consideration.				false

		495						LN		19		7		false		            7          At the September 20th Council meeting, Council				false

		496						LN		19		8		false		            8     directed staff to discuss these recommendations with				false

		497						LN		19		9		false		            9     the developer and prepare a resolution for Council				false

		498						LN		19		10		false		           10     consideration.  Staff met with EDF Renewables to				false

		499						LN		19		11		false		           11     confirm concurrence on these provisions.  The draft was				false

		500						LN		19		12		false		           12     provided to Council review and made available for				false

		501						LN		19		13		false		           13     public comment.				false

		502						LN		19		14		false		           14          Staff received one public comment speaking against				false

		503						LN		19		15		false		           15     the viability of the project, but that did not result				false

		504						LN		19		16		false		           16     in any suggested changes to the draft resolution.				false

		505						LN		19		17		false		           17          If the Council approves the resolution as drafted,				false

		506						LN		19		18		false		           18     staff will prepare an amended SCA to reflect these				false

		507						LN		19		19		false		           19     changes for review and approval at the November Council				false

		508						LN		19		20		false		           20     meeting.				false

		509						LN		19		21		false		           21          At this time, staff recommend Council deliberate				false

		510						LN		19		22		false		           22     and a vote to approve the draft resolution.				false

		511						LN		19		23		false		           23          Are there any questions?				false

		512						LN		19		24		false		           24                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there any questions				false

		513						LN		19		25		false		           25     for Ms. Hafkemeyer?				false

		514						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		515						LN		20		1		false		            1          Okay.  You-all have and have received the draft				false

		516						LN		20		2		false		            2     resolution in front of you.				false

		517						LN		20		3		false		            3          Is there a motion to approve the draft resolution				false

		518						LN		20		4		false		            4     as presented, approving the request for amendment for				false

		519						LN		20		5		false		            5     Desert Claim wind power project?				false

		520						LN		20		6		false		            6                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  I move the				false

		521						LN		20		7		false		            7     resolution as amended.				false

		522						LN		20		8		false		            8                        MR. LEVITT:  May I ask a few				false

		523						LN		20		9		false		            9     questions?				false

		524						LN		20		10		false		           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Oh.  Sure.  Absolutely.				false

		525						LN		20		11		false		           11                        MR. LEVITT:  I'm sorry.  One is just				false

		526						LN		20		12		false		           12     a details nuance.  You said half a mile from any				false

		527						LN		20		13		false		           13     residence, but the letter says 2,500 feet, so that's a				false

		528						LN		20		14		false		           14     little bit different.				false

		529						LN		20		15		false		           15                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair, point of order.				false

		530						LN		20		16		false		           16     Do we need to have the resolution -- the dra- -- the				false

		531						LN		20		17		false		           17     matter that's in front of us seconded before we begin				false

		532						LN		20		18		false		           18     discussion?				false

		533						LN		20		19		false		           19                        CHAIR DREW:  Sure.  We can have a				false

		534						LN		20		20		false		           20     second.				false

		535						LN		20		21		false		           21                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.				false

		536						LN		20		22		false		           22     Second.				false

		537						LN		20		23		false		           23                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		538						LN		20		24		false		           24          Okay.  Please continue, Mr. Levitt.				false

		539						LN		20		25		false		           25          Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		540						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		541						LN		21		1		false		            1                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  So the proposed				false

		542						LN		21		2		false		            2     resolution -- I'm sorry.  I'm not seeing the 2500 feet.				false

		543						LN		21		3		false		            3          I believe the 2500 feet was part of the amendment				false

		544						LN		21		4		false		            4     in 2018, and staff are proposing that it be increased				false

		545						LN		21		5		false		            5     to half a mile, which is a little bit more than 2500				false

		546						LN		21		6		false		            6     feet.  I think it's approximately 26- or 2700 feet.				false

		547						LN		21		7		false		            7                        MR. LEVITT:  Yeah.				false

		548						LN		21		8		false		            8                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  The feasibility of				false

		549						LN		21		9		false		            9     that be reviewed.  If -- if there's a typo with the				false

		550						LN		21		10		false		           10     draft resolution, certainly we can amend that.				false

		551						LN		21		11		false		           11                        MR. LEVITT:  2500 is listed on				false

		552						LN		21		12		false		           12     Page 1, so maybe --				false

		553						LN		21		13		false		           13                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Page 1.				false

		554						LN		21		14		false		           14                        MR. LEVITT:  -- it is talking about				false

		555						LN		21		15		false		           15     the old agreement.				false

		556						LN		21		16		false		           16          Bottom of Page 1.				false

		557						LN		21		17		false		           17                        CHAIR DREW:  Yes.  Yes, that would				false

		558						LN		21		18		false		           18     be the background there.  And so the resolution, then,				false

		559						LN		21		19		false		           19     if you look to -- well, the -- yes, it's all the				false

		560						LN		21		20		false		           20     resolution, but let's double-check.				false

		561						LN		21		21		false		           21                        MR. LEVITT:  And then while we're				false

		562						LN		21		22		false		           22     checking that, I have a question about the -- the --				false

		563						LN		21		23		false		           23     one public comment seemed to indicate that the				false

		564						LN		21		24		false		           24     population in that area has changed.  Maybe new				false

		565						LN		21		25		false		           25     housing, new residents.				false

		566						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		567						LN		22		1		false		            1          To what degree has the applicant and/or EFSEC been				false

		568						LN		22		2		false		            2     able to reach out to people about the ongoing history				false

		569						LN		22		3		false		            3     of this project?				false

		570						LN		22		4		false		            4                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Staff have not				false

		571						LN		22		5		false		            5     conducted outreach outside of noticing for these				false

		572						LN		22		6		false		            6     activities.  I would have to check with the applicant				false

		573						LN		22		7		false		            7     about any additional activities.				false

		574						LN		22		8		false		            8          One of the topics of discussion amongst staff and				false

		575						LN		22		9		false		            9     the developer was that, in the 2018 amendment, the				false

		576						LN		22		10		false		           10     primary visual concern was shadow flicker, and so that				false

		577						LN		22		11		false		           11     was the -- the consideration for the setback for the				false

		578						LN		22		12		false		           12     2018 amendment.  And so the -- the recommendation to				false

		579						LN		22		13		false		           13     include -- or to increase that to half a mile would be				false

		580						LN		22		14		false		           14     for not only shadow flicker but visual dominance.  And				false

		581						LN		22		15		false		           15     so at least internally, that discussion has evolved				false

		582						LN		22		16		false		           16     somewhat, but we have not had direct input from nearby				false

		583						LN		22		17		false		           17     residents.				false

		584						LN		22		18		false		           18          We also noticed the existing distribution list				false

		585						LN		22		19		false		           19     with updated contacts, so anybody who was previously				false

		586						LN		22		20		false		           20     following the Desert Claim project should still have				false

		587						LN		22		21		false		           21     received notice for this activity.				false

		588						LN		22		22		false		           22                        CHAIR DREW:  As well as people				false

		589						LN		22		23		false		           23     within a certain geographic distance from the project.				false

		590						LN		22		24		false		           24                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yeah.  The -- the				false

		591						LN		22		25		false		           25     original list would have included the one-mile				false

		592						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		593						LN		23		1		false		            1     landowners.				false

		594						LN		23		2		false		            2                        CHAIR DREW:  One-mile landowners.				false

		595						LN		23		3		false		            3     Okay.				false

		596						LN		23		4		false		            4          Other questions?				false

		597						LN		23		5		false		            5                        MR. LEVITT:  That's it.				false

		598						LN		23		6		false		            6                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		599						LN		23		7		false		            7          Are there --				false

		600						LN		23		8		false		            8                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair.  Chair.				false

		601						LN		23		9		false		            9                        CHAIR DREW:  Yes.				false

		602						LN		23		10		false		           10                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair, this -- Chair,				false

		603						LN		23		11		false		           11     this is Lenny Young.  Could staff --				false

		604						LN		23		12		false		           12                        CHAIR DREW:  Yes.				false

		605						LN		23		13		false		           13                        MR. YOUNG:  -- refresh as to the				false

		606						LN		23		14		false		           14     need for a five-year extension as opposed to a one- or				false

		607						LN		23		15		false		           15     two-year extension?  What information is available to				false

		608						LN		23		16		false		           16     the Council as to the length of the extension?				false

		609						LN		23		17		false		           17                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  It's staff's				false

		610						LN		23		18		false		           18     understanding that a five-year extension would allow				false

		611						LN		23		19		false		           19     the developer to enter into offtake agreements and				false

		612						LN		23		20		false		           20     power -- I think, power purchase agreements as well as				false

		613						LN		23		21		false		           21     to begin construction.				false

		614						LN		23		22		false		           22          So this extension would also include the				false

		615						LN		23		23		false		           23     initiation of construction, not just the power purchase				false

		616						LN		23		24		false		           24     agreements and offtake agreements.				false

		617						LN		23		25		false		           25                        MR. YOUNG:  Is it staff's assessment				false

		618						PG		24		0		false		page 24				false

		619						LN		24		1		false		            1     that that's a reasonable request, a reasonable amount				false

		620						LN		24		2		false		            2     of time?				false

		621						LN		24		3		false		            3                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  It is.  We are				false

		622						LN		24		4		false		            4     aware that they are actively participating in request				false

		623						LN		24		5		false		            5     for proposals to find buyers for this project, and it				false

		624						LN		24		6		false		            6     is our understanding that those are sort of an ongoing				false

		625						LN		24		7		false		            7     process and that there are multiple RFPs and				false

		626						LN		24		8		false		            8     opportunities coming up in the -- the coming years.				false

		627						LN		24		9		false		            9                        MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.				false

		628						LN		24		10		false		           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Any other questions?				false

		629						LN		24		11		false		           11          Ms. Brewster?				false

		630						LN		24		12		false		           12                        MS. BREWSTER:  Yeah.				false

		631						LN		24		13		false		           13          Regarding the feasibility study of placing the				false

		632						LN		24		14		false		           14     turbines outside of a half mile, what's the case if				false

		633						LN		24		15		false		           15     they present that that is not feasible?  Is there any				false

		634						LN		24		16		false		           16     requirements for distance that we can impose?				false

		635						LN		24		17		false		           17                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I think that we				false

		636						LN		24		18		false		           18     could impose the requirement for half a mile in --				false

		637						LN		24		19		false		           19     'cause at this point, it's -- it's a flexibility of, I				false

		638						LN		24		20		false		           20     think, approximately 200 feet.  When we met with E --				false

		639						LN		24		21		false		           21     EDF Renewables, they did request to maintain some of				false

		640						LN		24		22		false		           22     that flexibility for engineering purposes.				false

		641						LN		24		23		false		           23                        CHAIR DREW:  Also I believe that if				false

		642						LN		24		24		false		           24     it is less than that, the certificate holder would				false

		643						LN		24		25		false		           25     submit for the Council's review, prior to micro-siting,				false

		644						PG		25		0		false		page 25				false

		645						LN		25		1		false		            1     an analysis of the feasibility.  So we would have that				false

		646						LN		25		2		false		            2     come to us before the final decision, as -- as is				false

		647						LN		25		3		false		            3     written in this resolution.				false

		648						LN		25		4		false		            4                        MS. BREWSTER:  Thank you.				false

		649						LN		25		5		false		            5                        CHAIR DREW:  Other questions?				false

		650						LN		25		6		false		            6          Hearing none.				false

		651						LN		25		7		false		            7          There's a motion on the floor to approve the draft				false

		652						LN		25		8		false		            8     resolution as presented, approving the request for				false

		653						LN		25		9		false		            9     amendment for Desert Claim.				false

		654						LN		25		10		false		           10          All those in favor, please say "aye."				false

		655						LN		25		11		false		           11                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		656						LN		25		12		false		           12                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?				false

		657						LN		25		13		false		           13          The resolution is adopted.  Thank you.				false

		658						LN		25		14		false		           14          Okay.  Moving on to the Horse Heaven project,				false

		659						LN		25		15		false		           15     project update.  Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		660						LN		25		16		false		           16                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair				false

		661						LN		25		17		false		           17     Drew.				false

		662						LN		25		18		false		           18          EFSEC have received the post-adjudication				false

		663						LN		25		19		false		           19     application for site certification from the applicant				false

		664						LN		25		20		false		           20     on September 22nd, 2023.  This updated ASC included a				false

		665						LN		25		21		false		           21     traffic impact analysis, updated surveys and reports,				false

		666						LN		25		22		false		           22     turbine and solar reductions, and updated commitments.				false

		667						LN		25		23		false		           23          The reduction in proposed turbines is to remove 13				false

		668						LN		25		24		false		           24     turbines from Turbine Option 1, for a total of 231				false

		669						LN		25		25		false		           25     turbines, and three turbines from Turbine Option 2, for				false

		670						PG		26		0		false		page 26				false

		671						LN		26		1		false		            1     a total of 147 turbines.				false

		672						LN		26		2		false		            2          The solar reduction is to reduce energy generation				false

		673						LN		26		3		false		            3     at the eastern solar array from 300 megawatts to 100				false

		674						LN		26		4		false		            4     megawatts and a reduction in solar array footprint from				false

		675						LN		26		5		false		            5     6,570 acres to 5,447 acres.				false

		676						LN		26		6		false		            6          Staff have been very busy incorporating the				false

		677						LN		26		7		false		            7     updated post-adjudication ASC, which was required				false

		678						LN		26		8		false		            8     within 30 days after the conclusion of the hearings per				false

		679						LN		26		9		false		            9     Washington Administrative Code 463-60-116.				false

		680						LN		26		10		false		           10          EFSEC is currently updating the analysis of				false

		681						LN		26		11		false		           11     impacts for the final environmental impact statement,				false

		682						LN		26		12		false		           12     or final EIS, and incorporating the traffic impact				false

		683						LN		26		13		false		           13     analysis that was received with the post-adjudication				false

		684						LN		26		14		false		           14     ASC update.				false

		685						LN		26		15		false		           15          Final EIS tasks also include incorporating public				false

		686						LN		26		16		false		           16     comments, agency outreach, tribal coordination, and				false

		687						LN		26		17		false		           17     fine-tuning mitigation.				false

		688						LN		26		18		false		           18          Before I continue, are there any questions?				false

		689						LN		26		19		false		           19                        CHAIR DREW:  Any questions from				false

		690						LN		26		20		false		           20     Council members?				false

		691						LN		26		21		false		           21                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  All right.  This				false

		692						LN		26		22		false		           22     afternoon, we have Sean Greene available, who will be				false

		693						LN		26		23		false		           23     giving a presentation on the final EIS so that Council				false

		694						LN		26		24		false		           24     are familiar with the structure and changes as you				false

		695						LN		26		25		false		           25     approach your upcoming review.  Staff are anticipating				false

		696						PG		27		0		false		page 27				false

		697						LN		27		1		false		            1     that the final EIS will be issued and available to the				false

		698						LN		27		2		false		            2     Council and the public October 31st of this year.				false

		699						LN		27		3		false		            3                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.				false

		700						LN		27		4		false		            4          Mr. Greene.				false

		701						LN		27		5		false		            5                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Just watching my				false

		702						LN		27		6		false		            6     presentation spin for a minute here.				false

		703						LN		27		7		false		            7          Thank you, Chair Drew and Council.  My -- my name				false

		704						LN		27		8		false		            8     is Sean Greene.  I am the SEPA specialist and				false

		705						LN		27		9		false		            9     environmental planner for EFSEC.				false

		706						LN		27		10		false		           10          And as Ami mentioned, the purpose of this				false

		707						LN		27		11		false		           11     presentation is to update the Council on changes taken				false

		708						LN		27		12		false		           12     to the Horse Heaven EIS since the publication of the				false

		709						LN		27		13		false		           13     draft EIS and brief the Council on what changes that				false

		710						LN		27		14		false		           14     they should look for in their review of the upcoming				false

		711						LN		27		15		false		           15     final EIS that will be published -- that the target				false

		712						LN		27		16		false		           16     publication date is the end of the month.				false

		713						LN		27		17		false		           17          If you can go to the next slide.				false

		714						LN		27		18		false		           18          So upon publication of the draft EIS, we entered				false

		715						LN		27		19		false		           19     into a public comment period.  As required by				false

		716						LN		27		20		false		           20     Washington Administrative Code, the period was 30 days				false

		717						LN		27		21		false		           21     in length plus a additional 15-day extension period per				false

		718						LN		27		22		false		           22     request, so 45 days total.				false

		719						LN		27		23		false		           23          Upon the culmination of that period, that comment				false

		720						LN		27		24		false		           24     period, we had public hearings on February 1st of 2023,				false

		721						LN		27		25		false		           25     during which we had 74 speakers.  In combination				false

		722						PG		28		0		false		page 28				false

		723						LN		28		1		false		            1     between written and verbal comments, we had				false

		724						LN		28		2		false		            2     approximately 2500 comments received.  1,217 of those				false

		725						LN		28		3		false		            3     were deemed substantive, and that -- in this case, non-				false

		726						LN		28		4		false		            4     substantive comments were those that generally				false

		727						LN		28		5		false		            5     expressed support or opposition for the project without				false

		728						LN		28		6		false		            6     specifically suggesting changes or questions, or				false

		729						LN		28		7		false		            7     comments that were otherwise irrelevant to the				false

		730						LN		28		8		false		            8     environmental review of the project.				false

		731						LN		28		9		false		            9          All comment responses, substantive or not, will				false

		732						LN		28		10		false		           10     receive a response as part of this process.  And				false

		733						LN		28		11		false		           11     revisions are integrated throughout the -- the final				false

		734						LN		28		12		false		           12     EIS from those comment responses.				false

		735						LN		28		13		false		           13          Next slide, please.				false

		736						LN		28		14		false		           14          Since the publication of the draft EIS, we've had				false

		737						LN		28		15		false		           15     a series of discussions with other agencies and				false

		738						LN		28		16		false		           16     governments in the process of developing the final EIS,				false

		739						LN		28		17		false		           17     the most prominent of which was the Yakama Nation, who				false

		740						LN		28		18		false		           18     we had begun monthly meetings with between Yakama				false

		741						LN		28		19		false		           19     Nation staff and EFSEC staff, following the expressed				false

		742						LN		28		20		false		           20     desire for more regular discussion between our staffs				false

		743						LN		28		21		false		           21     from Chairman Lewis of the Yakama Nation.				false

		744						LN		28		22		false		           22          As part of those discussions, the Yakama Nation				false

		745						LN		28		23		false		           23     have shared confidential wildlife and cultural data				false

		746						LN		28		24		false		           24     that has been incorporated into the FEIS.  All				false

		747						LN		28		25		false		           25     references within the publicly available FEIS have been				false

		748						PG		29		0		false		page 29				false

		749						LN		29		1		false		            1     either referenced indirectly or redacted so as to				false

		750						LN		29		2		false		            2     protect the confidentiality of the data.  But the				false

		751						LN		29		3		false		            3     unredacted versions will be included with the FEIS				false

		752						LN		29		4		false		            4     under separate cover for the Council during the review.				false

		753						LN		29		5		false		            5          We also had a series of discussions with				false

		754						LN		29		6		false		            6     Washington State Department of Transportation during				false

		755						LN		29		7		false		            7     our coordination on the development of the traffic				false

		756						LN		29		8		false		            8     impact analysis and the review of the subsequently				false

		757						LN		29		9		false		            9     published analysis that the applicant provided.				false

		758						LN		29		10		false		           10          Next slide, please.				false

		759						LN		29		11		false		           11          There were a series of data collections taken				false

		760						LN		29		12		false		           12     since the draft EIS that had been incorporated into the				false

		761						LN		29		13		false		           13     FEIS, the first of which was the traffic impact				false

		762						LN		29		14		false		           14     analysis, which included project-generated trips,				false

		763						LN		29		15		false		           15     peak-hour traffic volumes, oversized truck haul routes,				false

		764						LN		29		16		false		           16     and traffic safety analyses.				false

		765						LN		29		17		false		           17          These were developed based on conversations with				false

		766						LN		29		18		false		           18     the County and Washington State Department of				false

		767						LN		29		19		false		           19     Transportation, and the process of incorporating				false

		768						LN		29		20		false		           20     that -- the data collected into the impact assessments				false

		769						LN		29		21		false		           21     within the transportation section of the FEIS is				false

		770						LN		29		22		false		           22     ongoing.				false

		771						LN		29		23		false		           23          Also, there were updated raptor nest surveys that				false

		772						LN		29		24		false		           24     were performed following the 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2022				false

		773						LN		29		25		false		           25     surveys that were intended to track the status of				false

		774						PG		30		0		false		page 30				false

		775						LN		30		1		false		            1     previously identified nests and identify new nests				false

		776						LN		30		2		false		            2     within the area.				false

		777						LN		30		3		false		            3          And the third primary new source of data was the				false

		778						LN		30		4		false		            4     inclusion of three new key -- key observation points				false

		779						LN		30		5		false		            5     that came about as a result of public comments received				false

		780						LN		30		6		false		            6     following the draft EIS.  These -- and new visual				false

		781						LN		30		7		false		            7     simulations were created for these key -- these KOPs,				false

		782						LN		30		8		false		            8     these key observation points, and existing simulations				false

		783						LN		30		9		false		            9     were updated to re- -- to reduce the effect of hazing				false

		784						LN		30		10		false		           10     from atmospheric conditions that were -- that that				false

		785						LN		30		11		false		           11     hazing was included in the original versions of those				false

		786						LN		30		12		false		           12     simulations.				false

		787						LN		30		13		false		           13          These new KOPs were intended to address impacts to				false

		788						LN		30		14		false		           14     motorists, residents, and cultural resources, depending				false

		789						LN		30		15		false		           15     on the individual KOP.				false

		790						LN		30		16		false		           16          Next slide, please.				false

		791						LN		30		17		false		           17          So these next two slides are referencing project				false

		792						LN		30		18		false		           18     reductions that came about due to applicant commitments				false

		793						LN		30		19		false		           19     following the adjudication process.  This slide				false

		794						LN		30		20		false		           20     specifically is in reference to the Data Request 9				false

		795						LN		30		21		false		           21     response, which was, I think, more -- more commonly				false

		796						LN		30		22		false		           22     referred to as the Moon memo during the adjudication				false

		797						LN		30		23		false		           23     process for Council reference.				false

		798						LN		30		24		false		           24          A summary of the changes:				false

		799						LN		30		25		false		           25          That the reductions specifically were reducing the				false

		800						PG		31		0		false		page 31				false

		801						LN		31		1		false		            1     east solar array from approximately 2,000 acres to just				false

		802						LN		31		2		false		            2     over 600 acres, for about a 1400-acre reduction.				false

		803						LN		31		3		false		            3          Shifting three turbines from Turbine Option 1 away				false

		804						LN		31		4		false		            4     from Webber and Sheep Canyons.				false

		805						LN		31		5		false		            5          Removing 13 prosed turbines from Turbine Option 1				false

		806						LN		31		6		false		            6     and three from Turbine Option 2.				false

		807						LN		31		7		false		            7          Removing duplicate transmission lines and				false

		808						LN		31		8		false		            8     substation infrastructure, which included the appro- --				false

		809						LN		31		9		false		            9     the conversion of approximately four miles of				false

		810						LN		31		10		false		           10     transmission lines to buried collector lines.  While				false

		811						LN		31		11		false		           11     that -- and that is a case where it is both a reduction				false

		812						LN		31		12		false		           12     and addition because it is reducing visual impacts, but				false

		813						LN		31		13		false		           13     there is an associated increase in temporary				false

		814						LN		31		14		false		           14     disturbance, which is being incorporated into the FEIS				false

		815						LN		31		15		false		           15     review.				false

		816						LN		31		16		false		           16          And, finally, a reduction of the east battery				false

		817						LN		31		17		false		           17     station to 100 megawatts from 150.  There is no				false

		818						LN		31		18		false		           18     associated reduction in footprint associated with this,				false

		819						LN		31		19		false		           19     however.				false

		820						LN		31		20		false		           20          Next slide, please.  Thank you.				false

		821						LN		31		21		false		           21          These -- this slide covers reductions that were				false

		822						LN		31		22		false		           22     proposed by the applicant following that Data Request 9				false

		823						LN		31		23		false		           23     response in Sep- -- this was a specific memo on				false

		824						LN		31		24		false		           24     September 26th.  It included a -- an additional nine				false

		825						LN		31		25		false		           25     proposed turbines to be removed from Turbine Option 1,				false

		826						PG		32		0		false		page 32				false

		827						LN		32		1		false		            1     accounting for 22 total between the two reductions.				false

		828						LN		32		2		false		            2     And this -- this specific memo, this nine-turbine				false

		829						LN		32		3		false		            3     reduction, is referenced within the FEIS, but it is not				false

		830						LN		32		4		false		            4     included in our impact analysis due to time				false

		831						LN		32		5		false		            5     constraints, but it will be available to the Council				false

		832						LN		32		6		false		            6     for their consideration when reading through the FEIS				false

		833						LN		32		7		false		            7     and, assuming the project is approved, incorporation				false

		834						LN		32		8		false		            8     into these -- the site certification agreement.				false

		835						LN		32		9		false		            9          And the applicant noted that the turbines that				false

		836						LN		32		10		false		           10     were re- -- proposed for removal between Turbine				false

		837						LN		32		11		false		           11     Options 1 and 2 were due to concerns noted in public				false

		838						LN		32		12		false		           12     comments and adjudication and were intended to reduce				false

		839						LN		32		13		false		           13     impacts to several different resources.				false

		840						LN		32		14		false		           14          And as an example, that visual at the bottom of				false

		841						LN		32		15		false		           15     this page is a sim- -- a visual simulation provided by				false

		842						LN		32		16		false		           16     the applicant from a key observation point.  And the				false

		843						LN		32		17		false		           17     three closest turbines within that green rectangle are				false

		844						LN		32		18		false		           18     three of the 22 that are proposed for removal from the				false

		845						LN		32		19		false		           19     final project design.				false

		846						LN		32		20		false		           20          Next slide, please.				false

		847						LN		32		21		false		           21          And in -- in concert with the reductions that the				false

		848						LN		32		22		false		           22     applicant has proposed, since the draft EIS, they have				false

		849						LN		32		23		false		           23     proposed a number of additions to the project.  This --				false

		850						LN		32		24		false		           24     all additions were included within that Data Request 9				false

		851						LN		32		25		false		           25     response in August.  The first is the addition of an				false

		852						PG		33		0		false		page 33				false

		853						LN		33		1		false		            1     off-site laydown yard north of the project.  That				false

		854						LN		33		2		false		            2     covers approximately 23 acres.  That is outside of the				false

		855						LN		33		3		false		            3     previously surveyed area.  This laydown yard would be				false

		856						LN		33		4		false		            4     specifically used for temporary laydown of turbine				false

		857						LN		33		5		false		            5     blades before installation.  And staff is currently				false

		858						LN		33		6		false		            6     developing additional mitigation and the necessary data				false

		859						LN		33		7		false		            7     collection for potential use of this laydown yard.				false

		860						LN		33		8		false		            8          In addition, there was the passage of House				false

		861						LN		33		9		false		            9     Bill 1173, which requires all current and future wind				false

		862						LN		33		10		false		           10     turbine projects within the state of Washington to				false

		863						LN		33		11		false		           11     request FAA approval for the use of an aircraft				false

		864						LN		33		12		false		           12     detection lighting system.  The applicant has gone				false

		865						LN		33		13		false		           13     through the planning process for how to incorporate				false

		866						LN		33		14		false		           14     this into the project and has come to the -- the point				false

		867						LN		33		15		false		           15     where they believe five radar sensor towers, an example				false

		868						LN		33		16		false		           16     of which can be seen in the bottom right of this page,				false

		869						LN		33		17		false		           17     will be needed to be installed across the project				false

		870						LN		33		18		false		           18     for -- for the implementation of the system.				false

		871						LN		33		19		false		           19          One of these five towers is outside of the				false

		872						LN		33		20		false		           20     previously surveyed area.  And altogether, they will				false

		873						LN		33		21		false		           21     require approximately 8,000 feet of new roads and				false

		874						LN		33		22		false		           22     10,000 feet of new electrical infrastructure.				false

		875						LN		33		23		false		           23          Next slide, please.				false

		876						LN		33		24		false		           24          And the final project additions that were				false

		877						LN		33		25		false		           25     incorporated into that Data Request 9 response were				false

		878						PG		34		0		false		page 34				false

		879						LN		34		1		false		            1     the -- the upgrading and extension of the County Well				false

		880						LN		34		2		false		            2     Road transmission line.  Approximately four miles will				false

		881						LN		34		3		false		            3     be upgraded from 230 kilovolts to 500 kilovolts, and				false

		882						LN		34		4		false		            4     just over 1,000 feet of that new line and one new				false

		883						LN		34		5		false		            5     support structure will be located outside of the				false

		884						LN		34		6		false		            6     previously surveyed area.				false

		885						LN		34		7		false		            7          And that visual on the bottom right, the -- the				false

		886						LN		34		8		false		            8     top image is the existing conditions at that key				false

		887						LN		34		9		false		            9     observation point.  The bottom is the original visual				false

		888						LN		34		10		false		           10     simulation.  The towers in the blue rectangle, as part				false

		889						LN		34		11		false		           11     of this upgrade, will be more akin in size to the				false

		890						LN		34		12		false		           12     existing towers in the yellow rectangle, so they will				false

		891						LN		34		13		false		           13     be taller.				false

		892						LN		34		14		false		           14          And the final addition was that the west battery				false

		893						LN		34		15		false		           15     station will be upgraded from 150 megawatts to 200				false

		894						LN		34		16		false		           16     megawatts, which will increase the footprint of that				false

		895						LN		34		17		false		           17     from six acres to ten acres.				false

		896						LN		34		18		false		           18          Next slide, please.				false

		897						LN		34		19		false		           19          This image and a similar one for Turbine Option 2				false

		898						LN		34		20		false		           20     will be provided to the Council with the FEIS.  This is				false

		899						LN		34		21		false		           21     a visual representation of the reductions, or rather,				false

		900						LN		34		22		false		           22     the project changes that the -- the applicant has				false

		901						LN		34		23		false		           23     proposed.				false

		902						LN		34		24		false		           24          And just a few areas to note.  The green				false

		903						LN		34		25		false		           25     highlighted area in the bottom right is indicative of				false

		904						PG		35		0		false		page 35				false

		905						LN		35		1		false		            1     the reduction.  That's that east solar field.				false

		906						LN		35		2		false		            2          The -- the green dots along the northern edge of				false

		907						LN		35		3		false		            3     the project are the turbines that are proposed for				false

		908						LN		35		4		false		            4     removal.  They are primarily associated with the				false

		909						LN		35		5		false		            5     ridgeline.				false

		910						LN		35		6		false		            6          And the green lines on the western part are the				false

		911						LN		35		7		false		            7     transmission lines that have been propo- -- that are no				false

		912						LN		35		8		false		            8     longer proposed as part of the project, whereas the				false

		913						LN		35		9		false		            9     blue one -- blue line is the newly proposed				false

		914						LN		35		10		false		           10     transmission line.				false

		915						LN		35		11		false		           11          And next slide, please.				false

		916						LN		35		12		false		           12          As for the structure of the FEIS, it is similar to				false

		917						LN		35		13		false		           13     the draft EIS, with the executive summary coming first,				false

		918						LN		35		14		false		           14     Chapter 1 indicating project background, which includes				false

		919						LN		35		15		false		           15     a SEPA review history and defines the purpose of need,				false

		920						LN		35		16		false		           16     both for the project for the applicant and the EIS for				false

		921						LN		35		17		false		           17     EFSEC.				false

		922						LN		35		18		false		           18          Chapter 2, which will cover the proposed action				false

		923						LN		35		19		false		           19     alternatives, which encompasses the project description				false

		924						LN		35		20		false		           20     and alternatives that were assessed as part of the EIS,				false

		925						LN		35		21		false		           21     including the no-action alternative.				false

		926						LN		35		22		false		           22          Chapter 3 is the affected environment, which				false

		927						LN		35		23		false		           23     covers pre-project conditions for the 14 SEPA				false

		928						LN		35		24		false		           24     environmental resources and socioeconomics and also				false

		929						LN		35		25		false		           25     represents the -- the no- -- the anticipated results of				false

		930						PG		36		0		false		page 36				false

		931						LN		36		1		false		            1     the no- -- no-action alternative.				false

		932						LN		36		2		false		            2          Chapter 4 is impacts and mitigation measures,				false

		933						LN		36		3		false		            3     direct and indirect, from project actions.  Applicant-				false

		934						LN		36		4		false		            4     proposed avoidance and impact reduction commitments are				false

		935						LN		36		5		false		            5     included in this section as well as EFSEC staff-				false

		936						LN		36		6		false		            6     recommended mitigation.  And this section also includes				false

		937						LN		36		7		false		            7     the impact ratings for all -- all 15 resources that				false

		938						LN		36		8		false		            8     were assessed.				false

		939						LN		36		9		false		            9          Cumulative impacts.  Chapter 5 will cover impacts				false

		940						LN		36		10		false		           10     combined -- from the project alone, combined with other				false

		941						LN		36		11		false		           11     past, present, or reasonably foreseeable developments.				false

		942						LN		36		12		false		           12          And Chapter 10, which is new for this final EIS,				false

		943						LN		36		13		false		           13     is the summary of public comments received and				false

		944						LN		36		14		false		           14     responses on the draft EIS and will include				false

		945						LN		36		15		false		           15     consolidated responses to public comments received.				false

		946						LN		36		16		false		           16          Next slide, please.				false

		947						LN		36		17		false		           17          And I won't go through all of these, but this is a				false

		948						LN		36		18		false		           18     representative example of some of the changes that are				false

		949						LN		36		19		false		           19     in Chapter 3 of the final EIS as a result of public				false

		950						LN		36		20		false		           20     comments and are different from the draft EIS.				false

		951						LN		36		21		false		           21          A few to note, however, are that we have included				false

		952						LN		36		22		false		           22     viticultural areas and the wine industry as an affected				false

		953						LN		36		23		false		           23     resource under land use due to public comments.  And as				false

		954						LN		36		24		false		           24     we noted before, in "Visual," the addition of three key				false

		955						LN		36		25		false		           25     observation points with accompanying visual				false

		956						PG		37		0		false		page 37				false

		957						LN		37		1		false		            1     simulations.  These were intended to address previously				false

		958						LN		37		2		false		            2     underrepresented or unrepresented viewshed concerns				false

		959						LN		37		3		false		            3     raised during the public comment period.				false

		960						LN		37		4		false		            4          And, finally, for "Transportation," we have the				false

		961						LN		37		5		false		            5     removal of State Route 221 from consideration as an				false

		962						LN		37		6		false		            6     oversize and overweight load route, as the applicant-				false

		963						LN		37		7		false		            7     supplied transportation impact assessment indicated				false

		964						LN		37		8		false		            8     that it was not intended to be used for such purpose.				false

		965						LN		37		9		false		            9     Should that change in the future, we would require				false

		966						LN		37		10		false		           10     additional data collection and potentially mitigation.				false

		967						LN		37		11		false		           11          Next slide, please.				false

		968						LN		37		12		false		           12          And, again, I won't read through all of these.				false

		969						LN		37		13		false		           13     This is not intended to be a comprehensive list of all				false

		970						LN		37		14		false		           14     the changes within Chapter 4.  There are substantial				false

		971						LN		37		15		false		           15     rewrites throughout.  But a few that are more pressing				false

		972						LN		37		16		false		           16     based on the degree of change or the relevancy to the				false

		973						LN		37		17		false		           17     number of public comments received.				false

		974						LN		37		18		false		           18          Under "Air," we included an air dispersion				false

		975						LN		37		19		false		           19     modeling analysis that was added for several emissions,				false

		976						LN		37		20		false		           20     which often includes the newly proposed use of an				false

		977						LN		37		21		false		           21     on-site concrete batch plant during construction, as at				false

		978						LN		37		22		false		           22     the applicant's request.				false

		979						LN		37		23		false		           23          Under "Vegetation," we added a new mitigation				false

		980						LN		37		24		false		           24     measure, Vegetation-9, that requires that the applicant				false

		981						LN		37		25		false		           25     regularly clear project fencing of any vegetative				false

		982						PG		38		0		false		page 38				false

		983						LN		38		1		false		            1     growth, with the goal of both reducing the visual				false

		984						LN		38		2		false		            2     impact of the fencing and the risk of fire due to the				false

		985						LN		38		3		false		            3     fuel load that the vegetation -- that the vegetation				false

		986						LN		38		4		false		            4     could represent.				false

		987						LN		38		5		false		            5          Under "Wildlife," Species-5 mitigation has been				false

		988						LN		38		6		false		            6     expanded.  This specifically targets impacts to				false

		989						LN		38		7		false		            7     ferruginous hawk, the ferruginous hawk, and would				false

		990						LN		38		8		false		            8     disallow construction of project components within two				false

		991						LN		38		9		false		            9     miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests, except in				false

		992						LN		38		10		false		           10     cases where the applicant is able to demonstrate that				false

		993						LN		38		11		false		           11     the nest site and foraging habitat is no longer				false

		994						LN		38		12		false		           12     available and that the compensatory habitat would				false

		995						LN		38		13		false		           13     provide a net gain in ferruginous hawk habitat.				false

		996						LN		38		14		false		           14          For this mitigation, habitat deemed no longer				false

		997						LN		38		15		false		           15     available would include habitat that has been altered				false

		998						LN		38		16		false		           16     by landscape-scale development to the extent that the				false

		999						LN		38		17		false		           17     territory is no longer viable for that species.				false

		1000						LN		38		18		false		           18          And the pre-construction technical advisory group				false

		1001						LN		38		19		false		           19     and EFSEC are required to approve and concur with that				false

		1002						LN		38		20		false		           20     determination of nonviability and would be required --				false

		1003						LN		38		21		false		           21     that would be required for any encroachment on this				false

		1004						LN		38		22		false		           22     two-mile buffer.  And additional mitigation would be				false

		1005						LN		38		23		false		           23     developed as necessary if there is an encroachment on				false

		1006						LN		38		24		false		           24     this historic nest that is no longer viable.				false

		1007						LN		38		25		false		           25          And for "Historic & Cultural," there is one case				false

		1008						PG		39		0		false		page 39				false

		1009						LN		39		1		false		            1     of the reduction of a determination of significance.				false

		1010						LN		39		2		false		            2     For pre-contact archaeological isolates in the draft				false

		1011						LN		39		3		false		            3     EIS, they were determined to be -- the impact was				false

		1012						LN		39		4		false		            4     determined to be significant even after the imposition				false

		1013						LN		39		5		false		            5     of applicant commitments and EFSEC mitigation.				false

		1014						LN		39		6		false		            6          We have reduced that to a determination of				false

		1015						LN		39		7		false		            7     nonsignificance based on the fact that the cultural				false

		1016						LN		39		8		false		            8     resource avoidance plan would ensure that the two				false

		1017						LN		39		9		false		            9     identified pre-contact isolates found on-site would not				false

		1018						LN		39		10		false		           10     be impacted or affected by project actions.				false

		1019						LN		39		11		false		           11          And, finally, "Visual."  We have the removal of				false

		1020						LN		39		12		false		           12     the Visual-4 mitigation that was proposed in the draft				false

		1021						LN		39		13		false		           13     EIS, which would have required color-treating solar				false

		1022						LN		39		14		false		           14     collectors and support structure.  Based on our review,				false

		1023						LN		39		15		false		           15     we believe that that tech- -- that technology is not				false

		1024						LN		39		16		false		           16     practical at this moment.				false

		1025						LN		39		17		false		           17          And we have included revisions to the Visual-5				false

		1026						LN		39		18		false		           18     mitigation, which requires the installation of				false

		1027						LN		39		19		false		           19     color-treated opaque fencing within half a mile of KOPs				false

		1028						LN		39		20		false		           20     or residences and believe that to be sufficient to				false

		1029						LN		39		21		false		           21     address the visual concerns associated with the -- the				false

		1030						LN		39		22		false		           22     solar arrays.				false

		1031						LN		39		23		false		           23          Next slide, please.				false

		1032						LN		39		24		false		           24          So for the purpose of SEPA and this -- this EIS,				false

		1033						LN		39		25		false		           25     we define "significant" as having a reasonable				false

		1034						PG		40		0		false		page 40				false

		1035						LN		40		1		false		            1     likelihood of more than a moderate adverse impact on				false

		1036						LN		40		2		false		            2     environmental quality or having a severe adverse impact				false

		1037						LN		40		3		false		            3     on environmental quality, even if the chance is not				false

		1038						LN		40		4		false		            4     considered great.				false

		1039						LN		40		5		false		            5          And for the EIS, significance is determined after				false

		1040						LN		40		6		false		            6     the assumed application of all relevant applicant				false

		1041						LN		40		7		false		            7     commitments and EFSEC staff-recommended mitigation				false

		1042						LN		40		8		false		            8     being imposed as part of the site certification				false

		1043						LN		40		9		false		            9     agreement.				false

		1044						LN		40		10		false		           10          After all of -- after this analysis and the				false

		1045						LN		40		11		false		           11     imposition of those commitments and mitigation, we have				false

		1046						LN		40		12		false		           12     determined that there are three SEPA environmental				false

		1047						LN		40		13		false		           13     resources with identified significant impacts, those				false

		1048						LN		40		14		false		           14     being visual aesthetics, recreation, and historic and				false

		1049						LN		40		15		false		           15     cultural.				false

		1050						LN		40		16		false		           16          Next slide, please.				false

		1051						LN		40		17		false		           17          For visual, this significant impact is associated				false

		1052						LN		40		18		false		           18     with the operation phase, specifically for the				false

		1053						LN		40		19		false		           19     comprehensive project due to the -- due to the				false

		1054						LN		40		20		false		           20     component of the wind turbines.  We have identified				false

		1055						LN		40		21		false		           21     several visual mitigation outlined there that we				false

		1056						LN		40		22		false		           22     believe will reduce this impact and especially in				false

		1057						LN		40		23		false		           23     concert with the -- the turbine reductions that are				false

		1058						LN		40		24		false		           24     proposed by the applicant since the draft EIS.				false

		1059						LN		40		25		false		           25          But as -- as can be seen in more detail within our				false

		1060						PG		41		0		false		page 41				false

		1061						LN		41		1		false		            1     Chapter 4 review of this resource, we believe that post				false

		1062						LN		41		2		false		            2     mitigation and applicant commitments, the turbines				false

		1063						LN		41		3		false		            3     would still dominate views from many key observation				false

		1064						LN		41		4		false		            4     points, and the landscape will appear strongly altered.				false

		1065						LN		41		5		false		            5     So we have recommended a -- a finding of significant				false

		1066						LN		41		6		false		            6     unavoidable adverse impacts for this resource.				false

		1067						LN		41		7		false		            7          Next slide, please.				false

		1068						LN		41		8		false		            8          For recreation, we have identified significant				false

		1069						LN		41		9		false		            9     unavoidable adverse impacts for the operation phase of				false

		1070						LN		41		10		false		           10     the project on paragliding and hang-gliding safety.				false

		1071						LN		41		11		false		           11     The area around the project is used for these				false

		1072						LN		41		12		false		           12     activities even though it is not an officially				false

		1073						LN		41		13		false		           13     designated use by any state agency.				false

		1074						LN		41		14		false		           14          We have identified several different mitigation				false

		1075						LN		41		15		false		           15     measures that we will recommend as to be incorporated				false

		1076						LN		41		16		false		           16     within the SCA, as -- as outlined therein, primarily				false

		1077						LN		41		17		false		           17     focused on coordinating with recreation groups and				false

		1078						LN		41		18		false		           18     performing outreach on a safety management plan.  But				false

		1079						LN		41		19		false		           19     we believe that the turbines and solar arrays would				false

		1080						LN		41		20		false		           20     still limit recreation availability for paragliding and				false

		1081						LN		41		21		false		           21     hang gliding throughout the project area and present a				false

		1082						LN		41		22		false		           22     safety risk for those activities.				false

		1083						LN		41		23		false		           23          Next slide, please.				false

		1084						LN		41		24		false		           24          And the third resource where we believe that there				false

		1085						LN		41		25		false		           25     are significant unavoidable adverse impacts is, for				false

		1086						PG		42		0		false		page 42				false

		1087						LN		42		1		false		            1     historic and cultural, specifically for traditional				false

		1088						LN		42		2		false		            2     cultural properties during the construction, operation,				false

		1089						LN		42		3		false		            3     and decommissioning phases of the project.				false

		1090						LN		42		4		false		            4          We have recommended mitigation in the form of				false

		1091						LN		42		5		false		            5     ongoing engagement with affected tribes in an attempt				false

		1092						LN		42		6		false		            6     to identify mitigation measures that they believe would				false

		1093						LN		42		7		false		            7     be effective in reducing any -- the -- the anticipated				false

		1094						LN		42		8		false		            8     impacts, but we believe that they will -- there --				false

		1095						LN		42		9		false		            9     there is insufficient mitigation that we have been able				false

		1096						LN		42		10		false		           10     to identify to reduce these impacts to a level of				false

		1097						LN		42		11		false		           11     nonsignificance, and we believe that there will be				false

		1098						LN		42		12		false		           12     significant impacts to traditional cultural properties				false

		1099						LN		42		13		false		           13     due to ground disturbance, physical alteration, loss of				false

		1100						LN		42		14		false		           14     access, and visual interference.				false

		1101						LN		42		15		false		           15          And for this resource in particular, the Yakama				false

		1102						LN		42		16		false		           16     Nation has provided a map of project components that				false

		1103						LN		42		17		false		           17     show which components will be impacted by TCPs and				false

		1104						LN		42		18		false		           18     identifies the number of TCPs that will be impacted by				false

		1105						LN		42		19		false		           19     each turbine.  This map will not be included within the				false

		1106						LN		42		20		false		           20     publicly available EIS due to confidentiality concerns				false

		1107						LN		42		21		false		           21     but will be provided to the Council for the review				false

		1108						LN		42		22		false		           22     packet.				false

		1109						LN		42		23		false		           23          Next slide, please.				false

		1110						LN		42		24		false		           24          And to reiterate what -- what Ami said at the				false

		1111						LN		42		25		false		           25     start, we anticipate that the EIS will be issued by the				false

		1112						PG		43		0		false		page 43				false

		1113						LN		43		1		false		            1     end of October and be available to the Council at that				false

		1114						LN		43		2		false		            2     point.  We will be giving a second presentation at the				false

		1115						LN		43		3		false		            3     November 29th Council meeting that will more				false

		1116						LN		43		4		false		            4     specifically address Council actions and the next steps				false

		1117						LN		43		5		false		            5     in the EFSEC process to follow Council review of the				false

		1118						LN		43		6		false		            6     EIS.				false

		1119						LN		43		7		false		            7          And Council members are encouraged to ask any				false

		1120						LN		43		8		false		            8     questions that they have either now or at the November				false

		1121						LN		43		9		false		            9     meeting, once they've had time to look at the EIS, and				false

		1122						LN		43		10		false		           10     EFSEC staff will be available to answer any questions				false

		1123						LN		43		11		false		           11     that they arrive at during their review of the EIS once				false

		1124						LN		43		12		false		           12     it is available to them outside of Council's scheduled				false

		1125						LN		43		13		false		           13     meetings.				false

		1126						LN		43		14		false		           14          One final note is that the -- the November 29th				false

		1127						LN		43		15		false		           15     meeting will include a -- several subject matter expert				false

		1128						LN		43		16		false		           16     guests from other agencies as -- to be available for				false

		1129						LN		43		17		false		           17     Council questions.  And they have requested that, if				false

		1130						LN		43		18		false		           18     Council members identify questions that they have for				false

		1131						LN		43		19		false		           19     those subject matter experts prior to that November				false

		1132						LN		43		20		false		           20     29th meeting, they would appreciate EFSEC staff being				false

		1133						LN		43		21		false		           21     available -- or being able to transmit those questions				false

		1134						LN		43		22		false		           22     to them so they can more comprehensively answer --				false

		1135						LN		43		23		false		           23     answer those questions.				false

		1136						LN		43		24		false		           24          But at this point, I'm available to answer any				false

		1137						LN		43		25		false		           25     questions that you have based on this presentation.				false

		1138						PG		44		0		false		page 44				false

		1139						LN		44		1		false		            1                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you very much for				false

		1140						LN		44		2		false		            2     a very comprehensive presentation.				false

		1141						LN		44		3		false		            3          When you speak about the November 29th meeting,				false

		1142						LN		44		4		false		            4     that is a special meeting -- is that not right? -- and				false

		1143						LN		44		5		false		            5     not our usual November meeting, Ms. Hafkemeyer?				false

		1144						LN		44		6		false		            6                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  That is correct.				false

		1145						LN		44		7		false		            7     Staff will be noticing a special meeting on November				false

		1146						LN		44		8		false		            8     29th specifically for the purposes of answering Council				false

		1147						LN		44		9		false		            9     questions on their review of the final EIS and having				false

		1148						LN		44		10		false		           10     the subject matter experts available.				false

		1149						LN		44		11		false		           11          As Sean mentioned, we -- we have identified some				false

		1150						LN		44		12		false		           12     subject matter experts that are already scheduled to be				false

		1151						LN		44		13		false		           13     there, but if Council identify questions in their				false

		1152						LN		44		14		false		           14     review and they have specific subject matter experts				false

		1153						LN		44		15		false		           15     that they would like to get some more information from				false

		1154						LN		44		16		false		           16     or ask questions of, that would be helpful for us to --				false

		1155						LN		44		17		false		           17     to include those people.				false

		1156						LN		44		18		false		           18                        CHAIR DREW:  And if I can just go				false

		1157						LN		44		19		false		           19     over one more time what our next steps are.  Maybe				false

		1158						LN		44		20		false		           20     Ms. Bumpus can work with me on this so that we make it				false

		1159						LN		44		21		false		           21     clear for the public and for the Council members:  That				false

		1160						LN		44		22		false		           22     we have deliberation on the adjudication, and that will				false

		1161						LN		44		23		false		           23     result in an order of findings and conclusions on the				false

		1162						LN		44		24		false		           24     information we gathered through the adjudicative				false

		1163						LN		44		25		false		           25     process.				false
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		1165						LN		45		1		false		            1          In the SEPA process, we have the -- the conclusion				false

		1166						LN		45		2		false		            2     of the final environmental impact statement which goes				false

		1167						LN		45		3		false		            3     through you, Ms. Bumpus, as the SEPA responsible				false

		1168						LN		45		4		false		            4     official.				false

		1169						LN		45		5		false		            5          What we do with this information as a Council is				false

		1170						LN		45		6		false		            6     we take the information from this as well as the				false

		1171						LN		45		7		false		            7     adjudication to form our recommendation to the				false

		1172						LN		45		8		false		            8     governor.  Is that true?				false

		1173						LN		45		9		false		            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  That's correct.				false

		1174						LN		45		10		false		           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Does the Council have				false

		1175						LN		45		11		false		           11     questions about that, or is that clear?  Okay.				false

		1176						LN		45		12		false		           12          Are there questions from Council members at this				false

		1177						LN		45		13		false		           13     point in time?  I know there's a lot to chew on, so...				false

		1178						LN		45		14		false		           14          I would also say that you can also reach out to				false

		1179						LN		45		15		false		           15     EFSEC staff -- Ms. Bumpus, Ms. Hafkemeyer, Mr. Greene				false

		1180						LN		45		16		false		           16     primarily -- on the FEIS if you have questions you'd				false

		1181						LN		45		17		false		           17     like to ask them to clarify.				false

		1182						LN		45		18		false		           18                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Ms. Moon is also				false

		1183						LN		45		19		false		           19     very knowledgeable about the project and is available				false

		1184						LN		45		20		false		           20     for questions, just not this week.				false

		1185						LN		45		21		false		           21                        CHAIR DREW:  Okay.  She does deserve				false

		1186						LN		45		22		false		           22     a minute or two off.				false

		1187						LN		45		23		false		           23          Sure.  Go ahead.  Mr. Levitt.				false

		1188						LN		45		24		false		           24                        MR. LEVITT:  Yeah, I guess I just				false

		1189						LN		45		25		false		           25     want to ask one question based on the presentation.  It				false
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		1191						LN		46		1		false		            1     says, "Ongoing engagement with affected tribes to				false

		1192						LN		46		2		false		            2     identify appropriate mitigation measures that could				false

		1193						LN		46		3		false		            3     include the demarcation of culturally sensitive areas				false

		1194						LN		46		4		false		            4     to be avoided..."				false

		1195						LN		46		5		false		            5          That one's just interesting to me, 'cause it seems				false

		1196						LN		46		6		false		            6     like we've heard from people that tribes would prefer				false

		1197						LN		46		7		false		            7     the culturally sensitive areas not be easily				false

		1198						LN		46		8		false		            8     identified.  So if you demarcate them, then other				false

		1199						LN		46		9		false		            9     people can know where they are.				false

		1200						LN		46		10		false		           10                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, that -- that's				false

		1201						LN		46		11		false		           11     absolutely a good point.  That is why no geographic --				false

		1202						LN		46		12		false		           12     geographical data that we have available for				false

		1203						LN		46		13		false		           13     traditional cultural properties is being shared within				false

		1204						LN		46		14		false		           14     the publicly available EIS.  That mitigation measure is				false

		1205						LN		46		15		false		           15     intended to ensure that EFSEC, the applicant, and				false

		1206						LN		46		16		false		           16     affected tribes continue coordination throughout the				false

		1207						LN		46		17		false		           17     life of the project and prior to construction.				false

		1208						LN		46		18		false		           18          If the identification of no-go zones is something				false

		1209						LN		46		19		false		           19     that the tribes are interested in -- and which, as you				false

		1210						LN		46		20		false		           20     point out, would necessarily involve the -- the				false

		1211						LN		46		21		false		           21     disclosure of the location of those -- those cultural				false

		1212						LN		46		22		false		           22     resources -- that is something that we want to be				false

		1213						LN		46		23		false		           23     available for discussion.  I don't know if it is				false

		1214						LN		46		24		false		           24     practicable, but we are retaining it there as an				false

		1215						LN		46		25		false		           25     option.				false
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		1217						LN		47		1		false		            1                        MR. LEVITT:  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		1218						LN		47		2		false		            2                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair -- Chair Drew,				false

		1219						LN		47		3		false		            3     this is Lenny Young.				false

		1220						LN		47		4		false		            4          If I may, Sean, I've got three questions for you,				false

		1221						LN		47		5		false		            5     one that pertains to the post-adjudication changes to				false

		1222						LN		47		6		false		            6     the ASC and then two that per- -- pertain to the final				false

		1223						LN		47		7		false		            7     EIS.				false

		1224						LN		47		8		false		            8          As to the first:  Were there any post-				false

		1225						LN		47		9		false		            9     adjudications to the ASC that expressly addressed				false

		1226						LN		47		10		false		           10     traditional cultural property concerns raised by the				false

		1227						LN		47		11		false		           11     Yakama Nation?				false

		1228						LN		47		12		false		           12                        MR. GREENE:  There was nothing				false

		1229						LN		47		13		false		           13     specifically that addressed those concerns.  I would				false

		1230						LN		47		14		false		           14     note that the reductions that were proposed in the				false

		1231						LN		47		15		false		           15     project layout, one of the resources that was discussed				false

		1232						LN		47		16		false		           16     as potentially benefitting from those reductions was				false

		1233						LN		47		17		false		           17     cultural and historic resources.  To this point, I -- I				false

		1234						LN		47		18		false		           18     don't believe that the applicant has been made aware of				false

		1235						LN		47		19		false		           19     the exact geographical location of TCPs of concern.				false

		1236						LN		47		20		false		           20                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  And so was there				false

		1237						LN		47		21		false		           21     any specific correlation between any of the				false

		1238						LN		47		22		false		           22     post-adjudication changes and areas in which concern				false

		1239						LN		47		23		false		           23     about TCPs had been expressed?				false

		1240						LN		47		24		false		           24                        MR. GREENE:  I -- I can say that TCP				false

		1241						LN		47		25		false		           25     concerns cover the -- almost the entirety of the				false
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		1243						LN		48		1		false		            1     project area.  So I don't want to give out any				false

		1244						LN		48		2		false		            2     geographical information.  But any reduction that was				false

		1245						LN		48		3		false		            3     proposed by the applicant would, to some degree or				false

		1246						LN		48		4		false		            4     another, benefit or reduce TCP impacts.				false

		1247						LN		48		5		false		            5                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thanks.				false

		1248						LN		48		6		false		            6          And then I'm going to defer to Shona Voelckers,				false

		1249						LN		48		7		false		            7     and then I'll -- I'll return with my next two				false

		1250						LN		48		8		false		            8     questions.				false

		1251						LN		48		9		false		            9                        CHAIR DREW:  We're taking questions				false

		1252						LN		48		10		false		           10     only from Council members.				false

		1253						LN		48		11		false		           11                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Then -- then I'll				false

		1254						LN		48		12		false		           12     proceed.				false

		1255						LN		48		13		false		           13          The next two questions I have are more related to				false

		1256						LN		48		14		false		           14     the FEIS.				false

		1257						LN		48		15		false		           15          In the cumulative impacts assessment, one of the				false

		1258						LN		48		16		false		           16     lines of testimony that the Council heard during the				false

		1259						LN		48		17		false		           17     adjudicative proceedings was around landscape-level				false

		1260						LN		48		18		false		           18     impacts to the way that air flows, velocities and air				false

		1261						LN		48		19		false		           19     flow patterns.				false

		1262						LN		48		20		false		           20          Was any of this taken into account in the final				false

		1263						LN		48		21		false		           21     EIS in the terms of cumulative impacts and how				false

		1264						LN		48		22		false		           22     development of one particular area could impact the				false

		1265						LN		48		23		false		           23     quality and the availability of air and wind in other				false

		1266						LN		48		24		false		           24     parts of the landscape?				false

		1267						LN		48		25		false		           25                        MR. GREENE:  I don't know that it				false
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		1269						LN		49		1		false		            1     has at this point.  I know that we are still developing				false

		1270						LN		49		2		false		            2     Chapter 5, which is a cumulative impacts chapter, so we				false

		1271						LN		49		3		false		            3     can look at incorporating that if it is not already in.				false

		1272						LN		49		4		false		            4                        MR. YOUNG:  Great.  Thank you.				false

		1273						LN		49		5		false		            5          And then my -- my last question is:  In terms of				false

		1274						LN		49		6		false		            6     the -- the new aspect of the analysis around impacts to				false

		1275						LN		49		7		false		            7     the wine industry, I wanted to see whether impacts to				false

		1276						LN		49		8		false		            8     the wine industry in terms of the growing and the				false

		1277						LN		49		9		false		            9     production and manufacturing of wine, were those				false

		1278						LN		49		10		false		           10     distinguished from impacts to the wine tourism				false

		1279						LN		49		11		false		           11     industry?  Because it strikes me that perhaps impacts				false

		1280						LN		49		12		false		           12     might be slightly different between or somewhat				false

		1281						LN		49		13		false		           13     different between those two -- two specific areas, wine				false

		1282						LN		49		14		false		           14     production versus wine tourism.				false

		1283						LN		49		15		false		           15                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, you're -- you are				false

		1284						LN		49		16		false		           16     correct.  The agricultural lands that are targeted for				false

		1285						LN		49		17		false		           17     this project do not, to my knowledge, include any				false

		1286						LN		49		18		false		           18     active vineyards.  The new analysis that was included				false

		1287						LN		49		19		false		           19     within the FEIS was really more focused on the				false

		1288						LN		49		20		false		           20     ecotourism industry and the -- and the socioeconomic				false

		1289						LN		49		21		false		           21     impacts associated with that.				false

		1290						LN		49		22		false		           22                        MR. YOUNG:  Great.  I think that				false

		1291						LN		49		23		false		           23     might be significant in terms of whether -- whether we				false

		1292						LN		49		24		false		           24     consider it more in the realm of socioeconomic impacts				false

		1293						LN		49		25		false		           25     versus impacts to the practice of agriculture.				false
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		1295						LN		50		1		false		            1          And thank you for your responses.  I'm done.				false

		1296						LN		50		2		false		            2                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there additional				false

		1297						LN		50		3		false		            3     questions from Council members?				false

		1298						LN		50		4		false		            4                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Yeah.  Chair Drew,				false

		1299						LN		50		5		false		            5     this is Mike Livingston.				false

		1300						LN		50		6		false		            6                        CHAIR DREW:  Go ahead.				false

		1301						LN		50		7		false		            7                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  I have a question				false
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		1304						LN		50		10		false		           10     around ferruginous hawk nests, do you -- do you have a				false

		1305						LN		50		11		false		           11     number for me as to how many would be -- that would be				false

		1306						LN		50		12		false		           12     applied to?				false

		1307						LN		50		13		false		           13                        CHAIR DREW:  How many turbines?  Is				false

		1308						LN		50		14		false		           14     that your question, Mr. Livingston?  No.				false

		1309						LN		50		15		false		           15                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  No.				false

		1310						LN		50		16		false		           16                        CHAIR DREW:  How many --				false

		1311						LN		50		17		false		           17                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  The -- how many --				false

		1312						LN		50		18		false		           18     how many nest sites.				false

		1313						LN		50		19		false		           19                        CHAIR DREW:  Okay.				false

		1314						LN		50		20		false		           20                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Or territories.				false

		1315						LN		50		21		false		           21     What -- I -- what is the metric first?  I guess that's				false

		1316						LN		50		22		false		           22     clarification.  Is it territories, or is it nest sites?				false

		1317						LN		50		23		false		           23     And then how many?  Thank you.				false

		1318						LN		50		24		false		           24                        MR. GREENE:  Sure.  So a lot of this				false

		1319						LN		50		25		false		           25     is outlined in our Chapter 3 and 4 discussion of				false
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		1321						LN		51		1		false		            1     wildlife.  But we have used historical docu- --				false

		1322						LN		51		2		false		            2     historically documented ferruginous hawk nests as the				false

		1323						LN		51		3		false		            3     baseline in addition to those nests that were				false

		1324						LN		51		4		false		            4     identified during the, at this point, I believe five				false

		1325						LN		51		5		false		            5     years of surveys performed by the applicant.  We have				false

		1326						LN		51		6		false		            6     also included his- -- historic nesting habitat.				false

		1327						LN		51		7		false		            7          And any -- any -- any location where a nest has				false

		1328						LN		51		8		false		            8     been documented at any point is considered -- is what				false

		1329						LN		51		9		false		            9     we are considering a potentially active ferruginous				false

		1330						LN		51		10		false		           10     hawk nest.  So every historically documented nest is				false

		1331						LN		51		11		false		           11     given that two-mile buffer, which then leads to that --				false

		1332						LN		51		12		false		           12     that discussion of, if we can come to a understanding				false

		1333						LN		51		13		false		           13     that the habitat in the area is no longer viable and				false

		1334						LN		51		14		false		           14     that nest is no longer present, then there could				false

		1335						LN		51		15		false		           15     potentially be project actions within that buffer with				false

		1336						LN		51		16		false		           16     additional mitigation.  But any -- any place where we				false

		1337						LN		51		17		false		           17     have ever identified a nest is considered as part of				false

		1338						LN		51		18		false		           18     that mitigation.				false

		1339						LN		51		19		false		           19                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Thank you.				false

		1340						LN		51		20		false		           20                        MR. GREENE:  Oh.  And I'm sorry.  I				false

		1341						LN		51		21		false		           21     think you asked for a number.  I -- I don't have the				false

		1342						LN		51		22		false		           22     exact number.  I think it's around 60, but somewhere				false

		1343						LN		51		23		false		           23     around there.				false

		1344						LN		51		24		false		           24                        CHAIR DREW:  And we will have that				false

		1345						LN		51		25		false		           25     information at the end of the month and then the				false
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		1347						LN		52		1		false		            1     opportunity to also go into more depth with agency				false

		1348						LN		52		2		false		            2     experts during the 29th meeting as well.				false

		1349						LN		52		3		false		            3          So thank you, Council members, for your very good				false

		1350						LN		52		4		false		            4     questions.				false

		1351						LN		52		5		false		            5          And at this point in time, we will be moving on				false

		1352						LN		52		6		false		            6     to -- and thank you, Sean, for your excellent				false

		1353						LN		52		7		false		            7     presentation.				false

		1354						LN		52		8		false		            8          And we will be moving on, then, to the Badger				false

		1355						LN		52		9		false		            9     Mountain project update.  Ms. Snarski.				false

		1356						LN		52		10		false		           10                        MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Thank you, Chair				false

		1357						LN		52		11		false		           11     Drew.  And good afternoon, Council members.  For the				false

		1358						LN		52		12		false		           12     record, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist				false

		1359						LN		52		13		false		           13     for Badger Mountain Solar.				false

		1360						LN		52		14		false		           14          Progress continues to be made on the development				false

		1361						LN		52		15		false		           15     of the draft environmental impact statement for the				false

		1362						LN		52		16		false		           16     proposed Badger Mountain Solar project.  At the				false

		1363						LN		52		17		false		           17     previous Council meeting, staff identified that we				false

		1364						LN		52		18		false		           18     would be conducting additional cultural resource survey				false

		1365						LN		52		19		false		           19     work, and we are working with our consultant, WSP, to				false

		1366						LN		52		20		false		           20     prepare for this activity.				false

		1367						LN		52		21		false		           21          EFSEC and WSP have finalized a contract for the				false

		1368						LN		52		22		false		           22     additional survey, and it appears they may be able to				false

		1369						LN		52		23		false		           23     complete the work before the snow is on the ground.  We				false

		1370						LN		52		24		false		           24     anticipate the findings of the survey will be				false
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           1                        BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,



           2      October 18, 2023, at 621 Woodland Square Loop



           3      Southeast, Lacey, Washington, at 1:30 p.m., the



           4      following Monthly Meeting of the Washington State



           5      Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held, to



           6      wit:



           7                          <<<<<< >>>>>>



           8



           9                        CHAIR DREW:  Good afternoon.  This



          10      is Kathleen Drew, Chair of the Energy Facility Site



          11      Evaluation Council, calling this meeting to order.



          12          Ms. Grantham, will you call the roll.



          13                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Certainly.



          14      Department of Commerce.



          15          Department of Ecology.



          16                        MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt, present.



          17                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of Fish



          18      and Wildlife.



          19                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Mike Livingston,



          20      present.



          21                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Department of



          22      Natural Resources.



          23                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young, present.



          24                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Utilities &



          25      Transportation Commission.
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            1                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster,



            2     present.



            3                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Local government and



            4     optional State agencies:  For the Horse Heaven project,



            5     Department of Agriculture.



            6                        MR. SANDISON:  Derek Sandison,



            7     present.



            8                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Benton County, Ed



            9     Brost.



           10          I do see Mr. Brost is present.



           11          For the Badger Mountain project:  For Douglas



           12     County, Jordyn Guilio.



           13          For the Wautoma Solar Project:  For Benton County,



           14     Dave Sharp.



           15                        MR. SHARP:  Dave Sharp, present.



           16                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Washington State



           17     Department of Transportation, Paul Gonseth.



           18          For the Hop Hill Solar Project:  For Benton



           19     County, Paul Krupin.



           20                        MR. KRUPIN:  Paul Krupin, present.



           21                        MS. GRANTHAM:  For Carriger Solar:



           22     Klickitat County, Matt Chiles.



           23                        MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.



           24                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Assistant attorney



           25     generals:  Jon Thompson.
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            1                        MR. THOMPSON:  Jon Thompson,



            2     present.



            3                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Jenna Slocum.



            4                        MS. SLOCUM:  Jenna Slocum, present.



            5                        MS. GRANTHAM:  And I do remember we



            6     do have a new assistant attorney general.  Jon



            7     Thompson, can you please remind me of his name?  I



            8     missed his name on the roll call sheet.



            9                        MR. THOMPSON:  It is Zack Packer.



           10                        MS. GRANTHAM:  And is Zack present?



           11          Administrative law judges:  Adam Torem.



           12                        JUDGE TOREM:  This is Judge Torem.



           13     I'm present.



           14                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Laura Bradley.



           15          Dan Gerard.



           16          Joni Derifield.



           17          For Council staff:  Sonia Bumpus.



           18                        MS. BUMPUS:  Sonia Bumpus, present.



           19                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Ami Hafkemeyer.



           20                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Ami Hafkemeyer,



           21     present.



           22                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Amy Moon.



           23          Stew Henderson.



           24          Joan Owens is present.



           25          Dave Walker.
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            1          Sonja Skavland.



            2                        MS. SKAVLAND:  Sonja Skavland,



            3     present.



            4                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Lisa Masengale.



            5                        MS. MASENGALE:  Present.



            6                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Sara Randolph.



            7          Sean Greene.



            8                        MS. REYNEVELD:  Sarah Reyneveld,



            9     present.



           10                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Was that



           11     Ms. Reyneveld?



           12                        MS. REYNEVELD:  That's correct.



           13     Thank you.



           14                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Okay.  Thank you.



           15     You said "present" a little early, but I'll mark you



           16     down for counsel for the environment.



           17          Sean Greene for Council staff.



           18                        MR. GREENE:  Sean Greene, present.



           19                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Lance Caputo.



           20                        MR. CAPUTO:  Lance Caputo, present.



           21                        MS. GRANTHAM:  John Barnes.



           22                        MR. BARNES:  Present.



           23                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Osta Davis.



           24                        MS. DAVIS:  Present.



           25                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Joanne Snarski.
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            1                        MS. SNARSKI:  Joanne Snarski,



            2     present.



            3                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Alex Shiley.



            4          Ali Smith.



            5                        MS. SMITH:  Ali Smith, present.



            6                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Karl Holappa.



            7                        MR. HOLAPPA:  Holappa, present.



            8                        MS. GRANTHAM:  And for operational



            9     updates:  Kittitas Valley wind project.



           10                        MR. MELBARDIS:  Eric Melbardis,



           11     present.



           12                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Wild Horse wind power



           13     project.



           14                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Jennifer Galbraith,



           15     present.



           16                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Grays Harbor Energy



           17     Center.



           18                        MR. SHERIN:  Bruce Sherin, present.



           19                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Chehalis Generation



           20     Facility.



           21                        MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.



           22                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Columbia Generating



           23     Station.



           24          Columbia Solar.



           25                        MR. CUSHING:  Thomas Cushing,
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            1     present.



            2                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Goose Prairie Solar.



            3                        MR. WILSON:  Scott Wilson, present.



            4                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Chair, there is a



            5     quorum for the regular Council and all of the other



            6     councils.  Thank you.



            7                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



            8          Now taking up the proposed agenda in front of you.



            9          Council members, there's an echo.  I think we're



           10     okay now.



           11          So the proposed agenda is in front of you.



           12          Is there a motion to adopt the proposed agenda?



           13                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.



           14                        MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt.  Second.



           15                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           16          All those in favor, say "aye."



           17                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           18                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?



           19          Motion is adopted.



           20          Moving on to the meeting minutes from September



           21     20th, 2023.



           22          Is there a motion to approve the meeting minutes?



           23                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.



           24     Motion to approve the September 20th, 2023, meeting



           25     minutes.
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            1                        CHAIR DREW:  Second?



            2                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Mike Livingston.



            3     Second.



            4                        CHAIR DREW:  Thanks.



            5          I have no corrections.



            6          Does anyone else have any edits or corrections?



            7          Hearing none.



            8          All those in favor of approving the minutes,



            9     please say "aye."



           10                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           11                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?



           12          Motion is adopted.



           13          Moving on to our operational updates.



           14          Kittitas Valley wind project.  Mr. Melbardis.



           15                        MS. GRANTHAM:  Mr. Melbardis, you



           16     are muted, if you're trying to speak.  Just a heads-up.



           17     I see that you're still in here, so hopefully.



           18                        MR. MELBARDIS:  Sorry about that.



           19     New -- new headset.



           20                        MS. GRANTHAM:  No worries.



           21                        MR. MELBARDIS:  This is Eric Mel- --



           22     Eric Melbardis with EDP Renewables for the Kittitas



           23     Valley wind power project.



           24          And we had nothing nonroutine to report for the



           25     period.
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            1                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



            2          Moving on to the Wild Horse wind power project.



            3     Ms. Galbraith.



            4                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes.  Thank you,



            5     Chair Drew, Council members, and staff.  This is



            6     Jennifer Galbraith representing Puget Sound Energy for



            7     the Wild Horse wind facility.



            8          For the month of September, I have no nonroutine



            9     updates.



           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           11          For Grays Harbor Energy Center, Mr. Sherin.



           12                        MR. SHERIN:  Good afternoon, Chair



           13     Drew, Council members, and staff.  This is Chris



           14     Sherin, a plant manager from Grays Harbor Energy



           15     Center.



           16          For the month of September, we have no nonroutine



           17     items to report.



           18          We did submit our RATA results to EFSEC staff and



           19     ORCAA.



           20                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           21          And apparently I took you out of order, so I will



           22     go back to Chehalis Generation Facility, Mr. Smith.



           23                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair



           24     Drew, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Jeremy Smith,



           25     maintenance manager, representing Chehalis Generation
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            1     Facility.



            2          I have one nonroutine item to report, and it's



            3     Stefano Schnitger has assumed the plant manager



            4     position effective September 6th.



            5          Are there any questions?



            6                        CHAIR DREW:  Great.



            7          No.  Thank you.  Thank you for that update.



            8          And moving on to the Columbia Solar project.



            9     Mr. Cushing.



           10                        MR. CUSHING:  Good -- hold on one



           11     second.  There's background noise.



           12          Good afternoon, Chair Drew, Council members, and



           13     staff.  This is Thomas Cushing, asset manager for the



           14     Columbia Solar projects.



           15          For the month of September, we have no nonroutine



           16     updates.



           17                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           18          For the Columbia Generating Station and WNP-1



           19     and -4, Felicia Najera-Paxton.



           20                        MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:  Hi:  Good



           21     afternoon, Chairman Drew.  Thanks for letting me join



           22     kind of late.  I apologize for that.



           23          For this month, Columbia Generating Station has no



           24     nonroutine items to report.



           25          We did have a Washington State fire marshal
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            1     conduct inspection of the IDC and CGS buildings on



            2     October 2nd through the 4th with no major findings



            3     communicated following the inspection.



            4                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



            5                        MS. NAJERA-PAXTON:  Thank you.



            6                        CHAIR DREW:  For Goose Prairie



            7     Solar, Mr. Wilson.



            8                        MR. WILSON:  Yeah, there is no



            9     nonroutine updates to report.



           10          As far as construction report, our project is on



           11     schedule.  All our -- excuse me.  All our laydown yards



           12     have been completed.  The substation grading and



           13     foundations are complete.  Control house was delivered



           14     and set at the site.



           15          We just did get one of our main power transformers



           16     today and got that set.  The second one is scheduled to



           17     come early November.



           18          All our roads are in, interior and exterior roads.



           19     The PV array mainline roads, like I said, are complete.



           20     The feeders are complete.  PV panels are starting to



           21     arrive.  We've got some panels starting to show up



           22     tomorrow.



           23          As far as SWPPP, it's being modified.  We're going



           24     to try to submit it to EFSEC within the next few weeks.



           25          We do have monitoring through WSP.  They're here
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            1     weekly.  They have found nothing really to report.



            2          As far as public outreach, we are -- that's -- us



            3     and PCL are -- are getting together.  We're going to



            4     donate some AEDs to the Moxee Police Department.  It's



            5     going to be -- November 1st, we're going to have a



            6     little -- little get-together with them and present the



            7     AEDs.



            8          And that is just a quick down-and-dirty for Goose



            9     Prairie.



           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.  Thank you



           11     very much.



           12          Moving on to the High Top and Ostrea project.



           13     Ms. Hafkemeyer.



           14                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.  Good



           15     afternoon, Chair Drew and Council.



           16          For the High Top and Ostrea project, staff



           17     continue to work with the developer on pre-



           18     construction requirements and plans.



           19          We have no other updates at this time.



           20                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           21          For Whistling Ridge, Mr. Caputo, project update.



           22                        MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you, Chair Drew



           23     and Council members.



           24          The applicants for the Whistling Ridge energy



           25     project submitted an extension request as well as a
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            1     petition to amend their site certification agreement.



            2     Staff are looking at available dates to schedule the



            3     meetings for the Council.



            4          May I answer any questions?



            5                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there any



            6     questions?



            7          Thank you for the update.



            8          Desert Claim.  Ms. Hafkemeyer.



            9                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.



           10          Again, for the record, this is Ami Hafkemeyer



           11     providing a project update on Desert Claim.



           12          At the last Council meeting on September 20th,



           13     staff updated the Council on the proposed amendment to



           14     the Desert Claim site certification agreement, or SCA,



           15     in which the certificate holder, EDF Renewables,



           16     submitted a request to amend the Desert Claim SCA.  EDF



           17     Renewables requested an extension of the substantial



           18     completion date from November 13th, 2023, to November



           19     13th, 2028.



           20          As presented last month, the State Environmental



           21     Policy Act, or SEPA, review was limited to the changes



           22     proposed by the amendment request.  Staff recommended



           23     provisions for inclusion in the SCA amendment to



           24     account for current conditions in the project area,



           25     industry, or agency practices that have evolved since
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            1     the initial certification and information that has



            2     become available since the Desert Claim SCA was last



            3     amended in 2018.



            4          At the previous meeting, I outlined the conditions



            5     that staff recommended to include in an SCA amendment,



            6     including:



            7          limiting the build window by capping any further



            8     SCA extension requests.  Any further extension requests



            9     would not be allowed unless construction is reasonably



           10     underway but may not reach the definition of



           11     substantial completion;



           12          including a requirement for the aircraft detection



           13     lighting system, if approved by the Federal Aviation



           14     Administration, to be reviewed for any appropriate



           15     additional permit requirements;



           16          including a commitment in the Desert Claim waste



           17     management plan to recycle project components when



           18     possible;



           19          and requiring the certificate holder to consider



           20     the feasibility during micro-siting to place all



           21     turbines more than .5 miles from nonparticipating



           22     residences to avoid dominating views from these



           23     sensitive viewing locations.



           24          One additional recommendation was made during the



           25     September 20th Council meeting associated with
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            1     extending the wildlife monitoring for carcasses.



            2     However, after additional evaluation by EFSEC staff,



            3     this was determined to already be included in the SCA.



            4     Therefore, this recommendation has not been



            5     incorporated into the resolution that you have in front



            6     of you for consideration.



            7          At the September 20th Council meeting, Council



            8     directed staff to discuss these recommendations with



            9     the developer and prepare a resolution for Council



           10     consideration.  Staff met with EDF Renewables to



           11     confirm concurrence on these provisions.  The draft was



           12     provided to Council review and made available for



           13     public comment.



           14          Staff received one public comment speaking against



           15     the viability of the project, but that did not result



           16     in any suggested changes to the draft resolution.



           17          If the Council approves the resolution as drafted,



           18     staff will prepare an amended SCA to reflect these



           19     changes for review and approval at the November Council



           20     meeting.



           21          At this time, staff recommend Council deliberate



           22     and a vote to approve the draft resolution.



           23          Are there any questions?



           24                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there any questions



           25     for Ms. Hafkemeyer?
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            1          Okay.  You-all have and have received the draft



            2     resolution in front of you.



            3          Is there a motion to approve the draft resolution



            4     as presented, approving the request for amendment for



            5     Desert Claim wind power project?



            6                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  I move the



            7     resolution as amended.



            8                        MR. LEVITT:  May I ask a few



            9     questions?



           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Oh.  Sure.  Absolutely.



           11                        MR. LEVITT:  I'm sorry.  One is just



           12     a details nuance.  You said half a mile from any



           13     residence, but the letter says 2,500 feet, so that's a



           14     little bit different.



           15                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair, point of order.



           16     Do we need to have the resolution -- the dra- -- the



           17     matter that's in front of us seconded before we begin



           18     discussion?



           19                        CHAIR DREW:  Sure.  We can have a



           20     second.



           21                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.



           22     Second.



           23                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           24          Okay.  Please continue, Mr. Levitt.



           25          Ms. Hafkemeyer.
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            1                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  So the proposed



            2     resolution -- I'm sorry.  I'm not seeing the 2500 feet.



            3          I believe the 2500 feet was part of the amendment



            4     in 2018, and staff are proposing that it be increased



            5     to half a mile, which is a little bit more than 2500



            6     feet.  I think it's approximately 26- or 2700 feet.



            7                        MR. LEVITT:  Yeah.



            8                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  The feasibility of



            9     that be reviewed.  If -- if there's a typo with the



           10     draft resolution, certainly we can amend that.



           11                        MR. LEVITT:  2500 is listed on



           12     Page 1, so maybe --



           13                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Page 1.



           14                        MR. LEVITT:  -- it is talking about



           15     the old agreement.



           16          Bottom of Page 1.



           17                        CHAIR DREW:  Yes.  Yes, that would



           18     be the background there.  And so the resolution, then,



           19     if you look to -- well, the -- yes, it's all the



           20     resolution, but let's double-check.



           21                        MR. LEVITT:  And then while we're



           22     checking that, I have a question about the -- the --



           23     one public comment seemed to indicate that the



           24     population in that area has changed.  Maybe new



           25     housing, new residents.
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            1          To what degree has the applicant and/or EFSEC been



            2     able to reach out to people about the ongoing history



            3     of this project?



            4                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Staff have not



            5     conducted outreach outside of noticing for these



            6     activities.  I would have to check with the applicant



            7     about any additional activities.



            8          One of the topics of discussion amongst staff and



            9     the developer was that, in the 2018 amendment, the



           10     primary visual concern was shadow flicker, and so that



           11     was the -- the consideration for the setback for the



           12     2018 amendment.  And so the -- the recommendation to



           13     include -- or to increase that to half a mile would be



           14     for not only shadow flicker but visual dominance.  And



           15     so at least internally, that discussion has evolved



           16     somewhat, but we have not had direct input from nearby



           17     residents.



           18          We also noticed the existing distribution list



           19     with updated contacts, so anybody who was previously



           20     following the Desert Claim project should still have



           21     received notice for this activity.



           22                        CHAIR DREW:  As well as people



           23     within a certain geographic distance from the project.



           24                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yeah.  The -- the



           25     original list would have included the one-mile
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            1     landowners.



            2                        CHAIR DREW:  One-mile landowners.



            3     Okay.



            4          Other questions?



            5                        MR. LEVITT:  That's it.



            6                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



            7          Are there --



            8                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair.  Chair.



            9                        CHAIR DREW:  Yes.



           10                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair, this -- Chair,



           11     this is Lenny Young.  Could staff --



           12                        CHAIR DREW:  Yes.



           13                        MR. YOUNG:  -- refresh as to the



           14     need for a five-year extension as opposed to a one- or



           15     two-year extension?  What information is available to



           16     the Council as to the length of the extension?



           17                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  It's staff's



           18     understanding that a five-year extension would allow



           19     the developer to enter into offtake agreements and



           20     power -- I think, power purchase agreements as well as



           21     to begin construction.



           22          So this extension would also include the



           23     initiation of construction, not just the power purchase



           24     agreements and offtake agreements.



           25                        MR. YOUNG:  Is it staff's assessment
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            1     that that's a reasonable request, a reasonable amount



            2     of time?



            3                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  It is.  We are



            4     aware that they are actively participating in request



            5     for proposals to find buyers for this project, and it



            6     is our understanding that those are sort of an ongoing



            7     process and that there are multiple RFPs and



            8     opportunities coming up in the -- the coming years.



            9                        MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.



           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Any other questions?



           11          Ms. Brewster?



           12                        MS. BREWSTER:  Yeah.



           13          Regarding the feasibility study of placing the



           14     turbines outside of a half mile, what's the case if



           15     they present that that is not feasible?  Is there any



           16     requirements for distance that we can impose?



           17                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I think that we



           18     could impose the requirement for half a mile in --



           19     'cause at this point, it's -- it's a flexibility of, I



           20     think, approximately 200 feet.  When we met with E --



           21     EDF Renewables, they did request to maintain some of



           22     that flexibility for engineering purposes.



           23                        CHAIR DREW:  Also I believe that if



           24     it is less than that, the certificate holder would



           25     submit for the Council's review, prior to micro-siting,
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            1     an analysis of the feasibility.  So we would have that



            2     come to us before the final decision, as -- as is



            3     written in this resolution.



            4                        MS. BREWSTER:  Thank you.



            5                        CHAIR DREW:  Other questions?



            6          Hearing none.



            7          There's a motion on the floor to approve the draft



            8     resolution as presented, approving the request for



            9     amendment for Desert Claim.



           10          All those in favor, please say "aye."



           11                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           12                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?



           13          The resolution is adopted.  Thank you.



           14          Okay.  Moving on to the Horse Heaven project,



           15     project update.  Ms. Hafkemeyer.



           16                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair



           17     Drew.



           18          EFSEC have received the post-adjudication



           19     application for site certification from the applicant



           20     on September 22nd, 2023.  This updated ASC included a



           21     traffic impact analysis, updated surveys and reports,



           22     turbine and solar reductions, and updated commitments.



           23          The reduction in proposed turbines is to remove 13



           24     turbines from Turbine Option 1, for a total of 231



           25     turbines, and three turbines from Turbine Option 2, for
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            1     a total of 147 turbines.



            2          The solar reduction is to reduce energy generation



            3     at the eastern solar array from 300 megawatts to 100



            4     megawatts and a reduction in solar array footprint from



            5     6,570 acres to 5,447 acres.



            6          Staff have been very busy incorporating the



            7     updated post-adjudication ASC, which was required



            8     within 30 days after the conclusion of the hearings per



            9     Washington Administrative Code 463-60-116.



           10          EFSEC is currently updating the analysis of



           11     impacts for the final environmental impact statement,



           12     or final EIS, and incorporating the traffic impact



           13     analysis that was received with the post-adjudication



           14     ASC update.



           15          Final EIS tasks also include incorporating public



           16     comments, agency outreach, tribal coordination, and



           17     fine-tuning mitigation.



           18          Before I continue, are there any questions?



           19                        CHAIR DREW:  Any questions from



           20     Council members?



           21                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  All right.  This



           22     afternoon, we have Sean Greene available, who will be



           23     giving a presentation on the final EIS so that Council



           24     are familiar with the structure and changes as you



           25     approach your upcoming review.  Staff are anticipating
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            1     that the final EIS will be issued and available to the



            2     Council and the public October 31st of this year.



            3                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



            4          Mr. Greene.



            5                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Just watching my



            6     presentation spin for a minute here.



            7          Thank you, Chair Drew and Council.  My -- my name



            8     is Sean Greene.  I am the SEPA specialist and



            9     environmental planner for EFSEC.



           10          And as Ami mentioned, the purpose of this



           11     presentation is to update the Council on changes taken



           12     to the Horse Heaven EIS since the publication of the



           13     draft EIS and brief the Council on what changes that



           14     they should look for in their review of the upcoming



           15     final EIS that will be published -- that the target



           16     publication date is the end of the month.



           17          If you can go to the next slide.



           18          So upon publication of the draft EIS, we entered



           19     into a public comment period.  As required by



           20     Washington Administrative Code, the period was 30 days



           21     in length plus a additional 15-day extension period per



           22     request, so 45 days total.



           23          Upon the culmination of that period, that comment



           24     period, we had public hearings on February 1st of 2023,



           25     during which we had 74 speakers.  In combination
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            1     between written and verbal comments, we had



            2     approximately 2500 comments received.  1,217 of those



            3     were deemed substantive, and that -- in this case, non-



            4     substantive comments were those that generally



            5     expressed support or opposition for the project without



            6     specifically suggesting changes or questions, or



            7     comments that were otherwise irrelevant to the



            8     environmental review of the project.



            9          All comment responses, substantive or not, will



           10     receive a response as part of this process.  And



           11     revisions are integrated throughout the -- the final



           12     EIS from those comment responses.



           13          Next slide, please.



           14          Since the publication of the draft EIS, we've had



           15     a series of discussions with other agencies and



           16     governments in the process of developing the final EIS,



           17     the most prominent of which was the Yakama Nation, who



           18     we had begun monthly meetings with between Yakama



           19     Nation staff and EFSEC staff, following the expressed



           20     desire for more regular discussion between our staffs



           21     from Chairman Lewis of the Yakama Nation.



           22          As part of those discussions, the Yakama Nation



           23     have shared confidential wildlife and cultural data



           24     that has been incorporated into the FEIS.  All



           25     references within the publicly available FEIS have been
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            1     either referenced indirectly or redacted so as to



            2     protect the confidentiality of the data.  But the



            3     unredacted versions will be included with the FEIS



            4     under separate cover for the Council during the review.



            5          We also had a series of discussions with



            6     Washington State Department of Transportation during



            7     our coordination on the development of the traffic



            8     impact analysis and the review of the subsequently



            9     published analysis that the applicant provided.



           10          Next slide, please.



           11          There were a series of data collections taken



           12     since the draft EIS that had been incorporated into the



           13     FEIS, the first of which was the traffic impact



           14     analysis, which included project-generated trips,



           15     peak-hour traffic volumes, oversized truck haul routes,



           16     and traffic safety analyses.



           17          These were developed based on conversations with



           18     the County and Washington State Department of



           19     Transportation, and the process of incorporating



           20     that -- the data collected into the impact assessments



           21     within the transportation section of the FEIS is



           22     ongoing.



           23          Also, there were updated raptor nest surveys that



           24     were performed following the 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2022



           25     surveys that were intended to track the status of
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            1     previously identified nests and identify new nests



            2     within the area.



            3          And the third primary new source of data was the



            4     inclusion of three new key -- key observation points



            5     that came about as a result of public comments received



            6     following the draft EIS.  These -- and new visual



            7     simulations were created for these key -- these KOPs,



            8     these key observation points, and existing simulations



            9     were updated to re- -- to reduce the effect of hazing



           10     from atmospheric conditions that were -- that that



           11     hazing was included in the original versions of those



           12     simulations.



           13          These new KOPs were intended to address impacts to



           14     motorists, residents, and cultural resources, depending



           15     on the individual KOP.



           16          Next slide, please.



           17          So these next two slides are referencing project



           18     reductions that came about due to applicant commitments



           19     following the adjudication process.  This slide



           20     specifically is in reference to the Data Request 9



           21     response, which was, I think, more -- more commonly



           22     referred to as the Moon memo during the adjudication



           23     process for Council reference.



           24          A summary of the changes:



           25          That the reductions specifically were reducing the
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            1     east solar array from approximately 2,000 acres to just



            2     over 600 acres, for about a 1400-acre reduction.



            3          Shifting three turbines from Turbine Option 1 away



            4     from Webber and Sheep Canyons.



            5          Removing 13 prosed turbines from Turbine Option 1



            6     and three from Turbine Option 2.



            7          Removing duplicate transmission lines and



            8     substation infrastructure, which included the appro- --



            9     the conversion of approximately four miles of



           10     transmission lines to buried collector lines.  While



           11     that -- and that is a case where it is both a reduction



           12     and addition because it is reducing visual impacts, but



           13     there is an associated increase in temporary



           14     disturbance, which is being incorporated into the FEIS



           15     review.



           16          And, finally, a reduction of the east battery



           17     station to 100 megawatts from 150.  There is no



           18     associated reduction in footprint associated with this,



           19     however.



           20          Next slide, please.  Thank you.



           21          These -- this slide covers reductions that were



           22     proposed by the applicant following that Data Request 9



           23     response in Sep- -- this was a specific memo on



           24     September 26th.  It included a -- an additional nine



           25     proposed turbines to be removed from Turbine Option 1,
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            1     accounting for 22 total between the two reductions.



            2     And this -- this specific memo, this nine-turbine



            3     reduction, is referenced within the FEIS, but it is not



            4     included in our impact analysis due to time



            5     constraints, but it will be available to the Council



            6     for their consideration when reading through the FEIS



            7     and, assuming the project is approved, incorporation



            8     into these -- the site certification agreement.



            9          And the applicant noted that the turbines that



           10     were re- -- proposed for removal between Turbine



           11     Options 1 and 2 were due to concerns noted in public



           12     comments and adjudication and were intended to reduce



           13     impacts to several different resources.



           14          And as an example, that visual at the bottom of



           15     this page is a sim- -- a visual simulation provided by



           16     the applicant from a key observation point.  And the



           17     three closest turbines within that green rectangle are



           18     three of the 22 that are proposed for removal from the



           19     final project design.



           20          Next slide, please.



           21          And in -- in concert with the reductions that the



           22     applicant has proposed, since the draft EIS, they have



           23     proposed a number of additions to the project.  This --



           24     all additions were included within that Data Request 9



           25     response in August.  The first is the addition of an





                                                                        32

�







            1     off-site laydown yard north of the project.  That



            2     covers approximately 23 acres.  That is outside of the



            3     previously surveyed area.  This laydown yard would be



            4     specifically used for temporary laydown of turbine



            5     blades before installation.  And staff is currently



            6     developing additional mitigation and the necessary data



            7     collection for potential use of this laydown yard.



            8          In addition, there was the passage of House



            9     Bill 1173, which requires all current and future wind



           10     turbine projects within the state of Washington to



           11     request FAA approval for the use of an aircraft



           12     detection lighting system.  The applicant has gone



           13     through the planning process for how to incorporate



           14     this into the project and has come to the -- the point



           15     where they believe five radar sensor towers, an example



           16     of which can be seen in the bottom right of this page,



           17     will be needed to be installed across the project



           18     for -- for the implementation of the system.



           19          One of these five towers is outside of the



           20     previously surveyed area.  And altogether, they will



           21     require approximately 8,000 feet of new roads and



           22     10,000 feet of new electrical infrastructure.



           23          Next slide, please.



           24          And the final project additions that were



           25     incorporated into that Data Request 9 response were
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            1     the -- the upgrading and extension of the County Well



            2     Road transmission line.  Approximately four miles will



            3     be upgraded from 230 kilovolts to 500 kilovolts, and



            4     just over 1,000 feet of that new line and one new



            5     support structure will be located outside of the



            6     previously surveyed area.



            7          And that visual on the bottom right, the -- the



            8     top image is the existing conditions at that key



            9     observation point.  The bottom is the original visual



           10     simulation.  The towers in the blue rectangle, as part



           11     of this upgrade, will be more akin in size to the



           12     existing towers in the yellow rectangle, so they will



           13     be taller.



           14          And the final addition was that the west battery



           15     station will be upgraded from 150 megawatts to 200



           16     megawatts, which will increase the footprint of that



           17     from six acres to ten acres.



           18          Next slide, please.



           19          This image and a similar one for Turbine Option 2



           20     will be provided to the Council with the FEIS.  This is



           21     a visual representation of the reductions, or rather,



           22     the project changes that the -- the applicant has



           23     proposed.



           24          And just a few areas to note.  The green



           25     highlighted area in the bottom right is indicative of
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            1     the reduction.  That's that east solar field.



            2          The -- the green dots along the northern edge of



            3     the project are the turbines that are proposed for



            4     removal.  They are primarily associated with the



            5     ridgeline.



            6          And the green lines on the western part are the



            7     transmission lines that have been propo- -- that are no



            8     longer proposed as part of the project, whereas the



            9     blue one -- blue line is the newly proposed



           10     transmission line.



           11          And next slide, please.



           12          As for the structure of the FEIS, it is similar to



           13     the draft EIS, with the executive summary coming first,



           14     Chapter 1 indicating project background, which includes



           15     a SEPA review history and defines the purpose of need,



           16     both for the project for the applicant and the EIS for



           17     EFSEC.



           18          Chapter 2, which will cover the proposed action



           19     alternatives, which encompasses the project description



           20     and alternatives that were assessed as part of the EIS,



           21     including the no-action alternative.



           22          Chapter 3 is the affected environment, which



           23     covers pre-project conditions for the 14 SEPA



           24     environmental resources and socioeconomics and also



           25     represents the -- the no- -- the anticipated results of
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            1     the no- -- no-action alternative.



            2          Chapter 4 is impacts and mitigation measures,



            3     direct and indirect, from project actions.  Applicant-



            4     proposed avoidance and impact reduction commitments are



            5     included in this section as well as EFSEC staff-



            6     recommended mitigation.  And this section also includes



            7     the impact ratings for all -- all 15 resources that



            8     were assessed.



            9          Cumulative impacts.  Chapter 5 will cover impacts



           10     combined -- from the project alone, combined with other



           11     past, present, or reasonably foreseeable developments.



           12          And Chapter 10, which is new for this final EIS,



           13     is the summary of public comments received and



           14     responses on the draft EIS and will include



           15     consolidated responses to public comments received.



           16          Next slide, please.



           17          And I won't go through all of these, but this is a



           18     representative example of some of the changes that are



           19     in Chapter 3 of the final EIS as a result of public



           20     comments and are different from the draft EIS.



           21          A few to note, however, are that we have included



           22     viticultural areas and the wine industry as an affected



           23     resource under land use due to public comments.  And as



           24     we noted before, in "Visual," the addition of three key



           25     observation points with accompanying visual
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            1     simulations.  These were intended to address previously



            2     underrepresented or unrepresented viewshed concerns



            3     raised during the public comment period.



            4          And, finally, for "Transportation," we have the



            5     removal of State Route 221 from consideration as an



            6     oversize and overweight load route, as the applicant-



            7     supplied transportation impact assessment indicated



            8     that it was not intended to be used for such purpose.



            9     Should that change in the future, we would require



           10     additional data collection and potentially mitigation.



           11          Next slide, please.



           12          And, again, I won't read through all of these.



           13     This is not intended to be a comprehensive list of all



           14     the changes within Chapter 4.  There are substantial



           15     rewrites throughout.  But a few that are more pressing



           16     based on the degree of change or the relevancy to the



           17     number of public comments received.



           18          Under "Air," we included an air dispersion



           19     modeling analysis that was added for several emissions,



           20     which often includes the newly proposed use of an



           21     on-site concrete batch plant during construction, as at



           22     the applicant's request.



           23          Under "Vegetation," we added a new mitigation



           24     measure, Vegetation-9, that requires that the applicant



           25     regularly clear project fencing of any vegetative
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            1     growth, with the goal of both reducing the visual



            2     impact of the fencing and the risk of fire due to the



            3     fuel load that the vegetation -- that the vegetation



            4     could represent.



            5          Under "Wildlife," Species-5 mitigation has been



            6     expanded.  This specifically targets impacts to



            7     ferruginous hawk, the ferruginous hawk, and would



            8     disallow construction of project components within two



            9     miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests, except in



           10     cases where the applicant is able to demonstrate that



           11     the nest site and foraging habitat is no longer



           12     available and that the compensatory habitat would



           13     provide a net gain in ferruginous hawk habitat.



           14          For this mitigation, habitat deemed no longer



           15     available would include habitat that has been altered



           16     by landscape-scale development to the extent that the



           17     territory is no longer viable for that species.



           18          And the pre-construction technical advisory group



           19     and EFSEC are required to approve and concur with that



           20     determination of nonviability and would be required --



           21     that would be required for any encroachment on this



           22     two-mile buffer.  And additional mitigation would be



           23     developed as necessary if there is an encroachment on



           24     this historic nest that is no longer viable.



           25          And for "Historic & Cultural," there is one case
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            1     of the reduction of a determination of significance.



            2     For pre-contact archaeological isolates in the draft



            3     EIS, they were determined to be -- the impact was



            4     determined to be significant even after the imposition



            5     of applicant commitments and EFSEC mitigation.



            6          We have reduced that to a determination of



            7     nonsignificance based on the fact that the cultural



            8     resource avoidance plan would ensure that the two



            9     identified pre-contact isolates found on-site would not



           10     be impacted or affected by project actions.



           11          And, finally, "Visual."  We have the removal of



           12     the Visual-4 mitigation that was proposed in the draft



           13     EIS, which would have required color-treating solar



           14     collectors and support structure.  Based on our review,



           15     we believe that that tech- -- that technology is not



           16     practical at this moment.



           17          And we have included revisions to the Visual-5



           18     mitigation, which requires the installation of



           19     color-treated opaque fencing within half a mile of KOPs



           20     or residences and believe that to be sufficient to



           21     address the visual concerns associated with the -- the



           22     solar arrays.



           23          Next slide, please.



           24          So for the purpose of SEPA and this -- this EIS,



           25     we define "significant" as having a reasonable
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            1     likelihood of more than a moderate adverse impact on



            2     environmental quality or having a severe adverse impact



            3     on environmental quality, even if the chance is not



            4     considered great.



            5          And for the EIS, significance is determined after



            6     the assumed application of all relevant applicant



            7     commitments and EFSEC staff-recommended mitigation



            8     being imposed as part of the site certification



            9     agreement.



           10          After all of -- after this analysis and the



           11     imposition of those commitments and mitigation, we have



           12     determined that there are three SEPA environmental



           13     resources with identified significant impacts, those



           14     being visual aesthetics, recreation, and historic and



           15     cultural.



           16          Next slide, please.



           17          For visual, this significant impact is associated



           18     with the operation phase, specifically for the



           19     comprehensive project due to the -- due to the



           20     component of the wind turbines.  We have identified



           21     several visual mitigation outlined there that we



           22     believe will reduce this impact and especially in



           23     concert with the -- the turbine reductions that are



           24     proposed by the applicant since the draft EIS.



           25          But as -- as can be seen in more detail within our





                                                                        40

�







            1     Chapter 4 review of this resource, we believe that post



            2     mitigation and applicant commitments, the turbines



            3     would still dominate views from many key observation



            4     points, and the landscape will appear strongly altered.



            5     So we have recommended a -- a finding of significant



            6     unavoidable adverse impacts for this resource.



            7          Next slide, please.



            8          For recreation, we have identified significant



            9     unavoidable adverse impacts for the operation phase of



           10     the project on paragliding and hang-gliding safety.



           11     The area around the project is used for these



           12     activities even though it is not an officially



           13     designated use by any state agency.



           14          We have identified several different mitigation



           15     measures that we will recommend as to be incorporated



           16     within the SCA, as -- as outlined therein, primarily



           17     focused on coordinating with recreation groups and



           18     performing outreach on a safety management plan.  But



           19     we believe that the turbines and solar arrays would



           20     still limit recreation availability for paragliding and



           21     hang gliding throughout the project area and present a



           22     safety risk for those activities.



           23          Next slide, please.



           24          And the third resource where we believe that there



           25     are significant unavoidable adverse impacts is, for
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            1     historic and cultural, specifically for traditional



            2     cultural properties during the construction, operation,



            3     and decommissioning phases of the project.



            4          We have recommended mitigation in the form of



            5     ongoing engagement with affected tribes in an attempt



            6     to identify mitigation measures that they believe would



            7     be effective in reducing any -- the -- the anticipated



            8     impacts, but we believe that they will -- there --



            9     there is insufficient mitigation that we have been able



           10     to identify to reduce these impacts to a level of



           11     nonsignificance, and we believe that there will be



           12     significant impacts to traditional cultural properties



           13     due to ground disturbance, physical alteration, loss of



           14     access, and visual interference.



           15          And for this resource in particular, the Yakama



           16     Nation has provided a map of project components that



           17     show which components will be impacted by TCPs and



           18     identifies the number of TCPs that will be impacted by



           19     each turbine.  This map will not be included within the



           20     publicly available EIS due to confidentiality concerns



           21     but will be provided to the Council for the review



           22     packet.



           23          Next slide, please.



           24          And to reiterate what -- what Ami said at the



           25     start, we anticipate that the EIS will be issued by the
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            1     end of October and be available to the Council at that



            2     point.  We will be giving a second presentation at the



            3     November 29th Council meeting that will more



            4     specifically address Council actions and the next steps



            5     in the EFSEC process to follow Council review of the



            6     EIS.



            7          And Council members are encouraged to ask any



            8     questions that they have either now or at the November



            9     meeting, once they've had time to look at the EIS, and



           10     EFSEC staff will be available to answer any questions



           11     that they arrive at during their review of the EIS once



           12     it is available to them outside of Council's scheduled



           13     meetings.



           14          One final note is that the -- the November 29th



           15     meeting will include a -- several subject matter expert



           16     guests from other agencies as -- to be available for



           17     Council questions.  And they have requested that, if



           18     Council members identify questions that they have for



           19     those subject matter experts prior to that November



           20     29th meeting, they would appreciate EFSEC staff being



           21     available -- or being able to transmit those questions



           22     to them so they can more comprehensively answer --



           23     answer those questions.



           24          But at this point, I'm available to answer any



           25     questions that you have based on this presentation.
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            1                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you very much for



            2     a very comprehensive presentation.



            3          When you speak about the November 29th meeting,



            4     that is a special meeting -- is that not right? -- and



            5     not our usual November meeting, Ms. Hafkemeyer?



            6                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  That is correct.



            7     Staff will be noticing a special meeting on November



            8     29th specifically for the purposes of answering Council



            9     questions on their review of the final EIS and having



           10     the subject matter experts available.



           11          As Sean mentioned, we -- we have identified some



           12     subject matter experts that are already scheduled to be



           13     there, but if Council identify questions in their



           14     review and they have specific subject matter experts



           15     that they would like to get some more information from



           16     or ask questions of, that would be helpful for us to --



           17     to include those people.



           18                        CHAIR DREW:  And if I can just go



           19     over one more time what our next steps are.  Maybe



           20     Ms. Bumpus can work with me on this so that we make it



           21     clear for the public and for the Council members:  That



           22     we have deliberation on the adjudication, and that will



           23     result in an order of findings and conclusions on the



           24     information we gathered through the adjudicative



           25     process.
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            1          In the SEPA process, we have the -- the conclusion



            2     of the final environmental impact statement which goes



            3     through you, Ms. Bumpus, as the SEPA responsible



            4     official.



            5          What we do with this information as a Council is



            6     we take the information from this as well as the



            7     adjudication to form our recommendation to the



            8     governor.  Is that true?



            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  That's correct.



           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Does the Council have



           11     questions about that, or is that clear?  Okay.



           12          Are there questions from Council members at this



           13     point in time?  I know there's a lot to chew on, so...



           14          I would also say that you can also reach out to



           15     EFSEC staff -- Ms. Bumpus, Ms. Hafkemeyer, Mr. Greene



           16     primarily -- on the FEIS if you have questions you'd



           17     like to ask them to clarify.



           18                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Ms. Moon is also



           19     very knowledgeable about the project and is available



           20     for questions, just not this week.



           21                        CHAIR DREW:  Okay.  She does deserve



           22     a minute or two off.



           23          Sure.  Go ahead.  Mr. Levitt.



           24                        MR. LEVITT:  Yeah, I guess I just



           25     want to ask one question based on the presentation.  It
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            1     says, "Ongoing engagement with affected tribes to



            2     identify appropriate mitigation measures that could



            3     include the demarcation of culturally sensitive areas



            4     to be avoided..."



            5          That one's just interesting to me, 'cause it seems



            6     like we've heard from people that tribes would prefer



            7     the culturally sensitive areas not be easily



            8     identified.  So if you demarcate them, then other



            9     people can know where they are.



           10                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, that -- that's



           11     absolutely a good point.  That is why no geographic --



           12     geographical data that we have available for



           13     traditional cultural properties is being shared within



           14     the publicly available EIS.  That mitigation measure is



           15     intended to ensure that EFSEC, the applicant, and



           16     affected tribes continue coordination throughout the



           17     life of the project and prior to construction.



           18          If the identification of no-go zones is something



           19     that the tribes are interested in -- and which, as you



           20     point out, would necessarily involve the -- the



           21     disclosure of the location of those -- those cultural



           22     resources -- that is something that we want to be



           23     available for discussion.  I don't know if it is



           24     practicable, but we are retaining it there as an



           25     option.
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            1                        MR. LEVITT:  Okay.  Thank you.



            2                        MR. YOUNG:  Chair -- Chair Drew,



            3     this is Lenny Young.



            4          If I may, Sean, I've got three questions for you,



            5     one that pertains to the post-adjudication changes to



            6     the ASC and then two that per- -- pertain to the final



            7     EIS.



            8          As to the first:  Were there any post-



            9     adjudications to the ASC that expressly addressed



           10     traditional cultural property concerns raised by the



           11     Yakama Nation?



           12                        MR. GREENE:  There was nothing



           13     specifically that addressed those concerns.  I would



           14     note that the reductions that were proposed in the



           15     project layout, one of the resources that was discussed



           16     as potentially benefitting from those reductions was



           17     cultural and historic resources.  To this point, I -- I



           18     don't believe that the applicant has been made aware of



           19     the exact geographical location of TCPs of concern.



           20                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  And so was there



           21     any specific correlation between any of the



           22     post-adjudication changes and areas in which concern



           23     about TCPs had been expressed?



           24                        MR. GREENE:  I -- I can say that TCP



           25     concerns cover the -- almost the entirety of the
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            1     project area.  So I don't want to give out any



            2     geographical information.  But any reduction that was



            3     proposed by the applicant would, to some degree or



            4     another, benefit or reduce TCP impacts.



            5                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thanks.



            6          And then I'm going to defer to Shona Voelckers,



            7     and then I'll -- I'll return with my next two



            8     questions.



            9                        CHAIR DREW:  We're taking questions



           10     only from Council members.



           11                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Then -- then I'll



           12     proceed.



           13          The next two questions I have are more related to



           14     the FEIS.



           15          In the cumulative impacts assessment, one of the



           16     lines of testimony that the Council heard during the



           17     adjudicative proceedings was around landscape-level



           18     impacts to the way that air flows, velocities and air



           19     flow patterns.



           20          Was any of this taken into account in the final



           21     EIS in the terms of cumulative impacts and how



           22     development of one particular area could impact the



           23     quality and the availability of air and wind in other



           24     parts of the landscape?



           25                        MR. GREENE:  I don't know that it
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            1     has at this point.  I know that we are still developing



            2     Chapter 5, which is a cumulative impacts chapter, so we



            3     can look at incorporating that if it is not already in.



            4                        MR. YOUNG:  Great.  Thank you.



            5          And then my -- my last question is:  In terms of



            6     the -- the new aspect of the analysis around impacts to



            7     the wine industry, I wanted to see whether impacts to



            8     the wine industry in terms of the growing and the



            9     production and manufacturing of wine, were those



           10     distinguished from impacts to the wine tourism



           11     industry?  Because it strikes me that perhaps impacts



           12     might be slightly different between or somewhat



           13     different between those two -- two specific areas, wine



           14     production versus wine tourism.



           15                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, you're -- you are



           16     correct.  The agricultural lands that are targeted for



           17     this project do not, to my knowledge, include any



           18     active vineyards.  The new analysis that was included



           19     within the FEIS was really more focused on the



           20     ecotourism industry and the -- and the socioeconomic



           21     impacts associated with that.



           22                        MR. YOUNG:  Great.  I think that



           23     might be significant in terms of whether -- whether we



           24     consider it more in the realm of socioeconomic impacts



           25     versus impacts to the practice of agriculture.
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            1          And thank you for your responses.  I'm done.



            2                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there additional



            3     questions from Council members?



            4                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Yeah.  Chair Drew,



            5     this is Mike Livingston.



            6                        CHAIR DREW:  Go ahead.



            7                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  I have a question



            8     for Sean Greene.



            9          With the two-mile buffer that's being instituted



           10     around ferruginous hawk nests, do you -- do you have a



           11     number for me as to how many would be -- that would be



           12     applied to?



           13                        CHAIR DREW:  How many turbines?  Is



           14     that your question, Mr. Livingston?  No.



           15                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  No.



           16                        CHAIR DREW:  How many --



           17                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  The -- how many --



           18     how many nest sites.



           19                        CHAIR DREW:  Okay.



           20                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Or territories.



           21     What -- I -- what is the metric first?  I guess that's



           22     clarification.  Is it territories, or is it nest sites?



           23     And then how many?  Thank you.



           24                        MR. GREENE:  Sure.  So a lot of this



           25     is outlined in our Chapter 3 and 4 discussion of
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            1     wildlife.  But we have used historical docu- --



            2     historically documented ferruginous hawk nests as the



            3     baseline in addition to those nests that were



            4     identified during the, at this point, I believe five



            5     years of surveys performed by the applicant.  We have



            6     also included his- -- historic nesting habitat.



            7          And any -- any -- any location where a nest has



            8     been documented at any point is considered -- is what



            9     we are considering a potentially active ferruginous



           10     hawk nest.  So every historically documented nest is



           11     given that two-mile buffer, which then leads to that --



           12     that discussion of, if we can come to a understanding



           13     that the habitat in the area is no longer viable and



           14     that nest is no longer present, then there could



           15     potentially be project actions within that buffer with



           16     additional mitigation.  But any -- any place where we



           17     have ever identified a nest is considered as part of



           18     that mitigation.



           19                        MR. LIVINGSTON:  Thank you.



           20                        MR. GREENE:  Oh.  And I'm sorry.  I



           21     think you asked for a number.  I -- I don't have the



           22     exact number.  I think it's around 60, but somewhere



           23     around there.



           24                        CHAIR DREW:  And we will have that



           25     information at the end of the month and then the





                                                                        51

�







            1     opportunity to also go into more depth with agency



            2     experts during the 29th meeting as well.



            3          So thank you, Council members, for your very good



            4     questions.



            5          And at this point in time, we will be moving on



            6     to -- and thank you, Sean, for your excellent



            7     presentation.



            8          And we will be moving on, then, to the Badger



            9     Mountain project update.  Ms. Snarski.



           10                        MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Thank you, Chair



           11     Drew.  And good afternoon, Council members.  For the



           12     record, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist



           13     for Badger Mountain Solar.



           14          Progress continues to be made on the development



           15     of the draft environmental impact statement for the



           16     proposed Badger Mountain Solar project.  At the



           17     previous Council meeting, staff identified that we



           18     would be conducting additional cultural resource survey



           19     work, and we are working with our consultant, WSP, to



           20     prepare for this activity.



           21          EFSEC and WSP have finalized a contract for the



           22     additional survey, and it appears they may be able to



           23     complete the work before the snow is on the ground.  We



           24     anticipate the findings of the survey will be



           25     incorporated into the draft environmental impact
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            1     statement.



            2          That's it.  And do you have any questions?



            3                        CHAIR DREW:  No.  But I'm happy to



            4     hear that, and we'll keep our fingers crossed that we



            5     can do that.  Thank you, Ms. Snarski.



            6                        MS. SNARSKI:  Yeah.  Yeah.



            7                        CHAIR DREW:  Okay.  We are now



            8     moving on to the Wautoma Solar project.  Mr. Caputo.



            9                        MR. CAPUTO:  Thank you, Chair Drew



           10     and Council members.  The applicants for the Wautoma



           11     Solar energy project recently sub- -- I'm sorry? --



           12     recently submitted the final supplemental cultural



           13     resource survey requested by EFSEC and the Department



           14     of Archaeology and Historic Preservation.  We are



           15     presently reviewing the report for compliance in



           16     coordination with DAHP and the Yakama Nation cultural



           17     staff.  After we have concurrence from DAHP, we will



           18     prepare a SEPA threshold determination.



           19          May I answer any questions?



           20                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there any questions



           21     about the project update?



           22                        MR. CAPUTO:  And I do have one more



           23     statement.



           24                        CHAIR DREW:  From the -- for the



           25     extension request.
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            1                        MR. CAPUTO:  Yes.



            2          In your information packets, you'll find a request



            3     by the applicants for an extension of their application



            4     till June 28th, 2024.  Staff have coordinated with the



            5     applicant on the timeline.  We did not receive any



            6     public comments on the extension.  Therefore, staff



            7     recommends the Council approve the applicant's request.



            8          Thank you.



            9                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           10          Are there any questions from Council members about



           11     the extension request?  You see that in front of you



           12     and received it in the information for the meeting.  An



           13     extension request until -- now I'm not finding it --



           14     June 28th, 2024.  Thank you.  Okay.  First sentence



           15     there.



           16          So any questions for Mr. Caputo on that, or any



           17     comments from Council members?



           18          Okay.  Is there a motion to approve the extension



           19     request for the Wautoma Solar application to June 28th,



           20     2024?



           21                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.



           22                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           23          Second?



           24                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.



           25     Second.
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            1                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



            2          Is there any discussion?



            3          All those in favor, please say "aye."



            4                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



            5                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?



            6          Motion is adopted.  Thank you.



            7          We are now moving on to the Hop Hill Solar Project



            8     update.  Mr. Barnes.



            9                        MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Drew



           10     and Council members.  For the record, this is John



           11     Barnes, EFSEC staff, for the Hop Hill application



           12     update for September.



           13          We are continuing to coordinate and review the



           14     application with our contract and contracted agencies



           15     and tribal governments.  We are anticipating receiving



           16     supplemental information in the coming weeks.



           17          A land-use consistency legal advice memo has been



           18     drafted by our assistant attorney general and has been



           19     provided for you in the October Council packet.  At



           20     this time, we would like to request the Council to



           21     direct the staff to prepare an order of inconsistency



           22     with which the Council would then review and vote on at



           23     the November meeting.



           24          Are there any questions?



           25                        CHAIR DREW:  Are there any questions
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            1     for Mr. Barnes?



            2          You-all did receive the legal advice memo.  And



            3     the motion would be to direct the staff to draft an



            4     order determining the land use to be inconsistent and



            5     setting the matter for adjudication.



            6          Are there any questions either for Mr. Barnes or



            7     for our AAG?



            8          Okay.  Hearing none.



            9          Is there a motion to direct the staff to draft an



           10     order determining land use to be inconsistent and



           11     setting the matter for adjudication?



           12                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster.  So



           13     moved.



           14                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           15                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  Second.



           16                        CHAIR DREW:  Thanks.



           17          Discussion?



           18          All those in favor, say "aye."



           19                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           20                        CHAIR DREW:  Opposed?



           21          Motion carries.



           22          Carriger Solar update.  Ms. Snarski.



           23                        MS. SNARSKI:  Hello again.  Thank



           24     you, Chair Drew and Council members.  For the record,



           25     this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for
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            1     Carriger Solar.



            2          EFSEC staff continue to work with the Carriger



            3     Solar applicant to address anticipated visual impacts



            4     to the proposed project.  In accordance with



            5     RCW 80.50.090, Sub 3, Sub a, the applicant is allowed



            6     to provide clarification to make changes to the



            7     proposal to mitigate the anticipated environmental



            8     impacts.



            9          We are currently in the process of evaluating the



           10     needs for supplemental visual simulations to help us



           11     better understand the potential impacts.  These new



           12     simulations will lead to further potential mitigation



           13     discussions and will result in a formal written



           14     response to our initial SEPA determination of



           15     significance by the applicant.



           16          I can answer any questions.



           17                        CHAIR DREW:  Yes.  If you could, the



           18     visual simulations, are they being conducted by the



           19     applicant?



           20                        MS. SNARSKI:  Correct.  Well,



           21     their -- their consultant.  But, yes, we are working --



           22                        CHAIR DREW:  Their consultant.



           23                        MS. SNARSKI:  Correct.  Yeah.



           24                        CHAIR DREW:  And then we --



           25                        MS. SNARSKI:  But we work --
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            1                        CHAIR DREW:  -- reviewed -- right.



            2     And then reviewed by our staff.  Okay.



            3                        MS. SNARSKI:  Correct.  Yes.



            4                        CHAIR DREW:  And our consultants as



            5     well.



            6                        MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.



            7                        CHAIR DREW:  And -- thank you.  Just



            8     to clarify that I heard that correctly.



            9          Any other questions from Council members?



           10          Okay.  Thank you for your report.



           11          We'll move on to the second-quarter cost



           12     allocation.  Ms. Bumpus.



           13                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you.  Good



           14     afternoon, Chair Drew and Council members.



           15          As we do at the beginning of each quarter, I have



           16     the second-quarter cost allocations to report to the



           17     Council.  So I'll just go through and read off these



           18     percentages.



           19          For Kittitas Valley:  We have 4 percent.



           20          Wild Horse:  4 percent.



           21          Columbia Generating Station:  20 percent.



           22          Columbia Solar:  4 percent.



           23          WNP-1:  2 percent.



           24          Whistling Ridge:  3 percent.



           25          Grays Harbor 1 and 2:  6 percent.





                                                                        58

�







            1          Chehalis:  6 percent.



            2          Desert Claim:  4 percent.



            3          Goose Prairie Solar:  4 percent.



            4          Horse Heaven Wind Farm:  15 percent.



            5          Badger Mountain:  6 percent.



            6          Cypress Creek Renewables:  4 percent.



            7          Wautoma:  6 percent.



            8          Hop Hill:  6 percent.



            9          And Carriger:  Also 6 percent.



           10                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           11                        MS. BUMPUS:  And that concludes the



           12     update on the cost allocation.



           13                        CHAIR DREW:  Thank you.



           14          And with that, our agenda is concluded.  Thank



           15     you, all, for your participation.



           16          The meeting is adjourned.



           17                               (Meeting adjourned at



           18                                2:37 p.m.)



           19



           20
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           23
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           25
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