POTENTIAL ACTION ITEM
Washington State
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council

AGENDA

MONTHLY MEETING HYBRID MEETING
Wednesday June 25, 2025 Click here to join the meeting
1:30 PM Conference number: 564-999-2000 ID: 141231937#
1. Call to Order Kurt Beckett, EFSEC Chair
2. Roll Call Adrienne Barker, EFSEC Staff
3. Proposed Agenda Kurt Beckett, EFSEC Chair
4. Minutes Meeting Minutes Kurt Beckett, EFSEC Chair

e May 5, 2025 Carriger Solar Special Meeting Minutes
e May 21, 2025 Monthly Meeting Minutes

5. Projects a. Kittitas Valley Wind Project
e  Operational Updates Jarred Caseday, EDP Renewables
b. Wild Horse Wind Power Project
e  Operational Updates Jennifer Galbraith, Puget Sound Energy

c. Chehalis Generation Facility
e  Operational Updates Jeremy Smith, Chehalis Generation

d. Grays Harbor Energy Center

e  Operational Updates Chris Sherin, Grays Harbor Energy
e. Columbia Solar

e  Operational Updates Elizabeth Drachenberg, Greenbacker Capital
f. Columbia Generating Station

e  Operational Updates .Josh LaPorte, Energy Northwest
g. WNP-1/4

e Non-Operational Updates .Josh LaPorte, Energy Northwest

h. Goose Prairie Solar

e  Operational Updates Nelson Jia, Brookfield Renewable

i. Ostrea Solar

e Project Updates Jon Voltz, Cypress Creek Renewables

j- Carriger Solar
e  Project Updates Joanne Snarski, EFSEC Staff
e Recommendation to Governor. Kurt Beckett, EFSEC Chair

The Council may take FINAL ACTION on the Carriger recommendation to the governor.
k. Horse Heaven Wind Farm

e  Project Updates Amy Moon, EFSEC Staff
I. Hop Hill Solar

e  Project Updates .John Barnes, EFSEC Staff
m. Wallula Gap

e  Project Updates .John Barnes, EFSEC Staff
n. Goldeneye BESS

e  Project Updates .Joanne Snarski, EFSEC Staff
0. Transmission PEIS

e Project Updates Sean Greene, EFSEC Staff

Notes: The following projects are not on the agenda due to lack of project activity: Badger Mountain Solar, Wautoma Solar, and High Top Solar.

"FINAL ACTION" means a collective positive or negative decision, or an actual vote by a majority of the members of a governing body when sitting as a body or
entity, upon a motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance. RCW 42.30.020
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POTENTIAL ACTION ITEM

p. Desert Claim
e SCA Termination Request Amy Moon, EFSEC Staff
The Council may take FINAL ACTION on the Desert Claim SCA termination.

6. Other
e  Council Delegation of Authority to EFSEC Director. . <o S0NI@ Bumpus, EFSEC Staff
The Council may take FINAL ACTION on delegating authority to the EFSEC Director
o Website Update........ .....Dave Walker, EFSEC Staff
7. Adjourn . Kurt Beckett, EFSEC Chair

Notes: The following projects are not on the agenda due to lack of project activity: Badger Mountain Solar, Wautoma Solar, and High Top Solar.

"FINAL ACTION" means a collective positive or negative decision, or an actual vote by a majority of the members of a governing body when sitting as a body or
entity, upon a motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance. RCW 42.30.020
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APPEARANCES

STATE AGENCY MEMBERS:
Kurt Beckett, Chair
El i zabet h Gsborne, Departnent of Commerce
Eli Levitt, Departnent of Ecol ogy
Nat e Panplin, Departnment of Fish and Wldlife
Lenny Young, Departnent of Natural Resources

St acey Brewster,
Uilities & Transportati on Comm ssi on

LOCAL GOVERNVMENT AND OPTI ONAL STATE AGENCI ES:
Carriger Sol ar:
Matt Chiles, Klickitat County

ASSI STANT ATTORNEY GENERAL:

Jon Thonpson

COUNCI L STAFF:

Soni a Bunpus Andrea Grant ham
Am Haf keneyer Al ex Shil ey
Joanne Snar ski Kar| Hol appa
Joan Ownens Sean G eene

COUNSEL FOR THE ENVI RONMENT:

Sar ah Reynevel d
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APPEARANCES ( Cont i nui ng)

I N ATTENDANCE:

John Hanks
Cypress Creek Renewabl es

PUBLI C COMVENTS PROVI DED BY:
Matt Chil es
Del ner El dred
Candy Magnusson
El ai ne Harvey
Dave Barta
G eg WAagner
Dave Thi es
Ken McKune
Gene Cal | an
Todd Andr ews
VWArren Dazey
Luke Thr oop

Virginia Fitzpatrick
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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat on Monday,
May 5, 2025, at Col dendal e Grange, 228 East Darl and
Drive, ol dendal e, Washington, at 5:30 p.m, the
foll ow ng Special Meeting of the Washington State

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held, to

Wi t:
<LK >>>>>>
CHAI R BECKETT: Good afternoon. My
nane's Kurt Beckett. |[|'mthe chair of the Energy
Facility Site Evaluation Council. I'mcalling this

special neeting to order.

And let ne first begin by thanking our comrunity
nenbers who are here. And, please, for those who are
still joining us this evening, conme on in. And
agendas are in the back. | think nost fol ks have had
a chance to pick one of those up. But if you wish to
have an agenda, they are available in hard copy in
t he back.

This is a hybrid neeting, so we do have a nunber
of potential participants online as well as a couple
of our Council nmenbers. So thanks for all the
Counci |l nenbers as well as the public using the

m cr ophones clearly when you do, and I'll try to | ead

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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by exanple in that regard.

| wanted to, beyond, again, thanking the
communi ty, including those who have hel ped nake sure
that we were able to host this inportant conversation
tonight -- appreciate being here; it's good to be here
again, | wll say -- and | was going to further explain
just briefly the neeting agenda which will be adopted
by the Council here shortly, but just to kind of
expl ain what we're here to do.

And so, first, a two-part agenda. W have the
speci al Council neeting here at 5:30. And EFSEC, as
far as the "what," is holding a special Council neeting
to take up the request from Cypress Creek Renewables to
grant expedited processing of the application. That's
under WAC 80.50.05 for the authority that is associ ated
with this potential action.

Expedi ted processing neans that instead of a
formal trial-type adjudicative hearing, at which expert
testinony and exhibits nmay be presented, subject to
cross-exam nation by attorneys for parties supporting
and opposing the project, the Council instead holds a
| ess-formal public comment hearing to help it devel op
its final recormendation to the governor. And staff
will be further explaining both the tinme franme from

where this started to where we are tonight to a general

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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forecast of where we go fromhere in the staff
presentation shortly.

Upon the Council's discussion and potential action
here tonight, if -- if that expedited processing is
granted, then we would nove into the public conmment
heari ng, which would then essentially allow public
comrent on where the Council goes fromhere and the
staff additional processing.

So that's, in general, what we're planning for.
Thanks for putting up with ne on ny newfirst tine at a
field neeting like this as the chair. And | will check

with staff just to make sure | haven't m ssed anything

in the initial overview of -- of tonight.
Ckay. And, again, just for -- to consider for
your comments, |I'll repeat sone of this shortly, but

just in case you need to think about it, coments can
be left with staff in the box in the back. You are

wel cone, of course, if you've signed up, to nake verbal
testinony here tonight. You can certainly e-mail EFSEC
at the various e-mail addresses noted both online and
here in the room |If you wwsh to send us a comment to
suppl enent any verbal comments tonight or if you think
of somet hing tonorrow norning or the next day, you can
e-mail us, and certainly we'll make sure your -- your

input is considered as part of the Council review going

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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f orwar d
So, with that, et ne then nove to asking our
clerk to call the roll.
M5. GRANTHAM  Thank you, Chair
Beckett. For the record, this is Andrea G ant ham
Starting wth Departnent of Commerce.
Depart nent of Ecol ogy.
MR LEVITT: Eli Levitt, present.
M5. GRANTHAM  Departnent of Fish
and Wldlife.
MR, PAMPLIN:  Nat han Panpl i n,
present .
M5. GRANTHAM  Departnent of Natural
Resour ces.
MR. YOUNG Lenny Young, present.
M5. GRANTHAM Uilities and
Transportati on Comm ssi on.

MS. BREWSTER  Stacey Brewster,

present .

M5. GRANTHAM  For Klickitat County,
Matt Chil es.

MR CH LES: WMatt Chiles, present.

M5. GRANTHAM  Assi stant attorney
gener al s.

Jon Thonpson

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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MR, THOWPSON. Jon Thonpson,
present .
M5. GRANTHAM  Zack Packer.
And Talia Thuet.
For Council staff, | wll call Sonia Bunpus.
M5. BUMPUS. Soni a Bunpus, present.
M5. GRANTHAM  Am Haf keneyer .
M5. HAFKEMEYER: Am  Haf keneyer,

present .

M5. GRANTHAM  Joanne Snarski .

MS. SNARSKI: Joanne Snar ski,
present .

M5. GRANTHAM  Joan Owens is here as
well, as well as Alex Shiley and Karl Hol appa.

And then do we have anyone present for the counsel
for the environnment?
M5. REYNEVELD: Yes. Sarah
Reynevel d is present virtually.
M5. GRANTHAM  Thank you.
Chair, there is a quorum
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
Council, the -- Council has the agenda before you.
|'"d like to entertain a notion to adopt the agenda.
MR. YOUNG Lenny Young. So noved.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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|s there a second?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Second.
CHAI R BECKETT: Mdtion to adopt the
agenda has been made and seconded.

Al in favor, signify by saying "aye."

MULTI PLE SPEAKERS: Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: Qpposed?
UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: Abstain?

Ckay. The agenda is adopt ed.

And we w Il nove into our staff presentation
first. And | believe we have sone additional
I nformation from Cypress Creek Renewabl es, who w ||
follow staff and -- in general, staff and Cypress Creek
are here to answer Council questions as we get into the
di scussi on shortly.

So wwth that, Director Bunpus, I'Il direct it to
you first.

M5. BUWPUS. Thank you, Chair
Beckett. And good afternoon, Council nenbers.

We have Joanne Snarski, our siting specialist
assigned for this project, who's going to do a staff
presentation. W' |l discuss the SEPA i nformation and
the comments that we received on the draft MNDNS.

CHAI R BECKETT: And friendly

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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rem nder to nyself but also staff: Best we can on

acronyns as we go, especially since this will be a
verbal neeting. "MDNS" is, again, "mtigated
determ nati on of nonsignificance." So you'll hear that

acronyma |lot tonight. So "mtigated determ nation of
nonsi gni ficance." That's a termunder SEPA, the State
Envi ronmental Policy Act. Thank you.

M5. SNARSKI: Okay. Good eveni ng.
Again, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist
for Carriger Solar.

Oh.  Yeah. Let's get there.

Ckay. Tonight | would like to review with you the
application activities that have led to this neeting.
The purpose is to bring you -- bring you Cypress Creek
Renewabl es' request for expedited processing of their
appl i cation.

| got too many buttons here.

So under RCW 80.50.075, it identifies two criteria
for an applicant to neet to be granted approval for
expedi ted processing of their application.

The first is the applicant's pro- -- is the
applicant's project nust be found to be consistent and
in conpliance with city, county, or regional |and-use
pl ans or zoni ng ordinances at the tine of the

applicati on.

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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Second, the inpacts to the environnent fromthe
proposed facility are found to be not significant or
will be mtigated to nonsignificant |evel.

Carriger formally submtted their application to
EFSEC on February 10th, 2023. W held the public
information neeting in April that year at this sane
facility. The followng nonth, in May, we held a
virtual | and-use consistency hearing and took witten
comrents and testinony on that topic.

On Septenber 25th, 2023, EFSEC published
Order 889, confirmng the project was consistent with
| and-use requirenents and neets the first requirenent
for granting an expedited processing of the
appl i cation.

Wth regards to the second criteria towards
approval of expedited processing, during the fornmal
SEPA process, EFSEC issued a letter to Cypress Creek
Renewabl es on August 8th, 2023, notifying themthat our
eval uation found that -- that identified project
i npacts to visual and cultural resources were likely to
be significant. SEPA rules allow the applicant to work
with the | ead agency to nmake further changes or
mtigation that reduce inpacts down to the |evel of
nonsi gni fi cance.

Bet ween August 2023 and July 2024, we worked

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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extensively with Cypress Creek Renewabl es, and they
were able to accommopdate further setbacks fromthe
roadways on both SR 142 and Kni ght Road.

In md 2023, the Yakama Nation made it known --
made it known that the project would have inpacts to
traditional cultural properties in the area. EFSEC
entered into an interagency agreenent with themto
allow themtine to study and identify those inpacts.

To that end, on COctober 28th, 2024, they provided
EFSEC with the final traditional and cultural resources
report. As it was and it wll remain confidential, the
Yakanma Nation were able to provide a summary letter
that we were able to subsequently share with Cypress
Creek Renewabl es.

Based on the information in that letter, Cypress
Creek Renewabl es proposed mtigation neasures for the
Yakama's consideration. Follow ng further discussions
with both the tribe and Cypress Creek Renewabl es, EFSEC
approved, with nodifications, mtigation neasures to
traditional and cultural properties on March 12t h,

2025.

To finalize the formal SEPA process, on April 7th,
2025, EFSEC published the notice for a mtigated
determ nati on of nonsignificance for a 14-day public

comment period. Followng -- follow ng review of all

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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the comments, it was determ ned that the proposed
mtigation in the notice net the requirenents for
reducing all inpacts down to a | evel of
nonsi gni fi cance. Wth the determ nation of |and-use
consi stency and a final MDNS, the Carriger project
neets the requirenents for expedited processing.

In preparation for this neeting, EFSEC posted a
draft order for public comment between April 29th and
May 1st, 2025. W received eight coments. Seven of
the comments were directed at either opposition or in
support of the project. Coments fromthe Yakana
Nation requested the Council decline the request for
expedi ted processing and instead allow for a fornal
adj udi cati ve process.

Next steps start with tonight. Were we are now
Is determ nation of expedited process. To follow,
dependi ng on the outcone, will be the public comrent
nmeeting. During our next Council neeting, schedul ed
for May 21st, the Council deliberations action as
desired, and the sane wth the June neeting, June 18th,
2025.

| think one thing | left off of this slide was
actually tonmorrow, May 6, we will be having a on-site
visit for the Council nenbers to show themthe specific

areas that we're speaking of for this facility.

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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And that's it.

CHAI R BECKETT: Were there any other
verbal coments, Director Bunpus, before we nove to
Cypress Creek, if that's the next step?

M5. BUWPUS: Thank you, Chair
Becket t.

The only coment |'d make -- and | think this
was -- nmay have been noted in the presentation -- is
that we are working with the Yakama Nation to schedul e
a di scussion and potentially consultation wth our
chair. Those discussions are under way. But to ny
know edge, we do not yet have a neeting with the Yakama
schedul ed yet. So that's sonething that is what we
anticipate in -- being included in the steps ahead.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very good.

Joanne, if you could help ne, then, introduce our
guests from Cypress Creek and how t his next
presentation will go.

M5. SNARSKI : Yeah. John Hanks wth
Cypress Creek Renewables, he will be presenting a
short -- a short overview of sone of the changes that
have occurred over the | ast couple of years from where
we started to where we've landed. | think it's very
brief.

And |'"msorry. | don't renenber your title, John.

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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Director of devel opnent.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very good.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Thank you.

CHAIR BECKETT: And |I'msorry. |If
you coul d reintroduce yourself to the --

MR HANKS: Sure.

CHAI R BECKETT: -- the group that's
also in the room we'd appreciate that.

MR. HANKS: Yeah. John Hanks,
Cypress Creek Renewabl es, director of devel opnent. And
apol ogize if I'mnot facing everybody, but --

CHAI R BECKETT: It's okay.

MR HANKS: -- I'Il have to face
this direction of the m crophone.

VWhat's that? Al right. W'Il|l keep it short and
sweet .

We had a | onger presentation at the |and-use
nmeeting two years ago. And so we'll do a two-slides
qui ck refresher of what we shared in that presentation
and then another slide of the changes that we've nade
in the two years since.

So this first slide you can see is an overl ay of
our project area with the zoning code at the tine of
our project application. The -- the purple areas you

can see here, those are areas of Carriger Solar. And

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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then the yell ow and green, those are the -- the zoning
at the tine.

And as you can see, the red hatched area, that's
the energy overlay zone. And we tried to keep as much
of the project in that energy overlay zone as we coul d.

You'll see that there -- there is sone project
that's north of there. And that -- the reason for it
IS the Knight substation, the BPA substation is north
of there, and that's where we are connecting to the --
the grid.

So everything down in the hatched area was al |l owed
per zoning at the tinme of the application. Everything
in the north was allowed by -- by CUP

And this is clearly way too snmall to read, but

we'll go over the -- the high level. The maxi num
proj ect extent, that's the nmaxi numarea that our -- our
project is -- is contained wwthin. W tried to design

it in a way that avoided environnental inpacts, so we
are minimzing any inpacts to wetlands and ot her
sensitive habitats.
Housi ng and residential, where we have the m ni num
of 500-foot setbacks for any residences to the project.
And, you know, econony. It's over 300 jobs,
construction jobs at the peak of construction. And

sonme operational jobs followng the -- the delivery.

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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There's also a significant tax base as a result of
the project for the County.

Next slide, please.

Since then, we've worked with EFSEC and others to
produce sone changes to the project. The first one is
I ncreased setbacks. So we've increased the setbacks at
Kni ght Road a m ninum of a hundred feet to the fence,
120 feet to the panels. W also increased the setbacks
fromthe DNR property, the State-owned | ands that are
south of the Knight substation.

We've revised the fence design. Oiginally we had
a cyclone fence, a chain-link fence with barbed wire on
top. So we've changed that design so it's now a wel ded
wire gane fence to better blend in with the
sur roundi ngs.

You know, additional wetland considerations. In
2024, the Departnent of Ecol ogy cane out and did
additional fieldwork to -- to | ocate additional vernal
pools and wetland. So we stayed within our maxi num
proj ect extent but were able to relocate sone of the --
the solar panels to avoid the additional wetlands that
wer e di scovered.

And then noise nonitoring. |If you go through the
MODNS from-- from EFSEC, you'll see that there are

requirements for -- for noise nonitoring to make sure

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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that we're staying wwthin the -- the noise ordi nance
and code.

We al so worked with the Departnment of Agriculture
to review our project and talk wwth the farners and
ranchers in the area that are participating. And as a
result of that, we canme up with sone soil testing
regi men by which we'll test the soil during the project
and pass those results on to Departnment of Agriculture.

And then, finally, the MODNS. W don't have tine
to go through everything in the MONS. But if you read
through it, you'll see that there's an additional |ist
of mtigation neasures that have been included for the
proj ect.

That's it. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
M. Hanks.

| believe that concludes the fornmal presentation,
unl ess there was anything further, Am or Sonia. Let
me check with you, and otherwise, | believe there's
probably questions fromthe Council and di scussion that
we would junp into next.

But anything further fromstaff first?

M5. BUMPUS: No, Chair Beckett.
think we'll see what questions Council has.

CHAI R BECKETT: Okay. Well, let ne
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turn this to nmy colleagues to see if there are
comrents, questions. Al are welcone. So we'll take
in order of the table or whoever's got their hand up.

M5. BREWSTER: Lenny Young has his
hand - -

CHAI R BECKETT: Yeah. Thank you.

M. Young, | believe. Council Brewster flagging

it. You are up.

MR. YOUNG Thank you, Chair
Becket t.

| wll be voting "no" on expedited processing.
|"mciting to the letter from Yakama Nation that the
Council received on May 1st, a few days ago, and to the
particular statenent in that letter, that w thout an
adj udi cation, Yakama Nation has no direct or
confidential avenue to conmunicate the project's
negative inpacts on our nenbership nor to propose
appropri ate avoi dance or mtigation neasures for your
consi der ati on.

And | think it's very inportant that Yakanma Nation
has this opportunity, so |l will be voting "no."

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,

M. Young.

M. Chiles seens to be ready.

MR CH LES: Yes, Chair Beckett.
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Thank you.

| al so have a question about the Yakama Nati on.
"' m not sure who would be able to address it.

But it seened that the Yakama's concerns were
addressed and now they are not addressed. So it --
what is the true situation? And what concerns were
addressed, and why are they conplaining with, | assune,
justifiable conplaints that there are still concerns
that need to be addressed? Can soneone speak nore to
t hat ?

MR. GREENE: | can speak to that.
For the record, this is Sean G eene. |'ma SEPA
specialist for EFSEC attending virtually.

The -- in our discussions with the Yakama Nati on,
they had identified several different inpact types
associated with traditional cultural properties in the
regi on where the project is to be located. These
I ncl uded things such as visual inpacts to TCPs,
traditional cultural properties, fromthe project's
devel opnent as well as loss of quality of experience by
tribal nenbers who woul d be accessing these TCPs to
continue traditional cultural practices and | oss of
sense of place and cultural attachnments to the areas.

We had several discussions with the Yakama Nati on

totry to identify mtigation neasures that could be
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applied to the project that woul d address these
concerns. Staff cane to the conclusion that sufficient
mtigation was avail able to reduce these inpacts to a

| evel below significant. The Yakama Nation does not
agree wth that determ nation by staff.

That is the point of contention at this point, is
we have identified mtigation, and the applicant has
agreed to inplenent that mtigation that we believe,
based on updated visual sinulations that the applicant
has provi ded, do reduce those inpacts to a | evel bel ow
significance, and the Yakana Nati on does not agree.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
M. G eene.

| f you had other question -- if you have other
guestions, M. Chiles, or comment, you're certainly
wel come to make themnow or in a few mnutes. Just
want to nake sure you understood, if you've got other
guestions, we're happy to hear them

MR. CHI LES: Thank you. That was ny
main at this point, but | may have one -- a couple nore
in a bit.

CHAI R BECKETT: Sure. Very well.

O her comrents or questions fromthe Council for
staff or applicant, or one another, yes, too.

M5. BUMPUS: Chair Beckett.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Director Bunpus.
M5. BUWPUS. Thank you, Chair
Beckett.

For the record, this is Sonia Bunpus.

M. Geene, on -- onthe line, talked a little bit
about the work with the Yakanma to address concerns and
application of the mtigation that's in the NMDNS.

| wonder if M. Geene could talk a little bit
about the concerns that are specific to the adjacent
parcel that the Yakama had comruni cated to us.

MR. GREENE: Yeah. So | don't know
I n how nuch detail we want to go, as this is a public
neeting, and the -- the |ocation and nature of TCPs are
a confidential matter. But the -- the Yakanma Nation
did produce a -- a traditional cultural properties
survey at -- at the Yakama Nation's request. WAs part
of EFSEC s SEPA process to help the Yakanma Nation
identify TCPs in the region and explain to EFSEC their
I nherent values to the tribe, the anticipated inpact to
those TCPs fromthe project. And the Yakama Nation did
provi de several mtigation neasures that they stated
woul d be a -- an appropriate begi nning point for
providing technical mtigation to those inpacts.

The primary mtigation that EFSEC has enpl oyed to

address those inpacts is -- are setbacks. The project
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has been redesi gned several tines through

comruni cations with the applicant. And EFSEC has

enpl oyed set backs al ong Kni ght Road and the state route
nearby the project that would reduce visual inpacts to
tribal nmenbers who use those primary arterial routes to
access TCPs in the area, and EFSEC has i npl enent ed

set backs el sewhere on the project that would -- that
woul d reduce visual inpacts to TCPs in the area.

The Yakama Nation also identified cunul ative
I npacts that were of substantial concern to themthat
woul d be resultant fromthis project and a future
reasonably foreseeabl e project that EFSEC and the
Yakama Nation are aware in the area that is currently
in preapplication with EFSEC.

Based on the information available to EFSEC, it is
anticipated that the reasonably foreseeable project in
the future would have nmuch nore substantial inpacts to
the TCPs that have been identified, and EFSEC believes
that nore substantial mtigation should be applied to
that future project as opposed to this project, as it
woul d have a much hi gher degree of inpact.

M5. BUWUS. And so just to add
to -- thisis -- for the record, this is Sonia Bunpus.
Just to add to what M. Geene just said, that

proposal that he nmentioned as a reasonably foreseeabl e
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future action, it is in preapplication status right
now, but it is not -- it has not submtted a fornal
application. |It's not formally before the Council to
make any determ nation or decision on.

So what we anticipate is that if that project
noves forward, EFSEC does receive an application for
site certification, SEPA would be conducted on that
site and the inpacts fromthat proposal, and we
anticipate that sone of these concerns that we've heard
about for this proposal are -- are likely to be
sonething that we'll be anal yzi ng and eval uati ng as
part of that SEPA review.

CHAI R BECKETT: Could you al so
expand, Director Bunpus, as | understand it, on what
EFSEC and then by extension the Council can or cannot
do on this project in terns of anticipating those
potential future conflicts? 1Is that allowable to be
consi dered under SEPA?

M5. BUMPUS: Under the --

CHAI R BECKETT: This project? M
understanding is, is that it is not, but would
appreciate your clarification to nake sure we
understand clearly.

M5. BUWPUS. Under the State

Environnmental Policy Act, you can anal yze cunul ative
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I npacts. M understanding is that the -- we did | ook
at -- we did | ook at, evaluate sonme cumnul ati ve i npacts.
We certainly talked about it internally as we were

anal yzing the inpacts and review ng the application.
And the primary concern -- one of the primary concerns
had to do with access to the other site for which EFSEC
has no control.

So under the State Environnmental Policy Act, we
can only mtigate for inpacts that are proposed from
this project that's before us. W could do a
cunmul ati ve i npact assessnent on the other application
If it were to cone before us. You can do cunul ative
effects assessnents. But understanding that this
was -- this seened to be a concern about access and
this applicant has no site control for this adjacent
site, we really did not see any way to -- we didn't
identify any mtigation that woul d address that issue.

MR. GREENE: And if | can add onto
that. Again, for the record, this is Sean G eene, SEPA
speci alist for EFSEC.

Under SEPA, we should and in fact are required to
perform cunul ative inpact analysis of any project for
whi ch we are taking an action or review ng an
application. And that is a -- the cunulative inpacts

are the inpacts of the project when conbined with other

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com




© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

Carriger Solar Meeting

Public Comment Hearing, - May 05, 2025 Page 27

past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future
devel opnents.

When assigning mtigation, however, mtigation for
cunul ative inpacts for a specific project should be
comensurate with that project's contribution to those
cunul ati ve i npacts.

So like Director Bunpus nentioned, one area of
particul ar concern for the Yakana Nation is a property
that does contain a TCP for which the Yakama Nation
still uses for -- for cultural practices on a regular
basis. That property is outside of the project
boundary for this project, but it is within the
boundary of that reasonably foreseeable future project.
That is why the mtigation that staff have recomended
for this project, Carriger, we believe is commensurate
to this project's contribution to inpacts to that --
that external property. For that reasonably
foreseeabl e future project, we would anticipate nuch
nore substantial mtigation as it would result in
di rect physical inpacts to that -- that TCP property.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very good. Thank
you for the clarification.

| do have a question on adjudication and the
tribal consultation. | just want to acknow edge it.

But let nme first see if there were ot her questions or

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com




© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

Carriger Solar Meeting

Public Comment Hearing, - May 05, 2025 Page 28

comments ot her Council would |ike to nake.

MR. CHILES: | have another conmment,
M. Chair.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay.

MR CHLES. O a question, rather.

Can you speak a little bit nore about the wel ded
wire gane fence? Howtall is that? Is it allow --
designed to all ow gane to pass through or over, or to
excl ude gane? Wat would that | ook |ike?

MR HANKS: It's an eight --
eight-foot fence. And the bottomis not flush with the
ground. So as the ground undul ates, there will be room
for small mammal s to pass underneath. W wal k t hrough
the design with the Departnent of Fish and Wldlife to
make sure that they were confortable with it, and
that's how we canme up with that -- that plan both for
the wildlife perspective and the visual inpact.

MR. CH LES: Do you have any -- any

way for deer to get through, or is this a | arge deer

barrier?

MR, HANKS: We have wildlife
corridors that we've planned into the project. [|f you
| ook at the application, | believe we have a figure

that shows those wildlife corridors. And happy to

provide additional info on that as well.
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MR CHLES. GCkay. But it is the
intent, just so I'mclear, that deer are not |iving
within the project area; is that correct?

MR. HANKS: That's -- that's
correct. The intent --

MR CH LES: kay.

MR HANKS: -- is they'll be able to
pass in nmultiple | ocations through the project --

MR. CH LES: Right.

MR. HANKS: -- but not in the actual
sol ar arrays.

MR. CHI LES: Ckay.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Counci | Panplin, I think.

MR. PAMPLIN:  Yeah.

CHAIR BECKETT: It |ooked like you
had a question or comrent.

MR. PAMPLIN. Thanks, M. Chair.

Maybe this is a question or clarification from
Director Bunpus. But appreciated in the staff overview
kind of the history of the different events and sone of
the coments received on the draft order. There was
concerns that it was just a three-day conment peri od.
And just wanted to ask for kind of clarification and

expl anation on why it was an abbrevi ated conment
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peri od.
M5. BUWPUS. Thank you for the
question. For the record, this is Sonia Bunpus.

So there's a couple of reasons for the, | guess
you could say slightly conpressed coment peri od.

First off, the -- the requirenent for EFSEC to
take comment on draft docunents and proposed action
Itens on our agendas, that is relatively recent. It
was in 2022 that the Qpen Public Meetings Act was
changed. And all final actions that are taken up by a
body such as this have to provide opportunity for
public comment prior to taking any final action.

So because of that requirenent, we now -- EFSEC
now puts draft docunents that are the subject of a --
of a potential action itemout for public comrent.

In this case, we -- we only have an application
extension to, | believe it's June 25th. So we -- we do
not have a whole lot of tinme to conplete our steps that
we're required to conplete to get the recommendati on
conpleted. And so for -- one is the requirenent under
the OPMA which requires public coimment. This is in
addition to public coment requirenents that are
already in rules that we -- other rules that we adopt,
either ours or others, and then also a pretty

conpressed project schedul e.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Thanks.

MR. PAMPLIN. M. Chair -- yeah,
t hanks, Director Bunpus. That's helpful to ne. And
just wanted to address that, because that was sonething
that was reiterated throughout the comments on the
draft order.

My next question is nore just of a process
question so | can understand kind of what happens next
for this particular fork in the road.

So if the Council were to grant the order, is
that -- does that |ater becone, you know, in the --
later in May or the June neeting Council deliberation,
a yes/no on the project, or is there an avenue from
that step to go back to an EI'S and other things that
Yakanma Nation was requesting?

M5. HAFKEMEYER: For the record,
this is Am Haf keneyer.

So the decision in front of the Council today is
to take up the question of expedited process. oing --
so that woul d be a decision of whether or not to grant
expedi ted process and nove forward wwth a | ess fornal
comment hearing and then into a recommendati on.

In the statute -- and | apologize. [|'ll have to
| ook up the exact citation. But the statute indicates

60 days fromthe granting of expedited process to a
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recomendation to the governor. And so the tentative
schedule in front of us that was on Ms. Snarski's
slides falls within that tinme frane. |[|f the Council
were to not grant expedited process, that would then be
the path of an adjudicative process.

MR. PAMPLIN. M. Chair, thanks.
Thanks. Thanks.

So within the 60 days, if the expedite -- the
order was granted. W're in the expedited revi ew
process. There's no off-ranp back to the adjudicative
process, then?

M5. BUMPUS: So the -- | believe the
statute -- | believe the statute that tal ks about --
our statute that tal ks about expedited process, RCW--
Revi sed Code of Washi ngton 80.50. 075, says that the --
basically that the Council nay grant expedited process,
and that if it chooses to grant expedited process, it
Is not required to conduct an adjudicative process.
There's a few other things that it nentions, but one of
themis adjudicative process.

So it does not say that the Council is precluded
from conducti ng an adj udi cation. But | suppose you
coul d wonder at why you woul d grant expedited process
if you' re going to adjudicate.

MR. PAMPLIN: Thanks. Thanks,
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Ms. Bunpus. | was just trying to think about, as we
get nore information -- |like, for instance, if the
Council were to grant the expedited process, well, then

there's a public hearing, and so if there's then new
I nformation that would then, you know, want us to shift
to a different direction, then that would be
informative for ne anyway, so thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: Pl ease.
M5. BUWPUS:. Thank you, Chair

Becket t.

| just wanted to note one other thing, and this is
to sone of the earlier questions.

W -- we did have an indication fromthe Yakam
Nation that they did wish to hold consultation.
That -- and | think | nentioned earlier that that has
not been scheduled yet. So as far as foll ow ng steps,
there's the ones that Ms. Haf keneyer tal ked about, but
also, if we were to hold consultation and the chair
neets with the tribe, if there were things that cane
out of that, those are also things that could be
I ncl uded and considered in the Council's deliberations
on their recommendation. W just have not schedul ed
that yet, and I'mnot sure if that will take place or
not at this tine.

MR PAMPLIN. Geat. Thank you.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Counci |,
(unintelligible) just to close up.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  No. |'m
good. Thanks.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay.
(Unintelligible) welcone if you think about other
t hi ngs, so...

MR. CHILES: This is Matt Chiles --

CHAI R BECKETT: (Unintelligible.)

MR, CH LES. -- again for the
record.

Di rector Bunmpus, follow ng up on the questions
about expedited process and particular related to the
Yakanmas, as Lenny Young enphasized in the letter, the
Yakamas are concerned that if we did the expedited
process, they would not have an opportunity to give
input. |Is that correct? O would they still have
opportunity to input and such through the expedited
process?

M5. BUWUS. That's a very good
question. For the record, this is Sonia Bunpus.

So ny opinion is that, yes, there is an
opportunity for the Yakama to propose other ideas,
other mtigation that may not have been offered up at

this time. Through the consultation process, there --
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there is an opportunity there, | think. And there is
time for -- with the proposed schedul e that we have,
there is tine to bring that information to the Council
by way of the chair reporting to the Council and for
the Council to consider that in its recommendati on.
So in ny opinion, there is opportunity even though
we may not be going the route of an adjudication.
CHAI R BECKETT: Anything further,
M. Chiles? Wlcone if you do.
MR, CH LES: Nothing further at this
poi nt. Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: Gkay. O her Council
questions or coments?
M5. GRANTHAM Chair, this is Andrea
G ant ham
| see that Eli Levitt has his hand raised on
Teans.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
M. Levitt.
MR LEVITT: Hi, D rector Bunpus.
This is Eli Levitt fromthe Departnent of Ecol ogy.
| was just curious about what you just said in
terms of would the Yakana Tri be be able to provide
confidential information to EFSEC during an expedited

process. | think that was -- that was a key
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consideration in their -- in their recent concerns, at
|l east as | heard it earlier in the neeting.

CHAI R BECKETT: And if | may, thank
you, Council. And let ne tag onto that, because that
was ny question about adjudication, which may go to our
counsel here tonight. But I'll address it to you,

Di rector Bunmpus, first.

Can you expand on why the confidentiality only
acconpani es adjudication in terns of sensitive matters
that we all take seriously; in this case, the Yakama
Nation? Question | certainly had -- | appreciate
yours, Eli, as well -- and so if you could expand on
why that's so constrained, only an adjudicati on.
Because | would think, even if that's the | aw today,
there's -- | got to believe there's other neans to kind
of get to sonme of those inportant conversations w thout
al ways having to only be able to do it in adjudication.

MR THOWPSON: "Il just junp in
maybe. So this is Jon Thonpson with the attorney
general 's office.

So there's a -- it all conmes down to the fact that
there's an exenption under the Public Records Act --

CHAI R BECKETT: Mm hmm

MR, THOWSON. -- for -- well, for

ar chaeol ogi cal resources, for one thing. And then
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another is reports about traditional cultural places.
And that's the -- the exenption that -- that enabl es us
to protect sensitive information that's been discl osed
to us, like the report that was produced in this case
has been held as confidential under that exenption.
And then, you know, sort of the -- the contents of that
report as well we consider to be confidential.

So | think -- | think the -- fromwhat |
under stand, the Yakama Nation's concern is that they
want the -- they like the opportunity to present in
person to the full Council, | understand. But | don't
think it's -- I think it's -- it's the inportance of
that opportunity to address the Council in spoken form

CHAI R BECKETT: Ri ght.

MR, THOWPSON:. Wi ch does create a
difficulty in ternms of confidentiality. Because when
our Council neets -- when our Council neets as a
quorum it has to be -- it has to be in an open public
nmeeting context, so necessarily public, so...

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

| think Drector Bunpus is going to suppl enent
per haps.

M5. BUWPUS: Well, | was just going
to add -- for the record, this is Sonia Bunpus -- that

in the past, when the EFSEC chair has net with tribal
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council, it's beenin a-- in a closed neeting. So

the -- as M. Thonpson nentioned, you know, there are
constraints around the -- sort of the audience with the
Council at large, but -- but for the consultation part

of our process that's yet to play out, that when we've
had those in the past, those have been di scussions
between the chair and -- and the tribal council
menbers, and those have been cl osed di scussi ons.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Council man Levitt, did that answer your question,
or did you wish to follow up since especially you're
online? Feel free to junp in here.

MR. LEVITT: Yes, that answered ny
question. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Are there other
comrents or questions? Oher Council?

Ckay. W are at 6:17. So thank you to our
nmenbers of the public who are here for letting the
Counci|l conduct its business and a little | onger than
originally forecast.

So, Director Bunpus, anything else you care to
add? If there's not further discussion, | assunme we
wi Il need to consider the action before us.

M5. BUWPUS:. For the record, this is
Soni a Bunpus.
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| would just reiterate what Ms. Haf keneyer said
earlier. This is -- this decision is not your
recomendati on on the project. There are still
opportunities for comment. There are still
opportunities for technical engagenent with the tribe
and others. And there's still also the mechani sm of
t he pat hway of consultation.

This action that's before you is only about
whet her to grant the applicant's request for expedited
process, which is dependent upon neeting those two
criteria, the consistency with land use and that all
identified inpacts are mtigated to | evel s of
nonsi gni ficance. | just reiterate that.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Also, | did renmenber ny other question that | was
pausing there for a second to try and renenber.

The 60 days that are require -- or that are -- is
the period associated wth expedited review, given that
we al so have a statutory deadline to review and nmake
recommendati ons on projects within one year -- and
clearly we're a little beyond that already on this
project -- can either D rector Bunpus or Council
further expand on the realities of that deadline? |
sense there's sone concern about just the nature of

speed and tine, and 60 days will go qui ck.
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So if you'd like to speak to what requirenents or
| atitude exi st under that -- that pathway of expedited
review, that'd be appreciated.

M5. HAFKEMEYER: Certainly.

Sointhe initial -- I wouldn't call it an initial
statute, but in our -- our guiding statute, 80.50, the
requirenment for reviewing a project within 12 nonths
iIs -- is outlined, or such tinme as nutually agreed upon
by the Council and the applicant.

RCW 80. 50. 075 then outlines what an expedited
process mght | ook |ike and asks the Council to nmake
rules to adhere to that.

So then taking a look at EFSEC s rules in
Washi ngt on Adm nistrative Code 463-43 are our rules for
expedi ted processing, and that is where the tinelines
for that are laid out. The initial tineline is 120
days or such tinme as agreed upon by the Council and the
applicant to nake the decision on expedited processing.
When the Carriger project initially approached that
deadl i ne, EFSEC had issued that letter indicating that
it seened |ike a determ nation of significance was
anti ci pat ed.

At that point, Cypress Creek Renewabl es requested
that EFSEC hold off on making a decision while they

exercised their right, as spelled out in the statute,
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to make nodifications to their project to try and
achieve a mtigated determ nation of nonsignificance.
And that is much of the work that Ms. Snarski described
for visual setbacks, additional work conducted by staff
and the applicant and other agencies.

So now that sone of the mlestones leading up to
expedi ted process have been net, that is the question
in front of the Council today. And then WAC 463-43-020
is the chapter that indicates that a decision -- or a
recomendati on shall be nade to the governor within 60
days of being granted expedited process, again, or such
time as agreed upon by the Council and the applicant.

Currently, the review period is through June 25th,

2025.

CHAI R BECKETT: And so if the
Council ultimately -- or staff or other parties, |
guess, associated with this entire process -- if, in

fact, Day 61 or beyond was needed, is there a cure in

basically adjusting the rule or no?

M5. HAFKEMEYER: | believe that
would be within -- wthin our options. Again, the --
the line, "...or such tinme as is agreed upon with the
Council and applicant,” | think if we were to reach

that point, we would want to coordinate with Cypress

Creek and see which new tineline would be appropriate
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to conpl ete any remai ni ng wor K.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay. For the
record, | can assure you the staff wll find ny
question | just made ironic, (unintelligible) tine
certain outcones as the new chair, but thank you for --
for the added i nformation.

| guess the comment | would -- would add is -- or
a couple. Pardon nme while | gather ny thoughts here in
t he nonent.

On the one hand, if Council were to agree to

expedited review, we have, |I'msure, different opinions
about the benefits or burdens of adjudication. It is
clearly a nore litigious and just -- just

courtroom|i ke atnosphere, and there's good reasons for
that sonetines. And | take heavily, as M. Young
called out early -- and thank you, again, Council
Young, for sharing your -- your perspective in early,
and that's appreciated as far as where your thinking
I'S.

Utimtely, you know, how we engage with the
Yakama is critical to nme. | believe it's critical to
the Council and to the staff. And as nuch as |
appreciate the benefits of adjudication to acconplish
that, | amin hopes that we also find sone ot her

real -world ways to, you know, to cone to an agreenent
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so that we can have a better exchange between the
Yakama Nation and the Council, both as a whole and in
this case it's been designated to the chair to conduct
that -- that consultation. And, | think, ultimtely,
as | understand it, consultation is -- is often ongoing
and not just a singular nonent, and |'mcertainly
commtted to that.

In this case, if that were to allow or we could
find a path to do that and not al ways have the burdens
that | think conme both not just cost but on
communi ties, on other parties associated with any
application, that there's inportant rights and process
wi th adjudication, but there's also sone pretty heavy
burdens that cone with it. And so that's what |
reflect on as we grapple with this -- with this choice
here. And | don't think any of us want to rush to a
deci sion by any neans, including as we | ook at our
menbers of this community, and | certainly | ook at you.
| know this is very inportant to you.

So we want to take the tine we need, but obviously
we' ve been taking quite a bit of tinme. And | don't
know t hat adjudication is necessarily going to, you
know, resolve all the different issues that are
ultimately before us, including those -- the Yakama, as

much as I'mcommtted to trying to -- to find that
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pat h.

So, ultimately, if I'mhearing that the exped
review, while it has a 60-day clock to it that | t
| interpret many of the Council nenbers are concer
about, if there is a neans to try to nake that, yo
know, that tinme frame, which | think we should, if
Council were to, you know, to decide to go down th

that path, then ultimately | think we have sone

| atitude of what to do if we need nore tine or if there

Is a need to decide that, no, there wasn't adequat
ability to work with the Yakama in a way that the
Council, itself, as a whole, ultimately wanted the

Council and the chair to do so. Wether or not th

you know, is appealing to the Council, I'll |et each of

you decide ultimately, | guess, in your vote. W'
see if there's other coments or questions here,
i ncluding fromanything |I've just shared.

But it would seemthat we do have viable path
sone form | know the nonadjudicative path with t

Yakama Nation mght be a little less clear at this

monent, but it seens that there -- there is some nmerit

to exploring that, at |east fromny perspective.

"1l stop nmy coments there and see if there are other

questions or other clarifications of any errors |

have made in the m dst of my comrent, so...

ited
hi nk
ned

u

t he

at,

e

at,

s in

he

So

nay
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MS. HAFKEMEYER: Not an error you
made. An error ny -- | nmade. |If | could please
correct ny citation earlier. The recomendation within
60 days is WAC 463-43. 080, not 020. M apol ogi es.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thanks for the
clarification.

Anything further fromstaff before I turn this to
Council for further questions and di scussi on?

Not hi ng from staff.

Council. M. Chiles.

MR. CH LES. Thank you, M. -- Chair
Becket t.

| have a question on adjudicated versus the
expedited. It seens to ne that the expedited has
advant ages over the adjudicated, in that the expedited
is a friendlier and nore open place for people in the
community and such to be able to get their comments
f orwar d.

Wul d you say that that is a correct thought, or
are they both kind of equal in that way, or is -- or am
| m sreading things and adjudicated is actually an
easier way for the comunity to get their input in?

MR THOWSON. [|'Il try to address
that. Again, this is Jon Thonpson.

The adj udi cative process, as Chair Beckett alluded
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to, is much nore formal and requires parties to be
represented by attorneys and so forth. And in -- and

I n sonme cases, yeah, there may not be parties that want
to make that investnent to actually do that.

There is a public comment opportunity that's
associ ated with the adjudication, but -- but it does
requi re anybody who wants to take advantage of that to
submt their issue in witing in advance, whereas
the -- the public comment opportunity that would be
afforded if you went with expedited process just allows
j ust anybody who wants to state a comment to do so or
submt coments in witing.

So it is -- 1 think it's accurate that it's --
it's nore kind of open process for the -- for the
| ess-formal approach.

MR. CHI LES: Thank you, yeah,
M. Thonpson. | can see where having to get an
attorney involved to get your point across suddenly
makes things exponentially nore difficult, although in
the end, maybe that attorney can help you in whatever
your grievance may be. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: O her questions or
comments from Council ?

Anyone online that I'mmssing? M. G anthanf?

Ckay. So with that, and al so out of respect to
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I f -- depending on the action here, we nay or my not
nove into public coment. So let ne see if there is a
notion to -- try and read this correctly.

|s there a notion to nove to expedited review for
the Carriger Solar project?

Anything else | need to add to that, Council, to
make sure this is accurate for the record?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:
(Unintelligible.)

CHAI R BECKETT: GCkay. So |'ve
attenpted the notion to state, appreciate if soneone
woul d care to nove a notion, and -- M. Panplin.

MR. PAMPLIN:. Thank you --

CHAI R BECKETT: (Unintelligible.)

MR PAMPLIN. -- M. Chair.

| nove that the Council grant the expedited
processing per -- as described under Council O der
No. 899. And if there's a second, | would like to
briefly coment about it.

CHAI R BECKETT: And we will take
Counci | discussion after --

MR PAMPLIN:.  (Unintelligible.)

CHAI R BECKETT: -- the notion if it
IS put onto the table.

W have a noti on. |s there a second?
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MR LEVITT: This is Eli Levitt,
"1l second.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |
Levitt.

We have a notion and a second to adopt the notion
to nove to expedited review for the Carriger Sol ar
pr oj ect .

W'l |l now nove to Council discussion on the
not i on.

MR. PAMPLIN. Yeah, thanks,
M. Chair. And appreciate the second.

My comments are just very brief. In reviewng
this project, note that the MDNS has al ready been
granted. I'minterested in hearing fromthe public
this evening on the nerits of the project as well as
appreciate, Chair Beckett, that you're going to be
neeting wth Yakama Nation to understand further their

concerns, that you'd be bringing that back to the

Council for our deliberations if this order is granted.

So because we have a nunber of additional process
steps, |I'mconfortable noving forward with the
expedited review. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thanks for your
coment .

O her Council nembers who w sh to nake a comment
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before the notion is consi dered?

M5. BREWSTER: This is Stacey

Br ewst er .
CHAI R BECKETT: Council Brewster.
M5. BREWSTER: | would just second
Counci |l man Hanplin [sic] -- excuse ne -- Nate's
comrents. |If we nove forward with expedited
processing, | would do so wth the expectation that we

address Yakama Nation's concerns through an option
ot her than adjudicative process.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very wel | not ed.
Thank you.

Any ot her Council coments? O, again, if there
are questions, we're happy to take them But m ght be
alittle nore in the discussion node here, comments.

Online? kay.

Then I will call for action to be considered here
in avote. So for all those in favor of noving to
the -- sorry. M new neeting and too nmany pieces of
paper. As we nove to the expedited review for the
Carriger Solar project, all those in favor saying
"aye. "

MULTI PLE SPEAKERS: Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: Qpposed?
UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Nay.
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CHAI R BECKETT: And help ne on ny
word. To Abstain. Any abstentions?

Heari ng none.

Ckay. The notion, then, is adopted. And we wl|
nove to expedited review, which then neans that we
will -- 1 wll soon conclude this neeting, and we w ||
nove to our public comment period.

So without further question or anything else from
our Council, I will close the special neeting where
we' ve taken action, and | will open the -- just nmake
sure | get ny (unintelligible) right here -- our public
comrent hearing on the Carriger Solar application.

So we will now be noving into the public comment
period as expected. The tine for -- I'msorry -- for
concluding the |ast neeting was 6: 32, and we have
opened at 6:33 p.m to our special neeting for public
comrents this evening. And | believe staff will help
nme here in a nonent with both those who have signed up
for public coment.

Pl ease note that for those of you who may be
listening in but still wsh to nmake a coment but
haven't signed up, you can phone (360) 664-1345.
Normally this is done before. O you can e-mail EFSEC
at EFSEC@EFSEC. wa. gov. For anyone online as well as, |

think, those who are in online, if you note you're
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Interested in speaking, you mght be able to capture
that in the chat. W'Ill do our best to nake sure
everyone's heard.

In that regard, we wll take comments for three
m nutes from each person this evening. W are
scheduled to conclude at 8:00. If we do -- | think we
can get through nost of the comments in that sane
period of tinme. | just note that out of respect for
the staff and others who have put this hearing on as
wel | as our Council nenbers, so we would like to
concl ude at 8: 00.

But let's nove to hear fromfolks so we can
acconplish that goal. And appreciate everyone speaking
to the project specifically, is what we wll take
testinmony on. And, in particular, if there are | ocal
consi derations, things that in particular m ght be
comrents that are relevant to a county comm ssion
condi tional use permt, so nore |local conditions, those
are in particular of not only interest, | think, always
to the Council but are comments in particular that are
appropriate for this public coment period especially.

So unless staff or Council would like to clarify
anything |1've shared as to the purpose of this, | would
then note that Council Chiles would like to -- who

submtted a letter to the Council and is avail able for
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the public -- would like to speak to that letter first.
And as a nenber of the Council, while we'd like to
keep novi ng expeditiously, please take the tine that
you need, and then we wll nove into our public conment
period for three mnutes. And the first person signed
up just as a heads-up in a few mnutes: Del ner El dred.

And then Candy Magnusson. So you'll be our first two

speakers up, which, again, I'lIl call you up. And
Andrea and Alex will help nme with that as wel|.
So, Andrea, or Ms. G antham
M5. GRANTHAM Yes. | would al so

like to add that we al so have a coment canpaign live
ri ght now online at coments. EFSEC. wa. gov. So anybody
onli ne who doesn't want to speak at the neeting
tonight, they can also submt witten comment.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

And, again, witten coomments, if you don't wsh to
speak or suppl enment your verbal testinony, you al so
have a conmment box here physically in the room

So with that, Council Chiles.

MR, CHI LES: Thank you, Chair
Beckett. This is -- for the record, this is Mtt
Chiles. And I am speaking on behalf of Klickitat
County as Klickitat County's representative for the

Carriger project on this board.
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|"mgoing to basically be reading ny letter that |
have witten, with a few adjustnents, because sone new
stuff has cone up today.

l"'mwiting today to clarify the concerns that
Klickitat County still has regarding the Carriger Solar
project and to propose various ways that those concerns
can be mtigated. This project is going to have a
| arge inpact on the county, should it be built, and how
it is executed will directly inpact not only the
greater project area but the willingness of the county
to participate in future potential solar devel opnents
that the county may host.

Over the past few nonths, the County has been
wor king on witing a solar and BESS ordi nance. | am on
the commttee that is working to do that. And nmany of
the mtigation requests that |I'mgoing to be bringing
before the Council today are a direct result of the
stuff we have been | earning and studying as we pursue
t hat ordi nance.

The direction that the committee is taking -- that
Is, the -- the county conmttee -- as it wites the
ordinance is to allow solar and BESS projects in
Klickitat County but with a lot of mtigations. It is
our hope that EFSEC will, in fact, potentially be the

| ead on a nunber of these future projects, because the
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EFSEC process, we believe, is a good and secure way to
really cover all the bases in a way that a small county
i ke ours sinply cannot staff as well as -- as the
State can through EFSEC

Movi ng on to concerns. Concern No. 1: The
Carriger project is directly inpacting adj acent
residences. | ampleased to see that the setback from
adj acent properties is up to 500 feet, so -- to
nonparticipating hones. And | would hope that's to
their nonparticipating property |lines. Because just
because a hone isn't on one side of the property
doesn't nean that the whole property is not inpacted.

The second way that we can reduce that inpact is
by creating visual barriers, such as earthen berns,
wooden fences, and vegetation that is planted and
mai ntained so that it can mtigate that visual inpact
of the solar array.

Qur next concern is that the project will | ook
I ndustrial instead of rural. One of the things why
people live in a rural community is it is rural and
doesn't look like a center of industry. There's a
bal ance to that, because farns by their very nature are
i ndustrial, and especially a successful farmhas a | ot
of trucks going back and forth. It may have a | ot of

bui | di ngs and equi pnent going at all hours. However,
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it'"'s alittle different for a true industry.

So to avoid the industrial ook, I would suggest
that -- building security fencing in an agricultural
style. |'mpleased to see that Cypress Creek i s noving

that direction wth the proposed gane fence as opposed
to barbed wre and -- excuse ne -- chain |link, razor
W re-type stuff.

| -- 1 think the fence is too high at eight foot.
It's still going to | ook pretty industrial. And if we
could drop that height down to five or six feet, it
appears they are concerned about deer in there.
would like to see all wldlife be able to nove through
the property. Because when wldlife are pushed to
corridors, it changes everything about them In
particular, this Carriger project and future projects,
anything in a rural area, should not have razor wre,
chai n-1ink fence, and other high-security-type fences.
Wven wire that is typical in agricultural areas is
sufficient with a strand or two of barbed wre on top,
and that can be suppl enented by nodern technol ogy of
notion sensors and caneras and such.

Third concern is the destruction of good
agricultural land. Qur solar and BESS ordi nance is
nmovi ng very strongly toward requiring agrivoltaics,

which is that solar arrays need to coexist with
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agriculture within the boundaries of the project and
that solar arrays should not be set aside as a
nonagri cul tural use.

We woul d request that the panels be designed in a
way that can be tilted up to 90 degrees so that farm
equi pnent and |ivestock can potentially nove through
when needed be, especially farm equi pnent.

Especially we want to require that any existing
irrigation rights within the project area either be
transferred or banked to remain in beneficial use
within Klickitat County, because irrigation water is
sonet hing that we do not have nuch of, we cannot get
nore of, and we can get less of if we lose it.

Anot her concern is the hazards of fighting grass
fires under solar arrays. W are proposing sol utions,
again requiring that the panel design -- is designed in
such a way that the panels can be tilted up easily to
90 degrees. Suddenly allows easy access for
firefighting aircraft. And additionally designing a
grazi ng conponent into agrivoltaics can facilitate
vegetati on reduction around the structures by all ow ng
cows, sheep, whatever it is, to nove in around there.

Anot her concern is -- and this is a big concern --
is with the BESS units that are proposed. There is

still no way to put out a BESS fire. W would request
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and our proposed ordinance will probably require that
BESS systens need to use an inherently firesafe

engi neering, a systemthat cannot catch fire, such as

| ead-acid batteries, sodiumliquid systens which are in
devel opnent and very close to bei ng depl oyed
commercially, but the existing lithiumtechnol ogy has
been denonstrated over and over again to be unsafe.

If the lithiumtype batteries are noved, or are
used, we would request that they be either secured in
an under ground bunker or inside of sone sort of
aboveground concrete bunker of sone sort so that in the
I nevitable event of fire, funes cannot get out to
di sturb the neighbors, to pollute the lands, and to
potentially endanger the comunity's health. The
community really does not want to accept this risk
of -- of toxic funes.

One ot her concern about BESS units is the noise.
|"'mglad to see that that is al so being addressed by
Carriger, or by the Carriger project. Noise is a very
sensitive thing that a | ot of people in urban areas
don't understand, but in a rural area, even a noise as
| ow as 35 or 40 decibels is a noticeable noise. The
crickets are nmaking a noise of 35 or 40 decibels, and
they're -- they're very | oud.

In rural areas, we do not have a | ot of background
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noises a lot of the year. There's no freeway goi ng by.
So at 50 or 60 decibels for fans, if you're hearing a

fan, that is going to drive you crazy. Because you're
not used to living next to a freeway or other -- other
things that are in urban areas.

One last concern is the inpact on the community at
large. We would like to see this and future projects
engi neered so that they can be integrated with the
| ocal Klickitat County PUD in such a way that, in an
energency, the county can directly tie to that grid to
supply -- to supply electricity to the county.

When the big one cones and the -- the grid goes
down on the west side, if we're not connected to the
electricity here, we cannot help. And all the
electricity that is being generated is -- is being | ost
and can't even help locally. As an energency
precaution, we want to see a way to -- for that
el ectricity to be energency transferred into the | ocal
grid.

We generate a lot of power in this county already
bet ween w nd, existing solar, and especially the dans.
And nost of that county -- nost of the electricity is
shi pped out of state and is not benefitting this county
at all. W want to see benefits fromthe electricity

that's produced here that is inpacting all of our
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lives. We've lost our free-flowng rivers. W have
| ost our beautiful hills to blinking red lights and
wind turbines, and it is looking |like many of our
vall eys will soon be covered in solar arrays. So with
this cost, we want to see a benefit cone back to
Klickitat County if this is a cost that we are going to
be required to bear.

In addition to tying into the grid, we would |ike
to see sone percentage of that electricity, of the
el ectricity being generated, either financially or as
direct electricity, go to our |local PUD so that
everyone can benefit fromsone sort of |owered rates.
This kind of thing has been done in Klickitat County
before. Wen the public landfill, regional |andfill
cane in about 35 years ago, that was sonething that
really inpacts the whole county even though nost the
county can't see it, because it's a huge environnental
thing that's waiting for a potential catastrophe.

We've all benefitted in the neantine, though, not
just by taxes, but by seven cents per ton of fee that
Is collected by the County for every ton of waste that
dunps into there. That benefits the whole county in
reducing all our property taxes. Sonething that can
benefit the whole county when so nuch of the county is

I npacted by the change in the nature of the county as
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It turns nore industrial.

In conclusion, the Carriger project is a |arge and
hi ghly visible project, near nmany people and easily
visible by many nore. If this project is built, it
shoul d be built as a denonstration project so the
peopl e can positively see how solar can add to the
envi ronment .

There are many projects that nmany of us have
driven by around the Northwest that are |ousy
denonstration projects. W can |ook just as far north
as El l ensburg and see beautiful alfalfa fields that are
now covered in gravel and solar panels. |f you' ve been
down near Salemrecently, you'll see simlar things.

W would like to see solar integrated wwth agriculture
i nstead of replacing agriculture.

| f EFSEC and the solar industry do not address

t hese concerns, | am personally concerned that sol ar
wi |l beconme very nuch a pariah, not only in rural areas
i ke ours but even in urban areas, and that will be to

the detrinent of not just us but to the whole nation,
because we do need electricity. And so if -- if we are
going to be doing solar, then we need to be doing it
responsibly in a way that we can be proud of and not in
a way that it's going to be taking large tracts of

agricultural |and out of production.
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Thank you very nuch.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Council
Chiles. And thank you as well for the tinme and thought
that you put into that letter that was submtted to the
Council|l for the record and is available to all nenbers
of the public. So thank you, again.

So wth that, let me turn to Al ex and Andrea.
Pardon ny first nanes as | try and get through here the
first go-around for ne.

So | believe I read our first nmenber of the public
to cone forward is Delner Eldred. Again, we'll be
taki ng your conments on the project for three m nutes.
W see the clock is up here. W appreciate your
under st andi ng and respect for that.

And M. Eldred. And then, Candy Magnusson, you
will be up next.

Vel cone.

MR. ELDRED: Pl ease consi der not
approving the project on Knight Road. This is good,
val uable farm and ranchland that needs to be preserved
for agricultural use. And placing a large industri al
solar site will nmake this |and unusable for food
production forever. These solar sites wll soon be
replaced with reliable, efficient formof energy, and

the destruction of good agricultural land will all be
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for not hi ng.

The only ones that will benefit are Carri ger,
maki ng a fortune on our governnent subsidies. The end
result and short life of these solar sites will be
massi ve environnental disaster of mllions and mllions
of decomm ssioned sol ar panels for the next generation
to deal wth.

Al so the amobunt of devastation to the habitats and
wldlife as well. And I have not -- the solar sites
that I've |l ooked at, the wildlife has not been able to
graze in these areas, which they have to try to nove
and relocate in different |ocations, which nmake the
food source less and |l ess for each of them And al so
the birds, that think that this solar panel is a body
of water, land on there and get fried. So this has a
very bad reputation for the habitat, the wldlife.

And, you know, the common-sense thing is not to
allow this project to be approved. And | ask you to
pl ease deny this application. And if anybody thinks
that the bottomline of Carriger is to spend as nuch
noney as possible to satisfy the people in the area
that they're putting these solar sites in, you're
living in a fantasy worl d.

These -- this conpany is dedicated to profit, and

that's what it's all about. Anybody that has | ooked at
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mllions and mllions of panels in California that are
sitting there, because they don't have anything to do
Wi th these decomm ssioned. They're just going to |et
themsit there. And who knows what will ever cone of
then? But that land is -- it's just sitting there with
panel s that are not even being used. And we're going
to be in the sane situation. It isn't going to be any
different here than it is there.

And so this is not beneficial. It stops all --
any kind of productive thing that this county could do
will be sewed up with this solar that has taken the
area. And you can't have a subdivision. You can't
have anyt hing el se goi ng, because you have solar. And
to think that they are going to try and work with the
communi ty and spend an excess anount of noney, | don't
know. That's not going to happen.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you for your
comments, M. Eldred.

Ms. Magnusson, if you woul d, please.

M5. MAGNUSSON: |'m going to speak
for nyself but also for people that can't cone here,

t hat have given up speaking. They say it's a done

deal. It's sad. And |I hope you | ooked, when you cane
t hrough, how beautiful this area is. 'Cause it's not
going to be that way anynore. And I'll tell you why.
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Greg Wagner lives up there where it's going to be.
And |'ve been a Realtor for 27 years, and | know the
val ue of land. Ckay? H's property is going to --
right now, if he put a "for sale" sign up on his
property, guess what. He's not going to sell it. He
can't sell it. Nobody's going to buy it, because he is
obligated to tell people, Hey, there's going to be a
coupl e thousand acres of solar right here across the
road. And knowi ng Geg, he would tell it. He wouldn't
lie. He would say that. GCkay?

The secrecy. The secrecy of these people that's
come in here and sign up leases: Don't tell. Don't
tell. That's right on the leases. Don't tell.

So it took a while for people to wse up. Ckay?
Because related friends and stuff like that. Well, it
so happens that now people -- | ask them Do you know
where the | eases are? Most people do not know where
their leases are. It's secret. There's going to be
2,000 acres or a thousand acres south of Gol dendal e
right up to the city limts. Wat do you think that's
going to be? That's going to affect the houses in
town, out of town, all the value. Businesses are going
to |l eave. Businesses aren't com ng when they see this
mess. No.

Schools. Going to affect the schools, the
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hospital, and everybody that |ives around them Their

val ue of their land is going to be going dow, and God

help themif they can sell it, because | don't think
t hey can.
The -- also it's going to affect -- those panels

have chemcals in them |If a hailstormcones and w pes

out half of them-- which we've had hail storns here,

okay? -- that |eaks chemcals into the ground, into the
water. People living down bel ow -- water runs
downhill, guys -- the wells are going to be

cont am nat ed.
Do you think that -- he's going to say different.
Do you think that conpany is going to cone and pick up
all those panels and take care of it? No. They're
going to go bankrupt. And the biggest, the biggest
sol ar conpany in the world, in the world, has gone
bankrupt last nonth. GCkay? Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you very nuch,
Ms. Magnusson.
El ai ne Harvey and then Dave Bart a.
M5. HARVEY: (Good eveni ng.
CHAI R BECKETT: Good eveni ng.

M5. HARVEY: | hope you can hear ne.
My nane's Elaine Harvey. |I'ma resident, a lifetine
resident of this area. |I'mfromthe Ka-mlt-pah Band.
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My people's been here forever. | left to go to
coll ege, and I cane back. | work for ny tribe for 20
years. M/ last two years, | was evaluating nore than

40 projects that are inpacting Yakama, ceded
territories, that are inpacting our food, our sal non.

These conpani es cone. They suck the water out of
these giant creeks. There's steelhead in there. Do
they care? No. Do they care about us and our food
t hat we gather?

| have big concerns with the MDNS decision. |
live here. | live there at the proposed site. | chose
to live there because of the food. Qur traditional
foods and nedicines. | gather food there. I'ma
wal ki ng, living specinmen. |'ma Yakama tribal nenber.
Nobody can deny that.

This project is going through our -- our
traditional food-gathering route. There are many
culturally significant plants in this area that's going
to be inpacted. The state |ands south of Fish Hatchery
H Il Road, along H Il Road. W gather there. |I'm
worried about the water resources that's going to be
I npact ed, because the water resources inpact our
cul tural resources.

The traditional cultural properties that Yakama

Nati on spoke about in that letter. | live there.
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know there is state species of concern on the DNR |ist.
Ferrugi nous hawks. There is resident bald and gol den
eagles there. There are many wildlife there. This is
a mgratory corridor fromthe Sincoe Muwuntains to the
valley. And there is hunting that occurs, state
hunting that's going to be inpacted. And the hatchery.
|s all these getting taken under consideration in this
expedi ted process that you guys just voted on?

There are many residences that live there. There
iIs a BESS, two-acres lithiumbattery across the road
fromme. 1'mgoing to be inpacted. |I'mworried about
nmy children and grandchildren. What's going to happen
when there's a fire? | live there. Wat is EFSEC
going to do? What is the people leasing the [ and going
to do when sonet hi ng happens? Are you guys going to be
there to hel p? And ny property values are going to go
down? | pay for views. M viewsheds are going to be
gone. And | don't want to go dig roots and | ook at
sol ar panels. And these solar panels are going to
I npact our roots.

| know that. And it's really detrinental what's
happeni ng here, what's going to happen to this very
i nportant | and, what we call hone, and to the wildlife
especially. And to our people who are here. W never

noved to the reservation. W live here. W gather our
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foods here. People can say, yeah, Yakama's over there.
But no. W're here. W're the Ka-m |t-pah Band, one
of the 14 tribes and bands that nmake the Yakanma Nati on.
We never rel ocated.

And this project will significantly inpact our
cultural resources. And |'m speaking on behalf of ny
band. And | have that right for ny chief, Bronsco Jim
Jr., Yaum Ti i cam

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
Ms. Harvey.

M. Barta. Dave Barta.

MR. BARTA: Good eveni ng, Counci l
nmenbers. M nane's Dave Barta. | live west of
ol dendal e. Thanks for the opportunity to comment on
EFSEC s desire to expedite Carriger's permtting.

The original |and-use consistency determ nation
was made | argely based on EQZ docunent and the
condi ti onal -use process present in the Klickitat County
Conprehensi ve Plan. The | and-use consi stency appears
to have -- appears to have ignored Klickitat County
Board of Comm ssioners Resol ution 01121, which required
all projects hooking up to the Knight Road substation
be required to go through the conditional use process.

The BOCC Resol ution 01121 states, whereas it's the
intent of the Klicki- -- of Klickitat County Zoning
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Ordi nance No. 62678 as anended to provide uniform
equi tabl e, and reasonabl e standards to govern the usage
of land and structures in the interest of public
heal th, safety, and general welfare, et cetera.
And then the | and-use order -- which | know isn't

under debate now, but |I'mjust taking us back there a

little bit -- goes on to say, well, quarrying is
al | owed, so solar panel should. | don't know of any
2,300-acre quarries in the county. | know of one

that's maybe 40 acres, one that's five, and naybe one
other that's ten. Reasonable standards.

The resolution does clearly -- 01121 does clearly
address | and-use planning, and it's not noratorium |t
sinply clarifies the application of the energy overlay
zone, and the BPA substation is outside the EQZ. That
this resolution may have been ignored in the |and-use
consi stency order nmakes nme wonder what el se was.

You tal ked about cunul ative inpacts. Alittle
whil e ago, | had the pleasure of having a toothache, |
remenber, about eight or nine years ago. And so | went
to the dentist and of course took an x-ray. OCh, you
got to have a filling. | have to have a filling. So |
had a filling. Two days later, | got a great big thing
swol len on ny face. Eventually got about half the size

of a hard ball and baseball because the x-ray didn't
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get the root of the tooth where there was an abscess.

You can't | ook at one single thing |ike the
Carriger project and say, Wll, we can only determ ne
one project at a tine. | understand the |aw and the
|l egal and all that. But you're ignoring a reality. W
all know how many acres have been pre-optioned. It's
pretty well-known. So you need to consider cumul ative
right nowin this process.

| n August of 2023, Director Bunpus wote a letter
that said, We think there m ght be a determ nation of
significance. | felt like in reading through the INDNS.
It was -- her concerns, frankly, were |argely ignored,
in nmy opinion. They generally were visual inpacts.
W'l paint the batteries a different color. And --
and they did nove panels back a few dozen yards from
the road and -- from sone residences. And then there
was al so the tribal concerns, which you tal ked about at
| engt h.

| suggest that you neet in person with the tribe.
If that's how they wi sh to conmuni cate, please do that.
Doing it any other way, it does -- I'msure there are
mechani sns in place that can make that happen.

The term "applicant” is used throughout the NDNS.
It doesn't say "applicant owner." | knowit's a m nor

point. It concerns ne. Carriger sells projects. So
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|"'m hoping the term"applicant” applies to whoever's
down the road when you have to decomm ssion it. |
don't know the answer to that, but | hope it's true.

| think for all these reasons, expedited
processing is a mstake. | hope that you will take
I nto account seriously the concerns that |ocal citizens
and the tribe have concerning this project and the
future of Klickitat County. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,

M. Bart a.

Up next, we have G eg Wagner and Dave Thies. And
then Ms. Ganthamw |l -- or Alex will assist nme with
t hose who have al so signed up.

MR. WAGNER. The nane's G eg Wagner

with CE A S E

A portion of this project is outside the energy
overlay zone. It's not consistent with | and-use zoning
and woul d require a conditional use permt. This man
here said he got a conditional use permt. | don't
remenber that ever happening at the County.

| ssui ng your | and-use consistency deci sion was
wrong and should be null and void. The best systemis
not a permtted use and the energy overlay zone and any
other zone in the county. It requires a County

condi tional use permt. BESS cannot be permtted
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wi t hout a conditional use permit fromthe County.
Proposed BESS has not been reviewed properly by EFSEC
menber s.

You have failed to address the real dangers to the
people. The people's safety, health, and welfare have
not been taken in consideration. BESS dangers are
real, as proven by the Mdss Landing BESS fire that
burned uncontrollably for five days, injured people,
and forced themfromtheir hones.

This Carriger -- this BESS was a state-of-the-art
facility, but that didn't prevent the fire, explosion,
and rel ease of deadly funmes. Carriger's BESS w Il have
the sane dangers. Rural 7 Fire is unprepared
untrai ned, and ill-equi pped to extinguish a BESS fire.
The renote | ocation does not have a water source for
fire suppression, and Rural 7 |acks enough tenders to
supply the needed water.

EFSEC required the Wautoma Sol ar Projects -- and
It had BESS -- to have an artificial water source for
hel i copter fire suppression and a 10, 000-gal | on wat er
cistern for fire suppression. Are these the sane
requirements for the Carriger Solar and BESS project?
Afire at a Carriger BESS wll|l pose a great danger to
the people, the wildlife, and the environnment, and

t hese i ssues have not been addressed.
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The inconsistent zone -- inconsistent zoning and
BESS i ssues are significant, and your MDS -- NDNS was
premature and i nproperly issued and nust be resci nded.
You cannot grant expedited processing, and this -- for
this ill-conceived project. It nust go through the
adj udi cati on process.

And | understand now we have this project here.
It's 2,008 acres. That's only Phase 1. Carriger plans
probably anot her 4,000 acres. There'll be a Phase 2
and a Phase 3 just |ike Avangrid's Lund H I, Bluebird,
and now t hey have enough | and for another project out
on the east end of the county.

And | think it's shanmeful for you folks to go to

expedi ted processing when you still don't have all the
concl usions fromthe Yakama Tri be concerns. | don't
think that's fair. | don't believe you should be doing
t hat .

W live here. You don't live here. W have to
put up with this. You don't. You can go hone. You
don't have to ook at this. Your property val ues, your
way of life will not change. | hate to say it, but |
don't think you care about us. All these renewabl es,
this usel ess renewabl es forced upon us by Governor
| nsl ee and now Ferguson, the Cimte Conm tnent Act,

the C ean Energy Transformation Act, and all these
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policies that the County put in place is all
detrinmental. |It's all focused to us on the east side
of the state.

You guys don't have solar sites. You can't call
it afarm It isn't growing nothing green. It's not
growi ng anything good. |It's all bad. These people are
takers, whether it's Cypress Creek, Avangrid,
| nvener gy, NextEra, ConnectCGen. Al these conpanies
that are wanting to |l ease |land here, they're here to
t ake advantage of our county. They don't give nothing
back. Wen they | eave, when they go bankrupt, all
their mess will be on -- on us, and that includes
you-al | .

And their high util- -- their energy is costly.
And that conmes to you at your house too. Your rates go
up. We get inpacted by it, negatively inpact by it,
and you-all are just going to pass it. You'll go hone
and just say, Well, boy, we got that done.

You don't seemto have any conpassion for the
people who are forced to live by this junk. And these
guys that go back hone to Santa Monica and his buddy
Tai Wallace and all of them they don't care either.

If this is so good, build this by your house, and see
how you like it. W don't want it. Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
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M. Thies.

MR THES: Well, I wish | was as
good a speakers as the people that have gone before ne.
But 1"'mnot. M nane's Dave Thies. |'mrepresenting
t he Col unbi a Gorge Audubon Society this evening.

First, your decision to dispose of the opportunity
for the public to make judicial appeal. Gee, | w sh
t hat woul d have happened after we had a chance to talKk.
It just seens |ike that woul d have been the best way to
do it. But, you know, there's a benefit to having the
option at |east of judicial appeal. And that benefit
Is that it rem nds everybody both beforehand and after
that there could be consequence to decisions. Ckay?
That's a real benefit. Yeah, it's -- it's a tough
thing to do. But it's a benefit. And it's a
constitutional -protected benefit to appeal, for the
right of the people to appeal. That's gone. Ckay.

It seens |ike EFSEC has quite a ot of tine to
hear from proponents of energy projects and very little
time to hear fromthe inpacted public. W respectively
suggest that imting the public coment to three days
on the critical design decisions you are naking is
sinply inadequate. This brief comment period suggests
to us that EFSEC fears public coment.

We request that you extend the public comment
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period for witing letters so that our citizens can
feel we are actually being encouraged to participate
t hrough this process. The comment period should be

| ong enough for us to provide a considered review and
have tinme to wite by hand, as | have to do, our
letters and tinme for those letters to be mail ed and
recei ved by you.

As for nyself representing Audubon, | have -- |
would i ke to wite about three pages of comments. |
can't send it by conputer. Perhaps you have a fax
nunber. We hope that this request does not sound
unreasonabl e to you. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you. Thank
you, M. Thies.

Alex, if you could help us call the next two
people. And sone of this may be online, just for
everyone's awareness here in a nonent.

M5. SHILEY: O course.

For the record, this is Alex Shiley. | will be
calling up our next signed-up speaker. That is Kim
McKune. O Ken MKune. M apol ogies.

MR MKUNE: (Unintelligible) right
here from Gol dendal e.

CHAI R BECKETT: Wl cone.

MR. McKUNE: Have you guys checked
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to see what's going on in Washington, D.C.? | thought
President Trunp was going to cut the alternative energy
projects. |Is Carriger or Cypress Creek still going to
get subsidies to build this? You know, does that put a
change in their plans if they're not going to get our

t axpayer noney for their projects?

And you mi ght be thinking, Wll, what do you got
bet- -- what do you got that's better than the sol ar
panel s, you know, and BESS and -- and the site -- the
vi sual pollution, the seas of black glass? You know,
right nowit's green grass and gol den grass, and it's
pl easant to the eye. A sea of solar panels, it just
changes this area so greatly. It's just so unnatural
conpared to what we're all so used to.

And so | was kind of wondering if | could submt
an alternative for these fellows, these farnmers. And |
know a ot of them And, you know, in a way, | can't
bl ane them for wanting that noney, but they can nake
nore off of their land with henp --

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Go henp.
MR. McKUNE: -- per acre than they
can the sol ar.

You seed it. You use a seeder. You get it in the
ground. You watch it grow. |t gets the best, the

tal l est and skinniest you can grow, the fibers. You
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can nmake paper fiber, food. Sone of the best -- you're
not going to believe this one. Next to nother's mlk,
there is nothing better for a baby than henp m | k nade
fromsoaking the seeds. And for all of us. It's
healthy. |It's got a natural antibiotic init. And it
al so has a nol ecule that makes it good for devel opi ng
fuel, because it expl odes.

It's just so nultifaceted. It's been around for
t housands of years. Qur forefathers pronoted it. And
the only reason it isn't promnent in our society today
I's because of the nmarijuana scare, the -- DuPont and
the -- the big -- can't think of his nane from San

Franci sco, who nmade newspapers. They all got it all

out | awed and brought a big -- the marijuana scare. And
they're use -- henp farnms used to be a nmainstay of our
econony until -- until they nmade it illegal.

So can | submt this to you and have you take it
back, take -- take it back and | ook at it and | ook at
the possibilities of having a henp -- henp -- henp
econony? Henp econony.

CHAI R BECKETT: We're certainly
happy to take the materials. Qur staff in the back
have a box by which we can submit them That'd be
fine. W appreciate your joining us tonight.

MR, McKUNE: Get through World War
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1.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, sir.

M5. SHILEY: Qur next signed-up
speaker is Todd Andrews.

CHAI R BECKETT: M. Andrews is
out si de.

| s there the next speaker, and we can cone back to
M. Andrews?
M5. SHILEY: O course.
The next speaker signed up is Gene Call an.

CHAI R BECKETT: |I'msorry. Could

you spell that |ast nanme for us.
Thank you, sir.

MR. SHILEY: M. Callan is quicker
on the gun than I am It is CGa-I-l-a-n, for the
record.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, sir.

MR, CALLAN. (Unintelligible)
adjacent to the project. | think three -- three of our
property lines abut it. In fact, | think one of our
famly nenbers has a 52-acre parcel that's conpletely
engulfed by it. [|'mnot sure what the access is.

"1l keep nmy comrents really short, mainly because
as | was sitting there, thinking, I think this is the

sixth or seventh tine |'ve testified at a variety of

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com




© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

Carriger Solar Meeting
Public Comment Hearing, - May 05, 2025 Page 80

sessions over the |last few years, and at | east that
many or nore letters witten to all the various reports
t hat have cone out over the years. So in the spirit of
that, | appreciate all the comments before ne, and |
agree wwth them but nmy comment is basically this --
this is -- this just -- this project is not sited
properly.

Are there other |ocations in our county that could
have industrial solar? Possibly. Probably. But this
Is not the right location. | nean, it cones down to a
si npl e common-sense question. W can go through all
the engi neering analysis, and we can spin all we want.
The bottomline is it doesn't belong in the Gol dendal e
valley. So that's -- I'll sunmarize, and |'l| save a
mnute and a half. But it's just in the wong pl ace.
Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you. Thank
you for attending.

M5. SHILEY: (Videoconference audio
distortion) M. Todd Andrews.

CHAI R BECKETT: \Wel cone,
M. Andrews.

MR. ANDREWS: Thank you, Chair.

Bring the trash can up. Events like this are -- |

know that | -- kind of at that point where, about to
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throw up. | have a weak stomach for things |ike this.
It saddens ne. And so I'mKlickitat County

comm ssioner only four nonths. Mybe |I'l| have thicker
skin after another couple years.

So it saddens ne because -- you know, so the
EFSEC, that whole process, it's a fine process, but to
expedite it to go against, you know -- and | heard all
the comments at the beginning. There seemto be a
great concern of dealing with Yakama Nation and deal i ng
with sone of the residents, but then maybe not so nuch,
since you decided to expedite it. And they just
requested -- they just wanted their say-so as well as
the citizens in this room They just want a proper
pr ocess.

This county -- |'ve been in this county now 30
years, and they're not people that are "not in ny
backyard"” kind of people. They are very conmmobn-sense,
great people. They -- they do not -- they don't m nd
i ndustry. They don't mnd all these things. As |long
as it -- if they have a say-so. That's the reason why
we have ordi nances. That's the reason why we have
zoni ng.

And we have the EQZ for al nbst 20 years now, and
it very clearly states that solar projects are

anticipated to be snmall in size and nunber. This is
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not small in size, and the projects will not be small
I n nunber .

There's a nunber of other things in the EQZ that
state -- and | don't know how many of you people have
been to this site. | just -- just cane, just left
Kni ght Road right before comng here. Only ny second
time that | was with people in the area that kind of
know it better, so we stopped.

So as you go there tonmorrow, turn around nultiple
times. M/ guess is you'll only go to one -- one
| ocation. But as you drive that whol e Kni ght Road,
make sure and turn around and | ook, because ny guess is
50 to 75 percent of the honmes on the east end, every
home in eastern Klickitat County you can see fromthese
sites.

So if -- you could not pick a better site if you
wanted to be the nost intrusive and | ower the nost hone
val ues that you could. This is the perfect site. |If
that is the intent, to deci mate hone values, it's the
perfect site.

And so -- and the other thing, what Elaine stated,
was just wonderful. And I'd just |like to reiterate
that Klickitat County wel conmes projects like this just
as long as their concerns are net. Reasonable

concerns. Thank you.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
Conmi ssi oner .

M5. SHILEY: Chair, this represents
the end of the speakers who've signed up to speak. At
this tinme, we usually ask people who are online and
W shing to speak to use the Teans function to raise
your hand, or if you're calling in by phone, to go
ahead and speak up quickly so we can nake a note that
you' d like to speak. |If you're here in person and have
decided you'd |ike to share your thoughts, we ask that
you line up at the m crophone, and if possible, state

and spell your nane for the benefit of the court

reporter.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Alex. A
fine better -- fine job. Better than | would have
done.

Wel cone. If you could -- if you could state your

name for the record.
MR DAZEY: M nane's Warren Dazey.
Last nane's D-a-z-e-vy.

And | was by that Knight Road project today as
well. | live next toit. It borders ny property.
|'ve got 44 acres there. For the man fromthe Audubon
Society, I'"'mnot a birder, but |1've identified 35

different species of birds on ny property. |I'min a
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major wildlife mgration pattern. | get dozens of deer
go through ny pl ace.

Any kind of change in the wind, if there's a
problemw th solar, is going to conme ny way. Were am
| going to go? | didn't nove here to have to hide in a
notel or go out of state. | live here.

And as far as the presentation that was here when
| wal ked in, was well said. Not all of it was true.

We tal ked about 300, 350 jobs. Are those going to cone
fromKlickitat County? No. You know that. They're
going to be out-of-state contractors. | nean, it's not
rocket science. The green energy tax credits are
drying up. The President says it's a scam | believe
him So we expedite things. W hurry up and try and

| ock in as nmuch funds as we can before it drys up.

Wll, | don't know where it all started. | don't
know if it was conmm ssioners, what happened. But
Klickitat County's been sold out. And if you think the
governor or the attorney general, anybody in Oynpia
gives a rip about Klickitat County, think again. They
don't care about Klickitat County. It's full of people
that are uneducated |like nme. W don't know what's
going on. W know what's going on. And you do too.
You're sitting there, but you know what's goi ng on.

Anyway, |'mkind of fed up with the whol e thing.
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|"ve testified at these things several tines before

too. I|I'mnot sure it does any good. You can naeke it
happen. You can -- you can change things, if you want
to. Common sense. |It's been said before. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
M. Dazey.
Were there others who wi shed to come forward?
Wel come. |If you could state your nanme again for
the record, we'd appreciate it.
MR, THROOP: Luke Throop, Klickitat
County, resident of CGoldendale. Got famly out 142.
Drive by Knight Road all the tinme. Can't imagine

seeing all that solar out there. Kind of heartbreaking

really.
As | sit here and listen tonight, | wasn't going
to testify. | wasn't going to say anything, because

it's all been said before. What you' re not seeing here
before are the hundreds of citizens in Klickitat County
who have attended neeting after neeting, public conment
after public comment, county conm ssioner neetings, all
t he neeti ngs.
| happened to sit on the BESS commttee with

M. Chiles to help represent the citizens of Klickitat
County, and the overwhel m ng sense in Klickitat County

is -- It's -- it's not that we don't want sol ar. It's
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just let's -- we hear "comon sense"” tine and tine
again. This is the worst possible place to put a great
big solar farm

There are places that nobody's going to argue,
Hey, yeah, we got land. Let's put it out there.
That's going to work. But why are we putting it here?
Wy are we taking on all this risk for so little or no
benefit? Wiat's in it for us? Nothing? It seens |ike
we' re bei ng expl oited.

The question that cones to ny mnd this evening
Is, is there anything, is there a word, an inmage, a
phrase, a song, a sonnet, is there anything that woul d
nove you deeply to consider where everybody's com ng
fron? Not just the people in the room These are the
vanguard here. These are the diehards. These are
peopl e that are so commtted to making sure that this
doesn't get pushed through, bulldozing over the EQZ,
bul | dozing over the wll of the people. W're here to
be heard. But we're representing thousands upon
t housands, a significant percentage of the popul ation,
2,000 -- I"'msorry -- 27,000 people in Klickitat
County. That's not a lot, right?

But we're people. W're a community. W' ve got
identity. W've got cultural heritage that's being
ignored conpletely. | heard it tonight. You guys say,
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Ch, you know, well, we got sonme concerns about this and
that. Maybe we can mtigate that. Mybe we can't.
Has it been mtigated? | don't know. | don't think
it's been mtigated. Mybe. | don't know. \Well,
let's go ahead and expedite it.

|"mnot sure that that's the wi sest decision. |Is
that prudent? |If it was to go to litigation, is that
going to stand? That woul d be for counsel to decide.
Just based on the mnutes of the neeting tonight, I
don't know that it woul d.

Pl ease, to the voting nenbers of the body,
consi der you're naki ng decisions on behalf of a |ot of
people. It's a touchy issue. People get enotionally
charged because it touches their lives, their
l'ivelihoods, their children, their grandchildren, their
cultural heritage. That's all at stake right now.
It's not a sinple decision. |It's not sonething we want
to just, you know, bulldoze, we want to just push it
t hrough because tine, we got a 60-day deadline end of
June. Things nove fast. Sonetines the nore prudent
option is to sl ow down, take a step back, and say, Are
we doing the right thing?

| just ask that you would sleep with that tonight.
Consi der that noving forward. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
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M5. SHILEY: Ms. Grantham do we
have anyone indicating they' d |like to speak from

onl i ne?

M5. GRANTHAM None that | am seeing

at the nonment.

M5. SHILEY: Al right. W would
like to invite you, if you are calling in, to unnute
yoursel f and speak up if you're not able to use the
hand-rai se function. |If you are, please raise your
hand. O herwi se, the neeting is scheduled to end afte
the | ast speaker, so this would be the final call for
anyone who'd |ike to speak in person or online.

If you' d like to speak, please feel free to just
approach the m crophone. Just nake sure to speak, and
I f possible, spell your nanme for the benefit of our
court reporter.

CHAI R BECKETT: If you could make
sure the m ke hears you in that way.

M5. FI TZPATRICK: F-i-t-z --

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

M5. FITZPATRICK: -- p-a-t-r-i-c-k.
And | live in Goldendale. And | agree with everything
| " ve heard here tonight. And we have. There's sone
di ehards of us that have witten letters. W've

attended these neetings. It falls on deaf ears. Like

r
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tonight, this is, to ne, an exercise in futility. The
only thing | get out of it is you guys have to sit in
these hard chairs too, you know.

| mean, honest to God. You already voted. And
then you want our comments? | nean, |I'msorry. W're
not stupid here. W know what you're doing. So,
anyway, | hope you do listen to the last man and do
ret hi nk your decision tonight. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

M5. SHILEY: Al right. Wth that,
Chair --

CHAI R BECKETT: Any ot her comments?

M5. SHILEY: -- | don't believe we
have any nore coments.

CHAI R BECKETT: GCkay. | believe
that will nearly conclude us. Let ne | ook to Council
if there were any qui ck coments that you wi sh to nmake.
Let nme just, out of respect to each of you, ask. And
then "Il turn this to staff if there are other closing
comrents after Council. None online, | take it.

Ckay. Director Bunmpus, any further closing
comment fromstaff? O we'll soon wap this up.

Ckay. Well, thank you again. These are not easy
topics. W appreciate each of you having nade the

effort to not only -- for those in attendance, for
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t hose who have listened in and participated online.

Agai n, other coments are being gathered. They -- they

certainly will be considered of not only the record but

of this Council deliberation.
And al so for everyone's awareness in the nonent,
the Council wll be gathering tonorrow norning, My

6th, at 9:30 a.m, at World War Il Park, where we

will -- at 213 East Burgen Street, which |I'm sure many

of you know, in particular, and we will depart on the
site tour fromthere. It is an open public neeting.
You are welcone to attend. It wll be nore of
follow ng along the Council as we are ultimtely not
taki ng public coment as well as that we need to see
the site with staff alone, as | understand it.

So, nonetheless, it is a public neeting with the
Council in full having gathered itself to take the
tour. So, again, 9:30 tonorrow norning at World War
Par k.

And with that, at 7:32, | wll conclude this

public comment hearing. And thank you, again, for your

time and participation. W're adjourned at 7:32.
(Meeti ng adj ourned at
7:32 p.m)
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STATE OF WASHI NGTON ) |, John MS. Botel ho, CCR RPR,
) ss a certified court reporter
County of Pierce ) in the State of Washi ngton, do

hereby certify:

That the foregoing Special Council Meeting and Public
Comment Hearing of the Washington State Energy Facility Site
Eval uati on Council were conducted in ny presence, appearing
renotely via videoconference, and adjourned on May 5, 2025,
and thereafter was transcri bed under ny direction; that the

transcript is a full, true and conplete transcript of the
said neeting and hearing, transcribed to the best of ny
ability;

That | amnot a relative, enployee, attorney or counsel

of any party to this matter or relative or enployee of any
such attorney or counsel and that I amnot financially
interested in the said matter or the outcone thereof;

IN WTNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set ny hand
this 20th day of My, 2025.

/s/John M'S. Botel ho, CCR, RPR
Certified Court Reporter No. 2976
(Certification expires 5/26/2026.)
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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat on Wdnesday,
May 21, 2025, at 621 Wodl and Square Loop Sout heast,
Lacey, Washington, at 1:30 p.m, the follow ng
Mont hly Meeting of the Washi ngton State Energy

Facility Site Evaluation Council was held, to wit:

LKL L L >>>>>>

CHAI R BECKETT: Good afternoon.
This is Kurt Beckett, chair of EFSEC, calling our My
21st neeting to order.

And, Ms. Gantham if you would call the roll,

pl ease.

M5. GRANTHAM It wll actually be
Ms. Barker.

CHAI R BECKETT: Gh. Thank you.

M5. BARKER  Departnent of
Conmrer ce.

CHAI R BECKETT: W might do a m ke
check too just to nmake sure for our Council nenbers
onl i ne,

Can you hear us here in the roon? W' re using
t he above-our-head m kes today rather than on the
t abl e.
MR. YOUNG Yes, | can hear --
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can hear the room
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
Counci | man Young. W can mark as here.
M5. BARKER  Departnent of Ecol ogy.
MR, LEVITT: -- Levitt, present.
M5. BARKER  Departnent of Fish and
Widlife.
MR. PAMPLIN. Nate Panplin,
present.
M5. BARKER  Departnent of Natural
Resour ces.
MR. YOUNG Lenny Young, present.
M5. BARKER  Local -- Uilities and
Transportati on Conm ssi on.
MS. BREWSTER  Stacey Brewster,
present .
M5. BARKER  Local governnent and
opti onal State agenci es.
For the Hop Hi Il project, Benton County, Paul
Kr upi n.
For the Carriger Solar project, Klickitat County,
Matt Chil es.
MR, CH LES: WMatt Chiles, present.
M5. BARKER  For the Wallula Gap
proj ect, Benton County, Adam Fyall.
253.627.6401 BAGO . schedule@balitigation.com
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For the Col deneye BESS project, Skagit County,
Robert -- Robby Eckroth.
MR. ECKROTH:. (Vi deoconference
audi o distortion), present.
MS. BARKER  Assistant attorney
generals. Jon Thonpson.
MR THOMPSON: Present.
M5. BARKER  Zack Packer.
MR PACKER  Present.
M5. BARKER  Talia Thuet.
For EFSEC staff, | will call those anticipated to
speak today.
Soni a Bunpus.
M5. BUMPUS: Present.
M5. BARKER  Am Haf keneyer.
M5. HAFKEMEYER  Present.
M5. BARKER Ay Moon.
MS. MOON:. Any Moon, present.
M5. BARKER  Sean G eene.
MR, GREENE: Present.
M5. BARKER  Sara Randol ph.
MS. RANDOLPH: Present.
M5. BARKER  John Barnes.
MR, BARNES: Present.
M5. BARKER  Joanne Snar ski .
253.627.6401 BAGO . schedule@balitigation.com
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MS. SNARSKI : Present.
M5. BARKER  Dave \Wal ker.
MR. WALKER:  Present.
M5. BARKER  Lisa MLean.
M5. McLEAN: Present.
M5. BARKER  For operational
updates: Kittitas Valley w nd project.
MR. CASEDAY: Jarred Caseday,
present.
M5. BARKER WI|d Horse Wnd Power
Proj ect.
Grays Harbor Energy Center.
Chehalis Generation Facility.
MR SMTH  Jereny Smth, present.
M5. BARKER  Col unbi a CGenerati ng
St ati on.
MR. LaPORTE: Josh LaPorte,
present .
M5. BARKER  Col unmbi a Sol ar.
Goose Prairie Sol ar.
MR, JIA: Nelson Jia, present.
M5. BARKER  Ostrea Sol ar.
UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:
(Unintelligible), present.
M5. BARKER Is there anyone online
253.627.6401 BAGO . schedule@balitigation.com
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for the counsel for the environnent?

M5. REYNEVELD: Yes. Sarah
Reynevel d and Yuriy Korol are present.

M5. BARKER  Chair, there is a
gquorum for all councils.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. Thank
you.

Movi ng on. Council, we have a proposed agenda
before us. And before | entertain a notion to adopt
the agenda, | would like to note a wel cone update.
| f someone woul d i ncorporate this into proposed
notion. Oversight on ny part was, in our No. 6,
"Qther,"” in addition to the rul emaki ng update that is
publ i shed there, there's an intent to have a short
verbal |egislative session update. So we woul d add
that into the second itemunder "Qther."

And with that context fromthe chair, | would
entertain a notion on the agenda.

Counci | man Panpli n.

MR. PAMPLIN. Yeah. Thanks,
M. Chair. | nove that we approve the agenda with
the addition of the legislative briefing under
|tem No. 6.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you. |Is

there a second?

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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MS. BREWSTER  Stacey Brewster --
MR. YOUNG Lenny Young.
M5. BREWSTER  -- seconds.
MR. YOUNG  Second.

CHAI R BECKETT: Stacey by a nose,
guess. Thank you, Council man Young.
There's a notion on the table and seconded. Any
further discussion, Council?

Heari ng none.

Al in favor, please signify by saying
MJLTI PLE SPEAKERS:. Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: (Qpposed?

aye.

Al right. The agenda is adopted as anended.

Moving on to the neeting mnutes. April 16
nmont hly nmeeting m nutes have been shared with
Council. Are there any edits or additions to the
m nutes? | as chair have reviewed them and did not
have any substantive changes to add to this nonth.
Further -- I'"'msorry. And could | have a notion on
to adopt (unintelligible).

MR PAMPLIN. M. Chair, I'll go
ahead and nove to approve the April 16, 2025, nonthly
nmeeting m nutes.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

|s there a second?

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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MS. BREWSTER St acey Brewster.

Second.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Council
Brewst er .
Motion to adopt the mnutes is on the table. |Is

there any further discussion or edits, anmendnents to
the m nutes?
Heari ng none.

Al in favor of adopting the m nutes, please

signify by saying "aye.
MJULTI PLE SPEAKERS: Aye.
CHAl R BECKETT: Opposed?
Al right. Mnutes are adopt ed.
W will nove on to the operational updates,
starting with Jarred Caseday of Kittitas Valley W nd.
MR. CASEDAY: Yeah. Good
afternoon, Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.
This is Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewabl es for the
Kittitas Valley wi nd power project.
We had not hing nonroutine to report for the
peri od.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
Moving on to Wl d Horse.
MR. CASEDAY: Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Sara Randol ph may

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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be --
M5. RANDCLPH: Yes.
CHAI R BECKETT: -- covering the
proj ect today.
M5. RANDOLPH: Good afternoon.
Thank you, Chair Beckett, Council nenbers, and staff.
This is Sara Randol ph, site specialist for WId
Hor se.
The facility update is provided in your packet.
There are no nonroutine updates to report.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
|"'m noving on to the Chehalis Generation
Facility. M. Smth.
MR. SM TH. Good afternoon, Chair
Beckett, Council nenbers, and EFSEC staff. This is
Jereny Smith, the operations manager representing the
Chehalis Generation Facility.
There are no nonroutine itens to report for this
peri od.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
M. Snmith.
Moving on to Grays Harbor Energy Center. Chris
Sheri n.
M5. RANDOLPH: Chair Beckett, this

Is Sara Randol ph. | didn't hear Chris on the |line.

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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So I'lIl go ahead and gi ve the update.

CHAI R BECKETT: Yes, please.

M5. RANDOLPH. The facility update
Is provided in your packet. There are no nonroutine
updates to report.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. Thank
you.

Moving on to Colunbia Solar. |1'mnot certain |
heard a representative of either on the roll call.

M5. RANDOLPH. |'Il go ahead and
give that update as well. This is Sara Randol ph,
site specialist for Colunbia Sol ar.

The facility update is provided in your packet.
There are no nonroutine updates to report.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Moving on to the report for both the Col unbi a
Cenerating Station, nunber one, and nunber two, VNP 1
and 4. M. LaPorte.

MR. LaPORTE: Good afternoon, Chair
Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff. This is Josh
LaPorte representing Col unbia Generating Station and
Washi ngt on Nucl ear Projects 1 and 4.

The facility update is included in your packet
for both sites. There are no nonroutine updates to

report.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
Goose Prairie Solar. M. Jia.
MR JIA: H. Nelson here.
So for the nonth of April, approxinmte generation

was 19, 700 nmegawatt-hours. W had simlar inverter
I ssues conpared to the previous nonth. Qutside of
that, no nonroutine issues operationally or
environnental ly or any safety issues to bring up.
Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Moving on to Ostrea Sol ar.

MR. VOLTZ: Good afternoon. This
Is Jon Voltz with Cypress Creek Renewabl es.

The construction is underway on the project. W
are on schedule. Road construction is -- is getting
cl ose to being done. Laydown yards have been
installed. Current activities ongoing are pile
installation, fence installation, sone trenching and
cable install as well as sonme of the work of the
subst ati on foundati ons going in.

No -- no mgjor environnental or safety incidents
to report.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. Thank
you, M. Voltz. Appreciate the update.

So |l ooks Iike we are al ready noving on to our

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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Carriger Solar briefing by our staff. M. Snarski
will give the opening brief.

M5. SNARSKI: Thank you, Chair
Becket t.

This is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for
t he proposed Carriger Solar project in Klickitat
County.

Since the Council's last regularly schedul ed
mont hly neeting, a special Council neeting was held
on May 5th at the grange hall in Goldendale. The
pur pose of that neeting was to address the
applicant's request for expedited processing. At
that neeting, the Council voted to approve the
expedi ted processing for Carriger Sol ar.

On the followi ng day, May 6th, staff provided a
site tour of the proposed |ocation of the project to
t he Council nenbers.

For today's update, staff prepared a presentation
on past and future actions that will provi de context
to neet the purpose of today's update and request for
Carriger Solar. Sean G eene, our SEPA specialist,
our site -- State Environnental Policy Act speciali st
assigned to the project, wll take you through this
present ati on.

Sean.
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MR. GREENE: Thank you.

Let nme just share during m ne.

Ckay. Thank you, Joanne. And thank you, Chair
Beckett and Council nenbers. M nane is Sean G eene.
| ama State Environnental Policy Act, or SEPA
speci alist for EFSEC.

And the purpose of this presentation is to
describe for the Council the process that staff went
through in the preparation of the mtigated
determ nati on of nonsignificance, or MDNS, for the
Carriger Solar project; introduce the Council to
changes that staff plans to include in the revised
mtigated determ nation of nonsignificance, or RNVDNS,
In response to coments received during the
associ ated public comment period; describe the
expedited process that the project is nowin; and
explain today's staff request for Council action.

As we're going to be covering a nunber of topics,
| anticipate there may be questions from Counci l
menbers. | will try to keep an eye out for raised
hands, but if | mss a Council nenber, please feel
free to let nme know.

And to begin, I'd like to take a mnute to rem nd
the Council of sone of the specifics regarding the

Carriger project.
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Carriger Solar, LLC, is a project that was
submtted to EFSEC for consideration on February
10t h, 2023, by Cypress Creek Renewables, LLC.  For
convenience, | wll be referring to Cypress Creek
Renewabl es as "the applicant" throughout the
remai nder of this presentation.

Carriger is a proposed 160-negawatt sol ar-only
generation facility with a 63-negawatt battery energy
storage system or BESS, that is to be |ocated on
2,108 acres of privately owned | and approxi mately two
mles west and northwest of the city of Goldendale in
uni ncor porated Klickitat County.

As a note, that 2,108 acres represents the total
proj ect | ease boundary, neaning all |ands that are
under project control. No nore than 1,326 acres of
that area are proposed for the maxi num proj ect
extent, nmeaning the total footprint of all project
conponent s.

When constructed, the project would interconnect
Wi th the existing power grid through a 500-foot-1|ong,
500- kil ovolt overhead tie-in line to the Bonneville
Power Adm nistration's Knight substation, which is
| ocated on a parcel adjacent to the northern part of
t he project boundary.

As with any project submtted to EFSEC, staff

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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reviewed the proposal to identify any adverse
environnental inpacts associated with one or nore
SEPA resources identified in Washi ngton

Adm ni strative Code, or WAC, 197-11-444. These
resources are |listed here on the left half of the
slide. | wll address the colored asterisks in a
nmonment, but | want to speak to the task that staff is
responsi ble for during a SEPA review.

Staff work with rel evant subject matter experts
and other federal, state, and |ocal agencies and at
our contractor WSP to assess the project, identify
and determ ne the magni tude of environnental inpacts,
and recomend mtigation to reduce those inpacts.

O particular inportance are inpacts that are
deened, quote, significant by SEPA, neaning those
t hat have a reasonabl e |ikelihood of nore than
noder at e adverse i npacts or those that woul d have a
severe adverse i npact.

EFSEC staff proposed mtigation for any
environnental inpacts regardl ess of significance.

But if after the inposition of all reasonable
mtigation, an inpact would remain significant, an
environnental inpact statenent woul d be required.

As evidenced by the fact that EFSEC has publi shed
an MDNS for this project, staff have determ ned that

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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all inpacts associated with the project have been
mtigated to a | evel bel ow significance.

Now, as for the asterisks, for the purpose of
illustration, | have added asterisk indicators to the
listed resources to indicate how they have been
addressed by EFSEC staff and/or the applicant.

Those resources wth blue asterisks have
mtigation neasures that staff have proposed in the
MDNS for inclusion in the eventual site certification
agreenent as conditions for project approval.

| should note that for resources where mtigation
was not proposed by staff, that does not nean that
there were no inpacts identified. It sinply neans
that the inpacts were appropriately addressed by
exi sting applicant commtnents in the application.

In the interest of tinme, I won't go through each
I ndividual mtigation neasure in this presentation,
but |I'd encourage anyone interested in seeing themto
read through the MDNS and/or the associated staff
meno, which is avail able on the project Wb page on
t he EFSEC site.

Those resources with red asterisks required
substantial project redesign as part of the
di scussi on between EFSEC staff, the applicant, and

other interested parties to address resource inpacts.
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These project redesigns resulted in the project
either avoiding or mnimzing inpacts to the rel evant
resource by shifting or reducing the project
footprint. But these changes were incorporated as
applicant commtnents that are now consi dered as
fundanmental parts of the proposal and are therefore
not reflected in the listed mtigation neasures shown
i n the IDNS.

A nore thorough discussion of inpacts, mtigation
nmeasures, applicant comm tnents, and redesi gns can be
found in the staff neno which was attached to the
IVDNS.

Next, | wanted to show a rough overvi ew of sone
of the project |ayout changes that have been
I ncor porated throughout the EFSEC revi ew of the
pr oj ect .

The figure on the left is fromthe original
application for site certification on February 10th
of 2023. And the figure on the right was provi ded by
the applicant on January 14th of 2025. These figures
aren't one-to-one on their synbology, so don't worry
about things like the Iight-blue DNR parcel suddenly
appearing the last two years. | can pronise it was
there fromthe start.

As you may expect, the applicant is constantly

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com



© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

EFSEC 2025 Monthly Meetings
May, - May 21, 2025

Page 23

revising the project footprint to accommodate for
updated i nformation and di scussions with EFSEC. So
even the figure fromJanuary of this year is not
fully current. It does not show the setbacks from
the DNR parcel that were agreed to in April.

But to point out a few of the nore substanti al
| ayout changes, if you | ook at the southern third of
the project, you can see a nunber of the white
bl ocks, which represent solar arrays in this case,
have been renoved fromthe plan. These panels were
renoved to accommobdate buffers to wetl ands and vernal
pool s, which are shall ow depressions that are
seasonally full of water, that were identified during
the applicant's consultation with the Departnent of
Ecol ogy.

In order to recover sone of the | ost energy
production potential fromthese panels, the applicant
has filled in a few gaps el sewhere in the project
area, the nost obvious of which is the new wedge of
panels in the center east portion of the project.

It's not at all easy to see in these figures, so
"Il show you themin nore detail in the next slides,
but you can al so see where panel s have been noved
back from State Route 142 al ong the sout hern boundary

of the project area and Kni ght Road, which is a
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north-south road that bisects the project to reduce
visual inpacts to notorists along those roads.

| should also state that there have been project
redesi gns that have been nmade to reduce inpacts to
traditional cultural properties identified by the
Yakama Nation. As both the nature and | ocation of
traditional cultural properties are considered
confidential information, | will not be discussing
those redesigns -- redesigns related to those
resources in this public neeting so as not to risk
breaching confidentiality, but that information can
be directly comuni cated to the Council via other
met hods.

And before we nove on, | just want to nmake it
clear that the nore recent figure on the right is in
no way final. As | nentioned, it doesn't show sone
al ready agreed-upon setbacks, and the applicant nay
continue to mcrosite the project up to the start of
construction with EFSEC approval so long as existing
set backs and buffers are adhered to.

It is possible that sone of the panels
tentatively renoved fromthe southern portion of the
project may be reinserted prior to construction. But
in any scenario, the final design wll be

constrained -- wll constrain all conponents to areas
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within the bold black Iine, which represents the
proj ect | ease boundary.

One environnental resource that EFSEC staff
initially identified as potentially significantly
I npacted were -- was visual inpacts associated to
experiences by notorists along State Route 142 and
Kni ght Road. EFSEC s staff and the applicant worked
on addi tional setbacks al ong those roads that, based
on updated visual sinulations, EFSEC staff have
determ ned effectively reduce inpacts to a |evel
bel ow si gni fi cance.

To give you an idea of what we're | ooking at
right now, we are |ocated at the red dot in the mni
map to the right on State Route 142 al ong the
sout hern border of the project area. Follow ng
EFSEC s initial indication that visual inpacts along
this road were potentially significant, the applicant
proposed a redesign in which the fence |ine was noved
back 30 additional feet fromthe roadway, naking the
proj ect boundary at least 70 feet fromthe road.

G ven the shortness of this point of interaction
with the project and the roadway, approxi mately one
quarter mle, and the speed that notorists will be
traveling along SR 142, wth the speed |imt of 50

mles per hour, these visual inpacts were
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subsequently determ ned to be | ess than significant.

For this and the setbacks shown on the next few
slides, | do have the visual sinulations prepared by
the applicant ready to display to the Council if
there is an interest after the conpletion of the
present ati on.

Anot her area where we initially identified
potentially significant visual inpacts to notorists
was al ong Kni ght Road, a north-south road that
touches the project at four spots. Again, for
reference, the point that we're | ooking at in these
| ayouts corresponds to the red dot in the mni map on
the right.

The applicant proposed -- has proposed increasing
set backs along the entire stretch of Kni ght Road.
Just to clarify that the setbacks that we' re | ooking
at in these particular figures are not limted to
that area of the project. Follow ng setbacks,
project fencing will be |ocated at | east 100 feet
from Kni ght Road, and panels will be | ocated at |east
120 feet fromthe road.

Agai n, based on updated visual sinulations
produced show ng reduced visual inpacts to notorists
al ong the new setbacks, EFSEC staff determ ned that

the inpacts are now | ess than significant.
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Set backs were al so increased al ong the DNR parcel
that is located in between two sections of the
project. Potentially significant visual inpacts to
vi sual aesthetics and quality of experience to users
of these public |ands, including hunters and
recreationalists, were identified. And setbacks were
agreed to that would reduce these inpacts.

These figures show that the fence |ine setback
al ong the southern boundary of the DNR parcel was
increased from 20 feet to 100 feet, and the panel
set back was increased from75 feet to 125 feet.

Based on updated vi sual simnulations produced
show ng reduced visual inpacts wth the new setbacks,
EFSEC staff again determ ned that these inpacts are
now | ess than significant.

And, finally, as was done with the southern
boundary, setbacks were increased along the northern
boundary of the DNR parcel to address simlar
I npacts. These figures show that the fence |line and
panel setbacks have been increased by 50 feet, with
the fence at | east 100 feet fromthe boundary and
panel s at | east 140 feet fromthe boundary.

For the purposes of the MDNS, staff determ ned
that the updated visual sinulations produced show ng

t he new set backs showed that visual inpacts were |ess
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than significant.

So following the inplenentation of all redesigns,
set backs, and mtigation considered by EFSEC staff,
staff determ ned that all project inpacts could be
reduced to a | evel below significant as defined by
SEPA. As a result, EFSEC issued a mtigated
determ nati on of nonsignificance for the Carriger
project on April 7th of this year. A 14-day public
comment period was subsequently opened, as required
by Washi ngton Adm nistrative Code 197-11-340, that
cl osed on April 20th. Both the MDNS i ssuance and
public comment period were publicly noticed through
t he SEPA Register, |ocal newspapers, the EFSEC
website, and ot her neans.

At the close of the public comment period, a
total of seven comments had been received: One from
the tribe, the Yakama Nation; three fromstate and
| ocal governnent agencies; and three from nenbers of
the public.

Based on these comments, additional discussion
Wth interested parties, and EFSEC staff review, it
iIs EFSEC s intention to issue a revised mtigated
determ nati on of nonsignificance by the end of June
to reflect changes in response to coments received.

This tine is needed to conpl ete updated i npact
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assessnents, finalize new mtigation neasures, and
conpl ete comruni cations with interested parties.

So with the publication of the MDNS and the
Council's previous | and-use consi stency order issued
on Septenber 25th of 2023, the project net the two
requirenents to be potentially eligible for expedited
process. This is a process outlined in the Revised
Code of Washi ngton, or RCW Chapter 80.50.075 and
WAC 463-43.

But there are three primary results for the
project entering this process.

First, no further review of an application can be
done by an i ndependent consultant except as needed as
part of a recommendation to the governor.

Second, no adjudicative proceedi ng under RCW
Chapter 34.05 will be held.

And, finally, within 60 days of the effective
date of the determ nation on expedited process, the
Council shall forward its recommendati on for approval
or denial of the project to the governor.
| nportantly, this 60-day tineline can be extended to
a later tinme if nutually agreed to by both the
appl i cant and the EFSEC Council.

As Joanne nentioned a bit earlier, on May 5th of

2025, the Council held a special neeting to consider
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the request fromthe applicant that the project be
grant ed expedited processing. Prior to this action,
a public coment period was held fromApril 29th to
May 1st, during which a total of eight coments were
received. Five were comments opposed to the action
and the project due to concerns about the industrial
nature of the project and the |oss of farm and. Two
were comments in favor of the action and the project
due to support for solar -- solar devel opnent
generally. And one comment was received fromthe
Yakama Nation, which requested that the Council del ay
Its decision on expedited processing until after
formal consultation had been held between the Yakana
Nati on Council and the EFSEC Council.

Fol | owi ng Counci | deliberations and questions
that were addressed to EFSEC staff, the Council voted
on and approved the Carriger project for expedited
processing with an effective date of May 5th, 2025.
Wth the 60-day deadline included wthin expedited
processing, this results in a deadline for
recomendation to the governor for approval or denial
of the project of July 4th, 2025.

So as | said before, staff currently anticipates
preparing a revised MONS based on comments received

on the MONS. The first comment that we received that
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was deenmed substantiative enough to warrant a change
to the MDNS was a claimthat the visual and

qual i ty-of -experience inpacts to users of the DNR
parcel -- specifically along the northern boundary --
woul d remain too high, even after the setbacks that
we have al ready di scussed.

After considering the issue, EFSEC staff intend
to add a requirenent to the revised MDNS that the
applicant install periodic earthen berns along the
hal f-m |l e shared border with the DNR parcel on its
northern boundary. This would both break up the
visibility of the project fromthe northern boundary
of the DNR parcel and allow for the project to blend
in nore wth the existing topography, which is
| argely defined by small, gently sloped hills.

The second comment requiring an addition to the
MDNS was a concern that was rai sed regarding the
chall enges with water dispersal in the event of a
fire on the site.

As the project is |located approximately 15
m nutes' drive tinme fromthe nearest fire station and
the local fire response agency, Rural 7 Fire &
Rescue, only possesses two fire tenders, which are
the trucks that supply water for the hoses on the

trucks, Rural 7 estimates that they would only be
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able to disperse water for 30 m nutes of every 60
mnutes in the case of a fire on the site due to the
need to periodically drive back and refill their

t enders.

To address this inpact to energency response
servi ces, EFSEC staff proposes to add a requirenent
to the revised MDNS that the applicant install a
10, 000-gal l on water cistern on-site that will be
accessi bl e for energency response personnel use in
the event of a fire.

Based on the cal cul ations staff have been
provided, Rural 7 has the capability of punping at
full volunme for approximately 30 m nutes straight
using their 3,000-gallon and 5, 000-gallon tenders.
Providing a 10,000-gallon cistern on-site would
provide an additional 30 to 45 m nutes of punping.

Combi ned, this should allow for at |east one and
one-half hours of punping, assum ng the tenders
performa refill round trip while the cistern is
used.

The final of the three changes that staff
anticipate incorporating into a revised MDNS is as a
result of nultiple comments regarding the potenti al
envi ronnental health and public safety inpacts

associated with a fire at the project's battery
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energy storage system or BESS.

One potential avenue for addressing these inpacts
that has been raised is changing the battery
chem stry currently proposed: Lithiumiron phosphate
chem stry. Staff have assessed ot her potenti al
battery chem stries and believe that the currently
sel ected one is nost appropriate for this project at
this tine.

Sone alternative chemstries, such as |ead-acid,
have many of the sane environnental risks as
l'ithiumion-based batteries but have a nmuch shorter
life span, resulting in excessive waste. O her
alternative chemstries, such as liquid sodium
appear to have fewer environnental concerns but are
still inmmature technologies at this tine that aren't
wi dely avail able commercially for BESSes.

Staff is satisfied that the lithiumiron
phosphate chem stry, which was specifically sel ected
as it has a greater safety margi n than ot her
lithiumion chem stries, when conbined with the
commtnents and mtigation neasures outlined in the
MDNS, is sufficient to address this inpact.

These neasures include the fact that the BESS
wi Il consist of a self-contained -- self-contained

storage nodul es placed in racks wth a cooling
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system wll be nounted on a cenent pad that will be
encircled with a gravel buffer, and will contain fire

suppressi on systens designed in accordance with all
applicable fire codes and the nost current Nati onal
Fire Protection Association standards, especially
St andard 855, standard for the installation of
stationary energy storage systens, which was | ast
updated in 2023.

This system woul d i nclude nonitoring equi pnent,
al arm systens, condensed aerosol fire suppressants,
gaseous nedia fire extinguishing devices, and renote
shut-off capabilities. In recognition that battery
technology wll assunedly devel op over tine, however,
staff propose adding a requirenent that the applicant
assess alternate -- alternative battery chem stries
when the BESS is due to be replaced and reconmend the
nost environnentally friendly chem stry that is
wi dely comercially available at the tinme for EFSEC s
final approval. The applicant anticipates a 15- to
20-year life span for the BESS, at which point in
time new chem stries may be avail able that are | ess
I npact ful .

And before we conplete the presentati on and nove
on to Council questions, deliberations, and potenti al

actions, staff wanted to present the Council with the
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upcomng tineline for the Carriger application, now
that it has been granted expedited process.

First, an inportant caveat. | nentioned before
that the staff anticipates publishing a revised NMDNS
by the end of June. For the purposes of SEPA, the
MDNS is considered a final docunent, so Council
actions made follow ng the publication of the NMDNS
are being done followi ng the conpl etion of EFSEC SEPA
review. The proposed changes to be added to the
revised MDNS can still be incorporated as conditions
into the site certification agreenent pending --
pendi ng Council decisions, but the publication date
of the RVDNS exists outside of this tineline and does
not affect anything listed here.

Ckay. On to the tineline. On May 5th of 2025,
Council held a special neeting to address the
applicant's request for expedited process. Follow ng
del i berations, the Council granted that request. And
I medi ately followng a special -- this special
Council neeting, a public hearing was held, during
whi ch several nenbers of the | ocal community
expressed their thoughts on the environnental inpacts
of the project and their opinions on past and future
Council actions. The Council was present at this

heari ng.
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On May 6, the follow ng day, the Council -- the
Council visited the proposed site of the Carriger
facility. And today, on May 21st, Council is hol ding
its regularly schedul ed nonthly neeting, where it
wi Il consider staff's request on Council action that
| wll explain in nore detail on the next slide.

Dependi ng on the Council's deliberation and
deci sion, staff may begin drafting docunents to
support a future Council recomendati on on approval
or denial of the project follow ng today's neeting.

On June 4th, the chair, a subset of the Council,
or the entire Council is tentatively scheduled to
neet wth the Yakanma Nation Council to hold fornal
consultation regarding the Carriger project. This
will be a closed neeting to allow the Yakama Nati on
Council to discuss confidential tribal information on
traditional cultural properties. At this tine, the
date and tinme of this consultation has not been
confirmed, but staff anticipate a confirmation in the
near future.

If the Council directs staff to prepare -- to
begi n preparing draft docunents today, staff wll
have until June 9th to conplete those draft docunents
so that they can be submtted for public comment and

provided to the Council ahead of the June Council
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nmeeting. Staff currently anticipates providing a
ten-day public comment period to receive comments on
the draft docunents.

On June 18th, the Council will hold a regularly
schedul ed nonthly neeting, during which they may
direct staff to make changes to the draft
recommendat i on docunents and/or nmake a final decision
on whether to formally recommend the project for
approval or denial to the governor.

| f the Council does decide to vote to recommend
the project for approval or denial to the governor at
this neeting, they wll sinultaneously direct staff
to finalize the recommendati on docunents and prepare
a recommendati on package for submttal to the
gover nor.

As matters currently stand, staff would have
until June 25th to nmake any directed edits and
prepare the recomendati on package and submt it
along wwth the Council's recomrendati on.

June 25th is when the current application
extension previously agreed to by the Council and the
applicant expires, though it can be further extended
by nmutual agreenent of both parties.

July 4th represents the end of the 60-day

expedited process tineline, at which -- at -- at
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whi ch the Council's recomendation to the governor
woul d be due. This can al so be extended by nutual
agreenent between the Council and the applicant, but
as it cones after the ASC, or application for site
certification extension, the expiration deadline of
June 25th, it is noved for the tine being.

And as you nay be able to tell after that
rundown, there are several points in the upcom ng
process wth tight deadlines and qui ck turnarounds
both for the Council and for staff.

Staff anticipates that an increase in the ASC
extensi on and possibly an extension to the expedited
process deadline may be needed.

And so following this presentation, staff woul d
request that the Council take action on the
followng. Staff requests that the Council vote to
direct staff to prepare draft recommendati on
docunents for approval or denial of the project.

As noted, these docunents would be drafts and
woul d be subject to change as a result of any
deci sions or discussions that occur in tribal
consul tation, Council deliberations, or other avenues
and woul d be submitted for public coment.

If the Council directs staff to prepare draft

docunents in the support -- to support a
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recomendation for a project approval, staff plan to
use the mtigation neasures outlined within the NDNS,
t hose shown on the previous slides that will be added
to the RVDNS, any mtigation neasures that arrive
fromtribal consultation, and any additional neasures
that the Council identifies. These neasures would be
made conditions for ultinmate project approval.

And, finally, I want to make it clear that this
request is not for a final Council action on the
formal decision on whether to recommend the project
for approval or denial to the governor. That wll
conme at a future Council neeting after the Council
has provided the draft reconmmendati on docunents and
will be publicly noticed as a potential final action
ahead of tine.

And with that, |I and other staff are available to
answer any questions that the Council nenbers may
have about the NMDNS, RMDNS, expedited process, the
tineline, or the Carriger project in general.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. Thank
you, Sean and Joanne. Thank you as well for the
Power Point that | think does a nice job of at |east
hel ping to sumrari ze the original state and the
updated current state. COCbviously there's sone nore

changes that are still in the mx and possible as
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you' ve highlighted. So worthy of restating that, |
t hi nk.

Wth those comments, let nme turn this to the
Counci|l for your questions or comments on the
presentation. And then | would note, on the process
and what, you know, action may or may not be
consi dered today and sone of the other future steps,
we Wil conme to that next. So | would say this would
be nore, for now, the discussion on the project
presentation, if that's acceptable to Council.

So wwth that, | see a hand from Counci | man Young.

MR. YOUNG Thank -- thank you,

Chai r.

As regards Change No. 2 in the RVMDNS, what is the
manner of filling and refilling the 10, 000-gall on
cisterns? Were does the water conme from and how
long would it take to recharge the cisterns after the
wat er has been depl et ed?

MR. GREENE: As to the second part
of that question, | don't know right now how long it
takes to refill the cistern.

As to the source of the water, it would be the
sane water source as the project would use for their
operations at this point, which is intended to be an

off-site water source froma utility provider in the
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regi on.

MR. YOUNG So would that water
have to be trucked in, or is there a pipeline to a
wat er source that fills the cisterns?

MR, GREENE: It would be trucked

MR. YOUNG Ckay. | was thinking
along the lines of, if -- if the cistern water is
needed for firefighting, is it sonething that could
be periodically recharged and reused during that
firefighting, or is it sort of a, once it's gone,
it's -- it's gone for all practical purposes for the
remai nder of that fire?

MR GREENE: It's -- it's a
guestion of the equi pnment available to the fire
response agency. They -- the |ocal agency, Rural 7,
only has two fire tenders available to them so in
the event of a fire, they woul d assunedly be
refilling those tenders and using themimedi ately as
they cane onto the site.

So if there were additional response equi pnent
from ot her agencies in the area, they m ght be able
torefill the cistern and keep making round tri ps.

MR YOUNG Did-- did staff

consider or did you talk with the applicant about the
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potential requirenent for the applicant to contract
and i medi atel y engage contracted water tenders to
recharge and bring water to the fire beyond what the
| ocal fire departnent has?

MR, GREENE: We can look into that.
| don't know in that scenario if there is, like, an
ener gency response available from 1|ike, |ocal water
utilities, but we can certainly |ook into that.

MR. YOUNG Yeah. And perhaps even
beyond public agencies, such as fire departnents
or -- or water utilities, whether -- whether there
are contractors that would specialize in this type of
thing in an energency situation and could be

I mredi ately engaged to suppl enent what | ocal agencies

can do.

MR. GREENE: We'll look into that.
Thank you.

MR. YOUNG Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Council
Young.

Counci | Brewster.
M5. BREWSTER: Yeah, | have a
question following up on the fire energency pl an.
The rural fire district chief specifically

requested having the project provide another tender,
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which is different than what staff is proposing. Was
t hat developed with the fire chief?

MR. GREENE: Yes. So in their
comrent letter, Rural 7 did request that the
applicant furnish Rural 7 with a -- a newbuild fire
tender built to their specifications.

Staff ran into a few issues with considering that
as part of the proposal. For one thing, that fire
tender woul d assunedly be used for other fire
response from-- fromRural 7 throughout the [ife of
the project, and there was a question of what -- what
responsibility the applicant would have if, for
I nstance, that fire tender was danaged or |ost on a
fire off-site. Wuld the applicant be responsible
for producing a new fire tender?

This option, the water cistern, is sonething that
EFSEC has used on previous projects with the buy-in
of local fire response, and it was deened to be a
nore project-specific way of mtigating for the

potential inpacts to water dispersal in the event of

a fire.

M5. BREWSTER:  Thanks.

CHAI R BECKETT: Oher...?

MR, CHILES: This is Matt Chiles
fromKlickitat County. |'ve got a question.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Pl ease go ahead,
Counci | Chil es.

MR. CHI LES: Thank you, M. Chair.

The -- for this fire stuff, | think the 10, 000
gallons on-site there is a good idea. And as soneone
| ocally, stretching that response tine out to an hour
and a half of available water is going to give tine
for DNRto fly in with helicopters and stuff |ike
that and air resources to continue the fighting
efforts, assuming the fire has not been extingui shed
by t hen.

Has any thought been given to the possibility of
di gging a pond that can be used as a cistern for
refilling helicopters on-site? Because a fast
turnaround can make a huge difference in filling --
in fighting a fire. |If they can do a two-minute
t ur naround because there's a pond wwthin a mle or
half a mle, that can make a huge difference in
fighting a fire.

MR. GREENE: To answer your
guestion, yes, that was considered. As -- as the
project layout currently stands, the applicant is
pretty crunched for space to place their panels.

As you saw in the change in the project layout in

one of the earlier slides, they have reduced their
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panel |ayout by a pretty substantial anmount to
accommodat e wetl and buffers and vernal pool buffers
and vi sual setbacks along the roads and the DNR

par cel .

So at this time, I'"'mnot sure that there would be
avai |l abl e space within project control to actually
install, like, an artificial reservoir.

MR. CHI LES. GCkay. Thank you.

| have one nore question.

On the Recommended Change 3 regarding the BESS,
the concern of the County and especially of the
citizens isn't so nmuch that the BESS is going to
catch fire and spread into surroundi ng areas,
al though that is the risk that is being addressed by
t hi s change.

The concern is that the fire will produce a toxic
pl une, which is going to adversely affect the health
of the citizens of the county, and perhaps nore
inportantly, pollute a |large swath of ground from
fallout, if you wll, of heavy netals and such
for forever basically.

So our concern is not that that fire's going to
spread, but the fire is going to produce snoke. And
has EFSEC gi ven any thought to a way in which snoke

can be prevented fromescaping froma BESS system
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fire and the toxic air pollution that is going to
conme out of that?

MR. GREENE: Yeah, we certainly
have considered it. It is a difficult problemto
address. Rural 7 did state that they -- they use
wat er di spersal to kind of danpen snoke as it rises,
whi ch di m ni shes how nuch the spoke is distributed
aerially. So that kind of feeds into the cistern
giving Rural 7 nore tine to danpen any funes that
conme off.

In ternms of, |like, heavy netals and the |ike
| eaching into the ground nearby, the applicant would
be responsible for those danages and renedi ati on
of -- of the soils as part of their snoke response
and control plan.

But staff believe that the -- the fire
suppression neasures that are part of the BESS system
as well as the availability of water as part of the
wat er cistern are sufficient to reduce the potenti al
I npacts fromtoxic funes to a | ess-than-significant
| evel .

MR CHLES: So are the fire
suppression systens in the BESS designed to actually
put out a fire? Because it is ny understanding that

once a chemcal fire of that nature starts, it's
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going to keep burning until the chemcal supply is
used up.

Have -- do they have a technol ogy to stop that
fire?

MR. GREENE: So you're correct
that -- | nentioned the National Fire Protection
Associ ati on standards specific to this type of
structure that were updated in 2023. And as part of
that update, it was recommended that there is | ess
di stribution of toxic chemcals and heavy netals into
the area of the surrounding soil if those -- those
el ements are allowed to burn up within the fire as
opposed to trying to put the fire out.

There are elenents within the fire suppression
systemw thin the BESS that are intended to reduce
the risk of fire in one conponent from spreading to
ot hers, including condensed aerosol fire suppressant
and gaseous nedia fire extinguishing devices as well
as renote shutoff devices in the BESS. So there are
el ements wthin the BESS that are intended to
di m ni sh the chance of all BESS conponents cat chi ng
on fire.

MR. CHI LES: Ckay. Thank you.

Yeah, the County would still like to see the -- a

hold on the installation of the BESS until such tine
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that the technol ogy advances, that this is no | onger
a risk. Because this is arisk that the County's,
frankly, not wlling to take of a potential toxic
fall out that would not be allowed fromany -- any
snokest ack i ndustry, for exanple, and yet there's a
significant probability that such a fallout could

| and on our citizens.

So we would like to see -- and I know the -- the
applicant, at our neeting, expressed that he believed
that the -- the BESS systemwould -- they wanted to
approve it but didn't think it would be i mediately
installed. | would like to see that "not imedi ately
I nstal | ed" pushed out until the technol ogy becones
friendly enough that there is no risk of that toxic
fallout in the event of a fire.

CHAI R BECKETT: Director Bunpus.
M5. BUWPUS. Thank you, Chair
Beckett. And good afternoon, Council nenbers.

| just wanted to nake the comment generally that,
internms of the mtigation that we're discussing
today, just bear in mnd that | think, you know,
we're tal king about risk, but the mtigation neasures
that we're focusing on here really are around nornal
operations. So just bear that in m nd.

So while we have mtigation that | think
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addresses risk -- the risk of, say, a fire with the
BESS -- the probability is low. And -- and so nost
of the measures that we're focused on here are about
addressing i npacts from nornmal operations.

The second thing | was going to nention is
that -- and M. Geene can add to this -- | believe
we have a requirenent in the MDNS that involves the
review and approval of a fire protection plan --

MR. GREENE: Yeah.

M5. BUWUS. -- and fire safety
response plan. And | think that that involves
coordination with the local fire response.

MR. GREENE: Yes. That's correct.
The applicant is required to produce a fire response
pl an and an energency managenent plan, both of which
will be drafted in coordination with Rural 7 Fire &
Rescue as well as the County. Both of those plans
will be submtted to EFSEC prior to the construction
for EFSEC approval .

And one of the mtigation neasures that we have
added to the original NMDNS was a requirenment that
both of those plans be reviewed with Rural 7 and the
County on an annual basis throughout the life of the
project to update for any new gui delines or any new

trainings or any required equi pnent that woul d be
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needed for a response to a fire on the facility.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you for the
cont ext .
M. Chiles, did that conplete your coments or

guestions for now? And you're welcone to add to

yours --
MR. CHILES: Yeah, that --
CHAI R BECKETT: -- (unintelligible).
MR CHI LES. | appreciate your
guys's insight and stuff on that. | do believe,
t hough, | know we're tal king about normal operations,
but when you look at -- at the -- at the risk of BESS
fires, it's -- it's a significant risk. It should be

consi dered part of normal operation. The risk so
far, historically speaking, has been not significant.
So toignore it and just say, "Well, this is
sonething that's probably not going to happen," |
think is -- is very shortsighted in the |long term and
ultimately going to be very detrinental to the
citizens of our county should one of these catch on
fire.

And that, | think, concludes ny comments on -- on
this for now Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |

Chi | es.
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And perhaps, you know, in one formof follow up,
meaning kind of e-mails in the interimbut ultimtely
woul d need to be part of our process and public
record, which it certainly wwll. Qur process does
I nclude extrenme conditions or possibilities as part
of that rigor, nmuch as the other is focused on nor nal
operations. | think that's worthy of reenphasis both
in the nonent here, but as -- and then we got a
coupl e takeaways as far as followup fromthe fire
conversation. Clearly there's followon work that
cones, | believe even after potential -- an SCA
agreenent. But this is all sort of reviewed
annual Iy, things like that.

So if there's a neans to kind of just capture
this discussion and you see questions that need
answers, know ng sone are harder to have crystal
cl ear, bl ack-or-white-type answers to them but |
don't think those unknowns need to reflect a | ack of
both diligence and rigor in the EFSEC process, and
perhaps | think given the understandabl e focus not
only in Klickitat but ultimately in any nunber of
BESS systens in the state, whether they cone through
EFSEC or, frankly, go through a | ocal process or go
t hrough the Departnent of Ecology, this will be a

known t opi c.
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And so | would agree that we take this specific
set of questions and map it to the specific project,
that clearly it's going to help informthe broader
ongoi ng path ahead. So |I'd encourage our attention
and granted tine and resource that goes with it to,
you know, help capture the nyriad of issues that are
a part of having a BESS inside, in this case, the
sol ar project.

So, Director Bunpus, it |ooked |Iike you may want
to add sonething to that. |If not, that's fine.
(Unintelligible.)

M5. BUWPUS: |'Ill just add -- and |
appreci ate your comments, Chair Beckett, about the
work that follows a site certification agreenent,
right?

So once a site certification agreenent with these
conditions is executed, there are a nunber of
facility plans that need to be drafted, reviewed.
There is coordination |like we tal ked about that's
required for, say, the fire response plan for this
facility. So there's certainly opportunity for
refinenent of those, addressing sone of those issues
in those plans, which we could further clarify in the
SCA.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay. | appreciate
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that. And I guess I'll also acknow edge, agree there
are -- there is future work as well as annual ongoi ng
work for the life of the project and things |ike
deconm ssi oni ng bonds and other things that are part
of the -- the full EFSEC package. At the sane
juncture, in fairness to, you know, the public and
especially residents and fence-1line neighbors to any
project in this case should one be approved here, you
know, we need to nmake the best, fullest decision
possi bl e now, know ng that our intent isn't to just
say, well, we'll get to that |ater, but at the sane
time, getting to those things on a regul ar basis both
for the project, you know, if it were to be done,
woul d be energi zed, or things like that, that there
I's ongoing scrutiny for that beyond the rigor that we
bring, you know, in this both staff process and
recommendations as well as the Council's
considerations. So | want to acknow edge that kind
of both -- both parties of that work.

O her questions and comment s?

| see a hand raised, but -- oh, | believe it's
Council Levitt, fromour Council Levitt.

MR LEVITT: Hi. This is Eli

Levitt fromthe Washi ngton Departnent of Ecol ogy.

| do just want to nention that EFSEC has sone
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experi ence | earni ng about BESS systens and fire
prevention. | do believe there's national fire
prevention standards now or recently updated
standards. And so, you know, simlar to what we've
been tal king about, | -- you know, to the degree we
can require best practices up until this point in
time, | think that is a significant step to hel ping
to reduce risk for the community and the [and in and
around the project.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thanks for that,
Counci | .

Let nme just clarify in terns of a potenti al
gquestion was in there. |Is that also whether there's
any further standard that has al ready been
pronul gated, | guess, at the national level, or is --
Is that part of your question?

MR. LEVITT: No, | didn't have a
gquestion. It's just a comment. | believe there are
nati onal standards for -- you know, and there's steps
t hat conpani es can take, like putting nacelles in
smal l er netal boxes that help contain potential -- |
don't know what the right word is -- | eakage from one
cell to another when a small fire or chem cal
reaction starts.

CHAI R BECKETT: Gotcha. Thank you.
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And ultimately | think whatever formit cones in,
just kind of capturing existing docunentation around
this, but this discussion and how does that | ook as

far as nore of a summmation of the considerations, |

t hi nk, would be welcone -- sounds like -- to the
Council, but I'"msure the nenbers of the public as
wel | .

So okay. Director Bunpus.

M5. BUWUS: And if it's -- if it's
hel pful just to clarify, Chair Beckett, and for the
Counci | nenbers, that EFSEC will be doing the plan
review, the fire plan review, and |ooking at the
requi renents under the National Fire Protection
Associ ation. So we are | ooking and conparing are
they neeting those standards, are they neeting the
requi renents, the guidance for best practices.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.
(Unintelligible.)

O her comrents or questions for the project
presentation? Just to remnd us, | guess, where
we're at. Project part.

Ckay. Hearing none. | think -- oh. Council
Young.

MR YOUNG Is now the appropriate

time to comment on or discuss the upcom ng June 4th
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consul tation with Yakama, or should | wait till this
segnent of the discussion is over?

CHAI R BECKETT: | think it would be
probably nost appropriate here ultimately. But if
ot hers woul d advise differently, you can take it up
in a nmonment, but it would be nore around the action
to be considered at that point, so | think --

MR YOUNG  Ckay.

CHAIR BECKETT: ~-- it's probably
nore appropriate on the project update.

M5. BUWPUS: Yes, | --

CHAI R BECKETT: Director Bunpus.

M5. BUMPUS: Thank you, Chair
Becket t.

| think that sone of this was highlighted in
M. Geene's presentation, that we have a tentative
date in early June to neet with the Yakama and
conduct gover nnment-to-governnent consultation.

The docunents that -- that we woul d be preparing
if the Council were to take action and directing
staff to prepare the recommendation materials, we
woul d have pl acehol ders in those docunents so that
follow ng the discussion wwth the Yakana that's
anticipated for early June, we could then include a

witten report on what cones out of that, that
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process.
One thing I'll note is, you know, at this tine --
and | think M. Greene nentioned this as well -- that

these m | estones are very close together. They're --
many of them you know, very tentative. So there's a
| ot of variables there. This could shift. If
there's need to maybe have fol | ow up conversation
with the tribe, | would anticipate that the technical
staff could do that. And then include that
information in the recommendati on docunents with --
but being respectful of protected tribal cultural
resource information. W would need to adhere to

t hat .

But there is the possibility for additional, you
know, tinme to consider what cones out of that, that
process. But for now, we anticipate the docunents
coul d be prepared with placehol ders and t hat
I nformation could be added for the -- the Council to
be able to review in witing.

MR. YOUNG Ckay. Thanks.

| understand that. But | do have a coupl e of
points I'd |like to nake about how EFSEC appr oaches
that interaction wth Yakana.

s nowthe right tinme to raise that, or do we

have a next agenda item about what direction we give
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to staff where that would be nore appropriate?
CHAI R BECKETT: Council Young, |et
me kind of ask you before | go act on the foll ow ng.

One, it is appropriate to discuss this now |
was going to add one comment as the chair who's
desi gnated, you know, to do consultation for the
Council as far as our statute goes, and then | would
turn this to you for, you know, conmments/questions
that you intend to nake.

Is that -- is that -- is that acceptable for you
if I go first?

MR. YOUNG Yeah, that's -- that's
fine.

CHAI R BECKETT: GCkay. For ny part,
i ncl udi ng, you know, as the chair being designated
under statute to conduct consultation governnent to
governnment on behalf of the Council and EFSEC, | | ust
want to acknow edge a couple things in the letter
that we received fromthe chair.

And nunber one was thank you for that direct
communi cation as well as within it an invitation to
attend the Yakama Council neeting on the 4th of June,
which is our intent to do so. And appreciate, you
know, that that still exists, knowing that ultimtely

there are a couple -- at least a couple -- nmaybe
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there's nore -- different definitions,
interpretations of consultation. | respect that.

|"multimately not saying that ours is the way or the
only way. Nonethel ess, the EFSEC way is based on the
statute created by the legislature for the agency, so
we have that reality to acknow edge.

But | al so acknow edge that the Yakana have
stated that they believe consultation is in person
governnent to governnent and the full Council of
EFSEC with the Yakama full council. And | respect
and | hear that, and | just want to acknow edge t hat
in public and on the record.

| don't have a reconciliation perfectly for that
yet. To the degree we can find alternate neans that
acconplish nore of the intent of governnent-to-
governnment consultation ultinmately, whether we call
It that or is there sonme other useful nmeans short of
that, including based on the Yakama interpretation, |
just want to acknow edge those issues, the fact that
"' m you know, thinking about themand trying to find
sone creative solutions on how best to work through
in this case this particular project, know ng there
wer e probably other broader issues also at play here
around this project and, frankly, you know,

t hroughout the territories of the Yakansn.
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And so that's just part of the work that has been
before | got here, and currently it is part of the
wor k now as a nenber of the Council.

So with that, |I'm happy to answer questions or
clarify anything |I've just shared. But let nme first
just turn this to Council Young out of deference that
you have been waiting. But nonethel ess, those are ny
coment s.

MR YOUNG Ckay. Thank you.

First point | wanted to make is | think we should
stop referring to the upcom ng interaction with
Yakanma as governnent -t o-governnent consul tation, as
Yakama clearly stated in their letter what woul d be
upcom ng i s not governnent-to-governnent consultation
as Yakama understands that to be.

Rat her, what we are doing is we would be
consul ting pursuant to RCW 80.50.060, Part 8. And so
that -- that certainly is a type of consultation that
Is specifically encouraged in and directed in RCW
but it's not governnent-to-governnent consultations.
So | think we should stop calling it that.

And then ny second point is that in that May 14th
| etter, Yakanma has requested two things prior to the
neeting taking place, and those were on the second

page of their letter, in the second-to-I|ast paragraph
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where, nunber one, they're requesting that certain

I nformation that EFSEC has be transmtted to them
ahead of tinme so they apparent- -- you know, could
prepare for the neeting and understand what we've got
so far.

And then the second is they are asking for, ahead
of the neeting, witten confirmation that no
i nformati on shared with EFSEC woul d be di scussed in
public foruns.

And | think that our direction to staff should
direct staff to do both of those two things. So
those are ny two points.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |
Young.

And as you noted -- and | perhaps in ny own words
too, and | appreciate your nore thorough citation --
you know, we do have a coupl e inportant but
nonet hel ess a couple, you know, separate realties to
deal with. It did catch ny eye as well in the
Power Poi nt, which | don't think obviously was done
with any -- out of bad intent, but nonetheless is
it's called governnent to governnent. And out of
respect to the Yakama, including the letter that
Is -- they just see that differently. And | think

per haps we don't need to conpound those differences
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of world view, that hopefully we get a better

resolution to. And I'mcertainly happy to work as

appropriate wth you, Council Young, on, you know,

what range of possibilities that ultimately m ght be.
So, Director Bunpus, | think you have sone --

wi sh to add --

M5. BUWPUS: Thank you, Chair --

CHAI R BECKETT: -- comments.

M5. BUWUS:. -- Chair Beckett and
Counci | nenbers.

| just wanted to let the Council know that | have
reviewed the Yakama's letter. And staff do intend to
provide the information that they requested, the two
pi eces of information and assurance of the
confidentiality of the discussion.

CHAIR YOUNG  Thank you.

M5. BUWUS: And we also -- you
know, | al so recognize as well that while this is
consultation per our statute for our purposes, we do
recogni ze that it is not such for their purposes.

CHAI R BECKETT: Appreciate that.

Counci |l Young, was there any, you know, further
guestion or comrent you wanted to add? Appreciate
certain --

MR YOUNG No. Those --
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CHAI R BECKETT: -- things you've
shar ed.

MR. YOUNG Those were two points |
wanted to make. And | still have nmy concerns that |

expressed at our special neeting a couple weeks ago.
|"mstill concerned that this is proceedi ng under
expedi ted processing versus regul ar procedures that
woul d al | ow adj udi cation. But the comments per --
per where we are at this point in tine and Director
Bunpus's remarks there were satisfying the questions
that | had. So thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. Thank
you, Council Young.

O her discussion fromthe Council? Questions?
Ckay. Then at that point we'll conclude the
project briefing. And our next itemto be considered
IS -- sonmeone may need to help ne, because | didn't

wite down what will then beconme a notion, but...
MR, GREENE: Wuld you like ne to
navi gate back to the previous slide?
CHAI R BECKETT: Yeah, that'd be
good. Thank you.
So wwth this, we will nove to potential action.
Screen share again. Thank you.

So we have a potential action in front of us
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where Council would direct staff to prepare draft
recomendati on docunents for approval or denial of
the project. Utimtely that would create the
docunents that would go into a site certificate
agreenent for the governor.

What is the will of the Council to entertain the
staff request to continue with an expedited process
with the tine franme that has been shared in the
presentation? As it's been noted, today's intent
fromthe staff would be to essentially allow adequate
time for the docunents to be prepared as well as
noted with adequate flexibility to continue to update
and change those docunents based on ot her external
I nputs or updates, requests fromthe Council. So
that is the essence of what the action would be.

s there a notion by which to nove directing
staff to prepare the draft recommendati on docunents
for approval or denial of the Carriger solar project?

MR. PAMPLIN.  Thank you --
CHAI R BECKETT: Council Panplin.
MR PAMPLIN. -- M. Chair.

| nove that we direct EFSEC staff to prepare the
draft reconmmendati on docunents for approval or denial
of the project, including in that recomendati on for

approval that the staff include the conditions
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outlined in the MDNS, those in the -- the -- the
slides presented today on the RVDNS, as well as any
proposed mtigation conditions follow ng the

di scussions with Yakama Nati on.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Council.

|s there a second?

M5. BREWSTER | think Director
Bunpus had sonet hi ng.

CHAIR BECKETT: If | could get --
thank you. W'IlIl take -- | was going to note. |
shoul d have at the outset, so | apologize. W'l]I
have di scussion and further input unless you need to
amend the notion of statenent, Director Bunpus.

M5. BUWPUS. That's correct, Chair
Beckett. The notion should be picking one, either to
approve -- prepare docunents that recomrend approval
or the denial, which I think the notion currently
directs staff to prepare the recommendati on materials
for approval or denial. It has the word "or" init.
And the Council needs to pick are they recom -- do
they want us to prepare docunents that recomend
approval or do you want us to prepare docunents that
reconmend deni al .

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you for the

clarification.
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MR. PAMPLIN.  Yeah. M. Chair,
hearing that, follow ng Roberts Rules of Order, |
consider that a friendly anendnent, and so --

CHAI R BECKETT: | would as well, as
chair, for the record.

MR. PAMPLIN. So then would --
woul d -- the proposal -- the notion's anended for
approval of the project.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

| s there a second?

M5. BREWSTER: St acey Brewster.
Second.

CHAI R BECKETT: Motion has been
made and seconded. It's on the table. And we'll now
take di scussion. Council Young, (unintelligible).

MR. YOUNG Could the -- the notion
be restated? W took a couple of quick changes
there. Could the notion as it is right now be
restated fully? Thank you.

CHAIR BECKETT: I'Il be happy to
(unintelligible), if you like --

MR PAMPLIN.  Well, | --

CHAI R BECKETT: -- (unintelligible).

MR. PAMPLIN: As the maker, 1'l]

try this again here.
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So I noved that Council direct EFSEC staff to
prepare the draft recomendati on docunents for

approval of the project. Included in those draft

docunents for recommendation for approval to include

the conditions outlined in the MDNS as well as on the

slides presented today on the RVMDNS as well as any

proposed mtigation conditions follow ng the

di scussion with the Yakama Nation. And as there was

a second on that notion, there's a chance, M. Chair,

| wll speak to nmy notion.

MR. YOUNG Yeah, I'd like to
propose a friendly anmendnent that we include Point
No. 4 on the slide of any additional neasures the
Council identifies. The notion only captures 1, 2,

and 3. As just read back, it does not right now

include No. 4. And I'd like to "friendly anendnent”

that No. 4 be included as well.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council Young, I'm

just -- I'mnot tracking No. 4, nmuch as | appreciate

| think --
MR. PAMPLIN. Second bullet No. 3
Is the way |"'minterpreting that.

Is that right, M. Young?

MR YOUNG [|I'mlooking at -- |I'm

| ooking at what is on ny screen right now And there
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are four nunbered points under the second bullet, and
the fourth of those is any additional neasures that
Counci |l identifies.

Does everybody see that?

CHAI R BECKETT: W do now. W have
a couple --

MR. YOUNG  kay.

CHAI R BECKETT: -- versions.

MR. YOUNG That's what | was
referring to. Because the way the notion was j ust
read, only Points No. 1, 2, and 3 under the second
bul | et were included, but No. 4 was not i ncl uded.

And 1'd i ke to nmake a friendly anendnent that No. 4
be i ncluded as well.

MR PAMPLIN. M. Chair, | agree
with that proposal. 1'll look to Stacey -- Council
Menber Brewster if she agrees. (Kkay.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council Brewster
has i ndi cated, yes, she does.

So wwth that, notion is on the table and the
second as stated and is on screen for just clarifying
pur poses for the public or others who are
participating in the neeting, especially online.

Council Panplin, you may have a further comrent.

MR. PAMPLI N  Yeah. Thanks,
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M. Chair.

| just want to appreciate the fol ks that cane and

attended the hearing on May 5th. | really
appreciated the -- the -- the sentinent and the
concerns shared. It really pronpted ne to -- to take

a second | ook and take another |ap around the track,
so to speak, on all the docunents associated with
this project. And in reviewing the MDNS, the staff
nmeno, the actual determ nation by Director Bunpus, as
wel | as hearing about the RVDNS now as wel |l as
know ng that there's still further conversations with
Yakanma Nation, | felt we're at a spot where |'m
confortable at | east proceeding this to the next
st age.
CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. Thank
you for the conment.
Are there other coments, Council?
Heari ng none and seeing none. | wll call the
question, then.
For all those in favor of the notion as stated,
pl ease signify by saying "aye."
MULTI PLE SPEAKERS: Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: Qpposed?
I111
I11]
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(The followng is inserted
by the reporter at the

I nstruction of Council.)

MR. CHI LES: Nay.

(End of inserted portion.)

CHAI R BECKETT: And abstai n?

Ckay. The notion carries.

And wth that, thank you, Council, for the good
di scussion, as well as staff for a hel pful
presentation and the work therein.

And unl ess there are any closing cooments. Then
we will nove on to our next item the Horse Heaven
update. Any Moon I'mtold will give the update.

M5. MOON:. Thank you.

Good afternoon, Council Chair Beckett and EFSEC
Council nmenbers. This is Ary Moon reporting on the
Desert ClaimWnd Power Project -- or I'msorry --
Hor se Heaven. | apol ogi ze.

CHAIR BECKETT: No. No. You're

good. | thought it was ne, so --
M5. MOON:. No, it --
CHAI R BECKETT: -- (unintelligible)

doubl e- check.
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M5. MOON: It would be a technical
error.

(kay. So, once again, this is Amy Moon reporting
on the Horse Heaven w nd project.

The certificate holder identified Gould Well as
the water source for construction, operation, and
deconm ssioning after the Horse Heaven environnent al
I npact statenent, or EIS, was issued. And in
accordance with the Washington Adm nistrative
Code 197-11-600, which is titled "Wen to Use
Exi sting Environnmental Docunent," EFSEC determ ned
that an addendumto the final EIS was appropriate for
docunenting the review under SEPA, or the State
Environnmental Policy Act.

The Departnent of Natural Resources Gould Well
was identified in the October 2023 final EIS as a
potential water source in Section 2.2.9, Potenti al
Use. The final EIS for the Horse Heaven anal yzed
I npacts to water source fromthis aquifer. However,
the analysis did not specifically evaluate this water
source. The draft addendumidentified Gould Well as
the source for process waters to be used for site
construction, operation, and mai nt enance.

EFSEC determ ned that the new i nformation and

analysis for Gould Well as the water source does not
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substantially change the final EI S anal ysis of
significant inpacts and alternatives and that an
addendum was appropriate for docunenting this review
under SEPA.

The addendum to the Horse Heaven final EI'S was
posted to the EFSEC Horse Heaven State Environnental
Policy Act public website, and the public coment
peri od was open May 5th through May 19th. EFSEC
recei ved coments fromthree people. Comments were
i n general opposition to the project and concern over
the use of this water source for nonagricultural
uses. No comments were received from State agenci es.

Let me see. | don't know. |s there anything
that the director or Any Haf keneyer would |Iike to add

to this at this point?

M5. HAFKEMEYER: | have not hi ng
further --

M5. MOON: Ckay.

M5. HAFKEMEYER: -- to add.

M5. MOON: All right.

M5. HAFKEMEYER: Thank you.

M5. MOON: The last part of ny

nmont hly update to the Council is regarding the
Pre- Qperational Technical Advisory Goup, or the

PTAG And this advisory group continues to neet,
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review, and prepare technical advice on wildlife and
wi | dlife habitat nmanagenent, mtigation, and project
design plans as required in the site certification
agreenent. And they are working toward making
recommendati ons for EFSEC s consideration.

Does the Council have any questions?

CHAI R BECKETT: Council nenbers?

None at this tine. Thank you, M. Moon.

Moving on to Hop H Il Solar. John Barnes --

MR. BARNES. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: -- EFSEC staff.

MR. BARNES. Thank you, Chair
Beckett and Council nenbers. This is John Barnes,
EFSEC staff, for the Hop Hill application.

EFSEC net with the applicant on April 24th, 2025.
During this neeting, the applicant expressed the need
for additional tine to submt project anmendnent
materials fromMay until Septenber or COctober 2025.

The applicant needs additional tinme to update the
proj ect anendnents to reflect recently received field
data. W continue to coordinate and review the
application with our contractor, contracted agenci es,
and tribal governnents.

Are there any questions?

CHAI R BECKETT: Questions fromthe
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Counci | ?

Heari ng none. Thank you, M. Barnes.

Movi ng on to Wal lul a Gap.

MR. BARNES: Thank you, Chair
Beckett and Council nmenbers. This is John Barnes,
EFSEC staff, for the Wallula Gap applicati on.

EFSEC net with the applicant on May 8th, 2025,
during which the applicant indicated an inability to
gain transm ssion access fromthe Bonneville Power
Aut hority, or BPA, for the project. As a result,
they would like to explore the option of pausing the
application process until they can determ ne a
transm ssion connection option is viable for the
proj ect.

EFSEC has scheduled a neeting with the applicant
for this Thursday, May 22nd, 2025, to discuss further
details of this request. Staff will be bringing
further updates to the Council during the June 2025
Counci | neeting.

Are there any questions?

CHAI R BECKETT: Questions, Council?

Heari ng none. Thank you, M. Barnes.

Movi ng on to the Gol deneye BESS proj ect.

Ms. Snarski .
M5. SNARSKI : Yes. Thank you,
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Chair Beckett. This is Joanne Snarski, the siting
specialist for the proposed CGol deneye battery energy
storage facility in Skagit County.

Staff are continuing to work with our partnering
agency to review and seek information on the
application for site certification. This nonth,
staff met with representatives fromthe Departnent of
Fish and Wldlife and the Skagit River System
Cooperative to further evaluate drai nage and creek
buffers. Additionally, we anticipate receiving
witten input fromthe Departnent of Ecology in early
June, and this would be based on their March 4th site
visit.

| have no further updates.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Comrents or questions fromthe Council?

Heari ng none.

Moving on to the transm ssion progranmatic ElIS.
M. G eene.

MR. GREENE: Thank you.

Good afternoon, Chair Beckett and Council
menbers. Again, this is Sean G eene, SEPA speciali st
for EFSEC.

| am here today to give you an update on our

progress on the transm ssion programmatic EIS. This
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I's a nonproject environnental review of electrical
transm ssion facilities with a nom nal voltage of 230
kil ovolts or greater that was assigned to EFSEC by
Washi ngton State Senate Bill 5165 in 2023.

Since the last Council neeting, the public
comment period for the draft programmatic EI S t hat
began on March 31st has concluded. This period was
initially scheduled to end on April 30th but was
ext ended by EFSEC staff to May 15 to acconmobdate
requests for additional reviewtinme fromtribes,

I ndustry, and ot her organi zati ons.

In addition to the online comment database,
e-mai |, physical mail, and phone |lines, EFSEC staff
provi ded nenbers of the public with the opportunity
to submt comments at two public comment hearings
held on April 22nd and April 24th.

EFSEC staff also attended the m dyear Affiliated
Tri bes of Northwest |ndians conference |ast week to
seek additional engagenent with federally recognized
tribes.

EFSEC staff is currently reviewing all comments
received during this period, drafting responses that
will be included in the final programmtic EI'S, and
devel oping and refining the draft programmatic EIS in

preparation for the publication of the final
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progranmati c ElS.
EFSEC staff have requested an extension of our
contract to conplete work on the final programatic

EIS fromthe Departnent of Enterprise Services, and

we feel approval is likely. W currently anticipate

publishing the final programmatic EIS in |ate
Sept enber of 2025.

Are there any questions?

CHAI R BECKETT: Council, questions

or comments.

Just check onli ne.

| just had a quick one, which is thanks to both
the staff and ultimately the public and ot her key
constituenci es who have been participating in many
cases for -- for past many nonths but specially in
nore recent public comment tinmes. And just want to
t hank and acknow edge that engagenent, including at
the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest | ndians.

| would be remiss if | didn't thank some of

the -- of the nothers of the staff who travel ed on

Mother's Day to help attend and set up at ATNI where

a booth was al so avail able, you know, to hel p provide

ongoi ng engagenent through the course of that
conference. So thank you for that added effort and

sacrifice.
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Wt hout other questions, then we'll nove on to

the Desert Claimproject. Amy Moon.
M5. MOON:. Al right. So good

af ternoon agai n, Council Chair Beckett and EFSEC
Council nmenbers. This tinme it's Desert Claim This
Is Any Moon reporting on Desert Caim

EFSEC received a request to termnate the Desert
Claimwnd project site certification agreenent,
whi ch we know as the SCA, on May 13th, 2025. The
term nation request fromthe project proponent Desert
CaimWnd Power, LLC, stated that they no | onger see
an economcally feasible path to finance construction
and operation of the project and therefore are
requesting term nation of the SCA.

As construction was never started and this
proj ect has been on hold for several years, | want to
provide a brief history for the Council.

The Desert Caimwnd project is for a
100- nregawatt total maxi mnum capacity w nd power
project |ocated on approximately 4,400 acres of
purchased | and and | and | eased from public and
private owners in Kittitas County approxi mately ei ght
mles northwest of Ellensburg. The project consists
of a maxi mum of 31 turbines and associ ated el ectri cal

col l ection systemthat would connect the project to
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t he regi onal high-voltage transm ssion grid.

EFSEC recei ved the application for site
certification for the Desert Claimw nd project in
Novenber of 2006. The EFSEC Council approved the
proposal and signed the SCA on February 1st, 2010.

The Desert O aim SCA was anended tw ce. The
first amendnent, executed Novenber 13th, 2018,
updat ed the project footprint, reduced the total
acreage fromb5, 200 acres to 4,400 acres, reduced the
total nunber of turbines, increased the turbine
hei ght, updated the site access route, and increased
the m nimum turbine distance to all residences.

The second anmendnent was executed Cctober 18th,
2023, to extend the deadline for conpleting
construction of the Desert Caimwnd project by five
years to Novenber 18th, 2028.

Term nation of an SCA is considered an anendnent
to the SCA per Washi ngton Adm nistrative
Code 463-66-020, Term nation. Wen an anendnent is
received in witing pursuant to WAC 463- 66- 030,
Request for Anmendnent, the Council will consider the
request and determ ne a schedule for action at the
next feasible Council neeting, which conceivably
coul d be today.

In addition to a public hearing session, the
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EFSEC Council shall also consider four critical
criteria outlined in WAC 463-66- 040, Anmendnent
Revi ew.

One woul d be the original intent -- intention of
the SCA. 2, applicable rules and laws. 3, the
public health, safety, and welfare. And, 4, the
provi sions of Chapter 463-72, which is site
restoration and preservation.

| want to introduce the Council's assistant
attorney general Jon Thonpson to further explain the
review of these criteria for the Desert Caim
termnation request, if you are able, Jon.

MR. THOWPSON: Yeah. So -- yeah.
So, again, Jon Thonpson, EFSEC | egal advi sor.

So, yeah, | think what | -- yeah, what | need to
speak to is, so as Ms. Moon laid out, there is a
EFSEC procedural rule that says when there's a
request to termnate a site certification agreenent,
it's treated as a request to anend.

| f you |l ook at the rules on anendnent, there's
this requirenent for at |east one public hearing --

MS. BUWMPUS: Right.
MR. THOWPSON: -- and consi deration
of various criteria. It's my opinion that because

what the certificate holder here is proposing is
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bef ore any construction of any sort has started on
the site and before any financial assurance had to be
posted for site restoration because there's no -- no
ground has been broken, there's no infrastructure to
be renoved, there's really little point in doing
anything than -- other than issuing a Council
resolution sort of acknow edging that the certificate
hol der has basically surrendered or abandoned its
authority and presunably wants to stop paying for the
Council's oversight of its project.

So -- so that would be ny recommendation. |
don't think it requires the sane formality as say the
termnation of a project that's, you know, partway
t hrough construction or at the end of its useful life
where there's a need to sort of wind up the
operations and provide for the site restoration,
'cause construction never -- never even began.

So -- so | think procedurally it can be handl ed
pretty -- pretty easily. W mght want to have staff
prepare appropriate resolution | anguage maybe for the
next -- next Council neeting. That'd be ny
recommendat i on.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Di rector Bunpus.

M5. BUWPUS:. Thank you, Chair
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Beckett and Council nenbers.

| did get a chance to | ook at the rules that
M. Thonpson just tal ked about where there's a fornal
process for SCA anendnent request, which technically
a termnation of an SCA does fall under that. But in
talking wwth our |egal counsel, M. Thonpson, | -- |
agree that we could, | think, go this route.

The other thing that I'Il note as well is that in
those requirenents, in our rules, there's a
requi rement for a public hearing. But since 2022,
EFSEC t akes public comment prior to any final action.

So even though we would not be having a public
hearing to take sone coment on that, we -- we have
flagged this on the agenda, and there's public
conment opportunity that is, if you wll, baked into
the Council neeting actions. So | didn't think we
wer e | osi ng anything there.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay. Appreciate
that update. | think ultimately as that gets
finalized, knowing it's close but final, was the
question of can this be acconplished in the June
nmeeting versus outside the June neeting in a separate
forum

And it sounds like we're tracking that this woul d

cone in the June neeting, the regular Council
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neeting, pending final confirmation. But just to
update Council on -- on that versus a speci al

neeting, different tinme, which | think ultimtely

wi |l help, you know, pronote as nuch ease of access
and transparency in the course of our regular neeting
versus, you know, a special alternative neeting. So
| think that will serve the public interest as well.

Any questions or comments, Council, to what's
been shared on Desert O ainf

Ckay. Hearing none.

W will then nove on to Item6, "OQher."

We have rul emaki ng update first, followed by a
brief legislative update.

M. Wal ker will take care of the rul emaking
update first.

MR. WALKER:  Thank you, Chair
Beckett and Council. For the record, Dave \Wal ker,
interimdirector of admnistrative services with
EFSEC.

We introduced these housekeepi ng rul e changes at
| ast nonth's neeting, although we were not ready at
that time to take action on them It is the
recomrendati on of EFSEC staff today that the Council
do consi der taking action on housekeepi ng changes

made to 24 of the 26 chapters within Title 463 of the
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Washi ngt on Adm ni strative Code.

Al'l Council menbers received this information, |
bel i eve, at the beginning of last nonth. |[Is that
correct?

Ms. McLEAN.  Mm hnm
MR WALKER:  Yeah. Begi nning of
April for review

Just as a rem nder, these are housekeepi ng
changes that are bei ng proposed, such as the agency's
physi cal address and tel ephone nunber, references to
old public records act, outdated details about
obt ai ning public records, references of EFSEC bei ng
under unbrella agencies at that tinme, such as the UTC
and Commerce. EFSEC becane a standal one agency in
2022.

The definition of nonsubstantive changes -- and |
just want to make sure that the Council is aware of
this, and we do believe as well as our AG that all of
t he proposed | anguage changes do neet these criteria.

To be nonsubstantive, one, they affect internal
operations that are not subject to violation by a
person, or they adopt or incorporate by reference
wi t hout nmaterial change of federal statutes or
regul ati ons, Washington State statutes, rules, or

ot her Washi ngton State agencies, or they correct
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t ypographical errors and clarifying | anguage w t hout
changing the rule's effect. And we believe that all
of the changes neet these criterias as we've outlined
her e.

Lisa and | are both ready if the Council has any
particul ar questions about the rules being
recomended for change.

CHAIR BECKETT: MWy main -- thank
you, M. Wal ker.

MR WALKER  Mm hnm

CHAI R BECKETT: | have one comrent
on nore the notion, but let ne go ahead and see if
there's questions or any further discussion, know ng
we really did that |ast nonth, as was the intent of
the public, but we'll check wth Council first.

Ckay. Then | will pledge to do a nore thorough
up-front job of making sure |'ve got ny actions ready
to state. WIIl you help nme out, M. Wil ker, since |
can't find the nunber of the rule, to nmake sure that
the notion that we would need to entertain to approve
sai d rul emaki ng. What are we novi ng?

M5. McLEAN. For -- it's basically
to -- the notion should be to file -- to ask the --
direct the staff to file the CR 103 to anend the
changes to Title 463 of the Washi ngton Adm nistrative
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Code. | say the title because it's 24 of 26 chapters
within that title, which | can read each one of the
24 statutes, or | would suggest just saying the
title.

And for the record, this is Lisa Ml ean.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. So if
there was Council who was willing to entertain a
nmotion or I'mwlling, as the chair, to entertain a

notion to direct the staff to file CR 103 to anend
the change to Title 463 of the WAshi ngton
Adm ni strative Procedures Act.

M5. McLEAN:  Code.

CHAI R BECKETT: Code.

M5. McLEAN:  WAshi ngt on
Adm ni strati ve Code.

CHAI R BECKETT: GCh. WAC.

M5. McLEAN:  Yeah.

CHAI R BECKETT: So if there was a
Counci | nmenber who was supportive of action on this

rul emaking, if that notion would be entertained by

the chair.
MS. BREWSTER  Stacey Brewster.
MR. YOUNG Lenny Young. So noved.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |
Young.
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|s there a second?
MS. BREWSTER St acey Brewster.
Second.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |
Br ewst er.
The notion has been nade and seconded.
Any further discussion by the Council ?
Heari ng none.

Al those in favor of adopting the notion as

proposed, please say
MJLTI PLE SPEAKERS:. Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: (Qpposed?

aye.

Abst ai n?

Motion carries.

Thank you, Council and staff.

And then noving on to the | ast update for the
day, Lisa Mclean will provide a |legislative session
update, which I will note was still potential to
continue going up until yesterday afternoon when the
governor signed the budget. So this is a very fresh
monment in which you can update for the concl usion of
this session.

MR WALKER And I'IIl --
CHAIR BECKETT: Oh, and |I'msorry.
Dave - -
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MR. WALKER: That's okay. [|'ll go
ahead and take | ead on the updates, and then of
course Lisa can be available --

CHAI R BECKETT: On. Sure.

MR WALKER -- if there are any --
CHAI R BECKETT: Sorry.
MR. WALKER -- questions specific.

So there were two nmain bills obviously that
passed that we were watching. First was agency
request |legislation, House Bill 1018. This added
fusion energy to the list of opt-in facilities,
the -- which provides facilities the option as to
whet her they choose to foll ow EFSEC processes or work
with the |local governnents to | ead their own
coordinated efforts on that. The bill wll take
effect July 27th of this year and has been signed by
t he governor.

The second bill is Senate Bill 5317, which
exenpted | ocal governnments fromcertain appeal s when
they provide services for review or oversight of
projects under EFSEC s jurisdiction.

It's going to be adding one snmall paragraph to
t he RCW 80.50. 120, which nmakes clear that Gty or
County actions undertaken based on an agreenent with

EFSEC are not subject to appeal for inconsistency

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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wi thin a | ocal ordinance.

There were a few bills that did not obviously
pass this session. Wre you also interested in
heari ng about those, Chair Beckett?

CHAIR BECKETT: | think it was nore
just the main --
MR. WALKER:  Just an overall --
CHAI R BECKETT: -- actions,
unl ess --
MR WALKER. Ckay.
CHAI R BECKETT: -- Council had
ot her questions, but --
MR. WALKER:  Ckay. Perfect.
CHAI R BECKETT: ~-- | think --
think nore of that which is now | aw.
MR. WALKER  Exactly. Exactly.
CHAIR BECKETT: It's certainly
al ways to be noted of bills that are proposed, should
t hey, you know, return --
MR. WALKER  Absol utely.
CHAI R BECKETT: -- in other
times that --
MR. WALKER: Which they -- we --
CHAI R BECKETT: -- we shoul d not

| ose sight --
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MR. WALKER  -- expect they wll.
CHAI R BECKETT: -- of those, but
ot her than having said and acknow edged that, | think

just those that were adopted.
MR. WALKER  Ckay. Perfect.
And then of course the budget bill was signed
yesterday by the governor. There were a host of
vet oes, section vetoes that he noted. It was
approxi mately five- to six-page docunent, | believe,
covering all of the section vetoes fromthe governor.
There were a couple in particular that didn't
necessarily inpact EFSEC directly, although |I do see
sone peripheral issues that we nmay need to consi der.
The first one was the Departnent of Conmerce
battery energy storage systens. |t was a gui dance
docunent that was being proposed that Conmerce woul d
devel op. That was vetoed as well as 500, 000 set
aside for Ecology to study offshore wi nd projects.
So | -- you know, at this nonent obviously we
won't -- we won't have anything nore to do with those
particul ar issues, although | suspect they may cone
up again in future budgets for deliberations.
CHAI R BECKETT: Yeah.
MR. WALKER  So. ..
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you --
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MR. WALKER:  Mm hmm

CHAI R BECKETT: -- for the update.
| guess I'Il just leave it at that for now

So were there other questions or coments from
Council at this tinme? You're always wel cone.
Ckay. Well, thank you, including for the request

in this instance from Council Panplin on the
| egi sl ative update --

M5. GRANTHAM  Chair.

CHAI R BECKETT: -- which | -- which
| appreciate, and...

M5. CGRANTHAM  Chairman, there
IS -- Lenny Young has his hand raised.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council Young.
Thank you.

MR. YOUNG Yep. Thank you, Chair.
If it's appropriate to ask at this time, we did not
get an update on Badger Mountain project today.
Could staff remnd what is the status of the Badger
Mount ai n proj ect?

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |
Young.

M5. SNARSKI: Go ahead, Am .

CHAI R BECKETT: One's coming, in

case you can't see that in the online node.
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M5. HAFKEMEYER: So the status that
we have is still that the project is on hold. W are
expecting a status update, hopefully decision, by the
devel oper in June.

M5. SNARSKI : Probably end of

nmont h.

M5. HAFKEMEYER: So that may be the
end of June. |f we have one in the next few weeks,
we'll bring it forward at the June Council neeting.
But it -- we nmay not have an update for the Council

until after that. So possibly -- possibly it wll
come forward at the July Council neeting.
MR. YOUNG Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: O her closing
guestions/coments from Council ?
Di rect or Bunpus, we're good?
M5. BUWPUS: |'mgood. Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: Okay. Wth that,
we -- | thank both staff and our external
participants as well as Council for hanging in here
on a |l onger neeting today.
It is now 3:10, and this neeting is adjourned.
(Meeti ng adj ourned at
3:10 p.m)
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STATE OF WASHI NGTON ) I, John M S. Botel ho, CCR RPR,
) ss a certified court reporter
County of Pierce ) In the State of Washi ngton, do

hereby certify:

That the foregoing Monthly Meeting of the Washi ngton
State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was conducted
in ny presence and adjourned on May 21, 2025, and thereafter
was transcribed under ny direction; that the transcript is a
full, true and conplete transcript of the said neeting,
transcribed to the best of ny ability;

That | amnot a relative, enployee, attorney or counsel
of any party to this matter or relative or enployee of any
such attorney or counsel and that | amnot financially
interested in the said matter or the outcone thereof;

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto set ny hand
this 5th day of June, 2025.

/sl John M S. Botel ho, CCR RPR
Certified Court Reporter No. 2976
(Certification expires 5/26/2026.)
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EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting — Facility Update Format

Facility Name: Kittitas Valley Wind Power Project
Operator: EDP Renewables

Report Date: June 06, 2025

Reporting Period: May 2025

Site Contact: Jarred Caseday, Operations Manager
Facility SCA Status: Operational

Operations & Maintenance (only applicable for operating facilities)
- Power generated: 31,688.55 MWH.
- Wind speed: 5.20 m/s.
- Capacity Factor: 39.79%.

Environmental Compliance
- Noincidents

Safety Compliance
- Nothing to report

Current or Upcoming Projects
- Nothing to report

Other
- No sound complaints
- No shadow flicker complaints



EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting — Facility Update

Facility Name: Wild Horse Wind Facility

Operator: Puget Sound Energy
Report Date: June 3, 2025
Report Period: May 2025

Site Contact: Jennifer Galbraith
SCA Status: Operational

Operations & Maintenance
May generation totaled 60,510 MWh for an average capacity factor of 29.83%.

Environmental Compliance
Nothing to report.

Safety Compliance
Nothing to report.

Current or Upcoming Projects
Nothing to report.

Other
Nothing to report.



Chehalis Generation Facility
A' IFI ORP 1813 Bishop Road
Chehalis, Washington 98532

A BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY ENERGY COMPANY
EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting — Facility Update

Facility Name: Chehalis Generation Facility
Operator: PacifiCorp

Report Date: June 2, 2025

Reporting Period: May 2025

Site Contact: Jeremy Smith, Operations Manager
Facility SCA Status: Operational

Operations & Maintenance
-Relevant energy generation information, such as wind speed, number of windy or sunny days, gas line supply
updates, etc.

e 181,454 net MWhrs generated in the reporting period for a capacity factor of 49.37%

The following information must be reported to the Council if applicable to the facility:

Environmental Compliance
-Monthly Water Usage: 2,889,524 gallons

e No changes
-Monthly Wastewater Returned: 1,324,663 gallons

-Permit status if any changes.

e No changes.
-Update on progress or completion of any mitigation measures identified.

e Nothing to report
-Any EFSEC-related inspections that occurred.

e Nothing to report.
-Any EFSEC-related complaints or violations that occurred.

e Nothing to report
-Brief list of reports submitted to EFSEC during the monthly reporting period.

e Nothing to report

Safety Compliance
-Safety training or improvements that relate to SCA conditions.
e Zero injuries this reporting period for a total of 3,593 days without a Lost Time Accident.

Chehalis Generation Facility Page 1



Chehalis Generation Facility
A' I F I ORP 1813 Bishop Road
Chehalis, Washington 98532

A BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY ENERGY COMPANY

Current or Upcoming Projects
-Planned site improvements.

e No planned changes.
-Upcoming permit renewals.

e Nothing to report.
-Additional mitigation improvements or milestones.

e Nothing to report.

Other
-Current events of note (e.g., Covid response updates, seasonal concerns due to inclement weather, etc.).

e Nothing to report.
-Personnel changes as they may relate to EFSEC facility contacts (e.g., introducing a new staff member who

may provide facility updates to the Council).

e Nothing to report.
-Public outreach of interest (e.g., schools, public, facility outreach).

e Nothing to report.

Respectfully,

Jeremy Smith
Gas Plant Operations Manager
Chehalis Generation Facility

Chehalis Generation Facility Page 2



Invenergy GRAYS HARBOR ENERGY LLC

EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting — Facility Update

Facility Name: Grays Harbor Energy Center
Operator: Grays Harbor Energy LLC

Report Date June 18, 2025

Reporting Period: May 2025

Site Contact: Chris Sherin

Facility SCA Status: Operational

Operations & Maintenance
-GHEC generated 63,558MWh during the month and 1,425,205MWh YTD.
-GHEC Annual Maintenance Outage was 1-22MAY25.

The following information must be reported to the Council if applicable to the facility:

Environmental Compliance

-There were no outfall, or storm water deviations, during the month.

-Routine monthly, quarterly, and annual reporting submissions to EFSEC Staff.
o Monthly Discharge Monitor Report (DMR).

Safety Compliance
- None.

Current or Upcoming Projects

- Submitted the application to renew the Air Operating Permit (AOP) for Grays Harbor Energy
Center (GHEC) that is currently authorized to operate under PSD Permit EFSEC/2001-01,
Amendment 5 and Federal Operating Permit EFSEC/94-1 AOP Modification 1.

-Submitted the Acid Rain Permit Application for permit renewal in accordance with Permit
Requirements 1(i) of Acid Rain Permit No. EFSEC/10-01-AR.

-NPDES permit renewal application submitted to EFSEC in December 2023 in accordance with
Section S6.A of NPDES Permit No. WA0024961.

Other
-None.

GHEC - 401 Keys Road, Elma, WA 98541 < 360.482.4353



EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting Facility Update

Facility Name: Columbia Solar Projects (Penstemon, Camas and Urtica)
Operator: Tuusso Energy, LLC

Report Date: June 1, 2025

Reporting Period: 30 Days ending May 30, 2025

Site Contact: Liz Drachenberg & Brendan Clemente

Facility SCA Status: Operation

Construction Status
e Penstemon
o Currently operational
o Total Generation during the month of May was 1,554 Megawatt hours

e (Camas
o Currently operational
o Total Generation during the month of May was 1,498 Megawatt hours

e Urtica
o Currently operational
o Total Generation during the month of May was 1,513 Megawatt hours

EFSEC Council Update: Columbia Solar



EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting

Facility Name: Columbia Generating Station and Washington Nuclear Project 1 and 4 (WNP-1/4)
Operator: Energy Northwest

Report Date: June 9th, 2025

Reporting Period: May 2025

Site Contact: Josh LaPorte

Facility SCA Status: Operational

CGS Net Electrical Generation for May 2025: -3,317.32 Mega Watt-Hours.

The following information must be reported to the Council if applicable to the facility:

Environmental Compliance:
No update.

Safety Compliance
No update.

Current or Upcoming Projects

The Industrial Development Complex Landfill gas collection system has been installed, and the installation of
the liner and soil cap is complete. Monitoring-well drilling of three wells was completed May 30™. During
excavation for the soil cap, additional debris was found buried in areas within the landfill that were previously
unknown to the project. The debris was primarily concrete, asphalt, steel, and plastic bags. Energy
Northwest stopped the excavations in the area and performed several rounds of geophysical monitoring to
delineate the debris areas, which was approximately 3 acres. This information was presented to EFSEC. A
project team has been assembled to characterize and manage the debris and continue to work with EFSEC on
this issue.

Other

Columbia Generating Station began Refueling Outage 27 on 4/11/2025 and is currently scheduled to come
back online 6/13/2025.

EFSEC Council Update Format July 6, 2020



EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting — Facility Update Format

Facility Name: Goose Prairie Solar
Operator: Brookfield Renewable US
Report Date: 6/12/2025

Reporting Period: 5/1/2025 to 5/31/2025
Asset Manager: Nelson Jia

Facility SCA Status: Operational

Construction Status
e N/A

Operations & Maintenance
e Total generation for the month of May-2025 was approximately 22,996 MWh
e AC Breaker replacements for inverters

The following information must be reported to the Council if applicable to the facility:

Environmental Compliance
Permit status if any changes.
e None

Update on progress or completion of any mitigation measures identified.
e No Discharge on the site reported
Any EFSEC-related inspections that occurred.
e \WSP inspections are re-occurring on behalf of EFSEC
Any EFSEC-related complaints or violations that occurred.
e None
Brief list of reports submitted to EFSEC during the monthly reporting period.
e None

Safety Compliance
e There were no non-routine events to report during this period.

Current or Upcoming Projects
e None

Other
Current events of note (e.g., Covid response updates, seasonal concerns due to inclement weather, etc.).
e None
Personnel changes as they may relate to EFSEC facility contacts (e.g., introducing a new staff member who
may provide facility updates to the Council).
e None

Public outreach of interest (e.g., schools, public, facility outreach).
e None



EFSEC Monthly Council Meeting — Facility Update

Facility Name: Ostrea Solar

Operator: Cypress Creek Renewables
Report Date: 6/5/2025

Reporting Period: 5/1/2025-5/31/2025
Site Contact: Fred Hageman

Facility SCA Status: Construction

Construction Status (only applicable for projects under construction)

Road construction 93% complete. Remaining percent to be completed at end of project.

Array Piles and Inverter Pile Installation continuing in Phase 1 and 2.

Array racking installation began.

Security Fence installation is 90% complete in East portion of property with the West portion of the
property at 40%.

AC Cable installation ongoing.

Overhead AC lines from West to East are 90% complete.

Substation construction underway, majority of foundation piers installed.

Module array area cut and fill complete. Only 1 basin remains to be installed.

Operations & Maintenance (only applicable for operating facilities)

Not yet operational.

The following information must be reported to the Council if applicable to the facility:

Environmental Compliance
-Permit status if any changes.

N/A

-Update on progress or completion of any mitigation measures identified.

WSP weekly SWPPP inspections performed.
BMP installations per Exhibits continue.
On 3/7 a buried 55-gallon drum containing an unknown substance was uncovered.
o Patriot Environmental remediated the material and cleared the site. (tracking #25-0841)
o WA Military Department, EPA, DOE and Ecology Spill Response were notified.
o Plant receiving manifest received for oil drum and provided to EFSEC
On 5/27 during a vehicle refueling operation, a fuel tank was overfilled spilled approximately 5 gallons
of diesel fuel
o Upon reporting of the incident on 5/28, contractor performed initial cleanup and containment
o Patriot Environmental arrived on 5/29 to perform a full cleanup of the affected area
o Pending to receive final report from Patriot

-Any EFSEC-related inspections that occurred.



e Site inspection performed by Lynn Bell on a weekly basis without any non-compliant elements being
discovered
-Any EFSEC-related complaints or violations that occurred.
e Nothingin the month of May
-Brief list of reports submitted to EFSEC during the monthly reporting period.
e Nothingin the month of May
Safety Compliance
e Safety training or improvements that relate to SCA conditions
e (Qccasional high winds caused dust to impact work area, dust mitigation and safety measures
reinforced
e No issues to note for May

Current or Upcoming Projects
-Planned site improvements
e Current:
o Fence Installation
o Array Pile, Racking, and Module deliveries
o Array Pile and Racking installation
o West Property AC cable installation
o Basin and Swell installation touch ups
® Upcoming Projects
o Array Module installation
o DC cable installation
-Upcoming permit renewals.
® None.
-Additional mitigation improvements or milestones.
e West property Basin and Swells
Other
-Current events of note.
e N/A
-Personnel changes as they may relate to EFSEC facility contacts:
® None
-Public outreach of interest
e Nothing to note
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SITE CERTIFICATION AGREEMENT
FOR THE CARRIGER SOLAR ENERGY PROJECT

between
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
and
CARRIGER SOLAR, LLC

This Site Certification Agreement (Agreement or SCA) is made pursuant to Revised Code of Washington
(RCW) 80.50 by and between the State of Washington, acting by and through the Governor of
Washington State, and Carriger Solar, LLC (Certificate Holder).

Cypress Creek Renewables, LLC, filed as permitted by law an application with the Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council (EFSEC or Council) for site certification for the construction and operation of a solar
powered generation and battery energy storage system facility to be sited in Klickitat County,
Washington. The Council reviewed Application 230001, conducted public meetings, and recommended
approval of the application and a Site Certification Agreement by the Governor. On Month XX, 2025, the
Governor approved the Site Certification Agreement authorizing Carriger Solar, LLC, to construct and
operate the Carriger Solar, LLC, project (Project).

The parties hereby now desire to set forth all terms, conditions, and covenants in relation to such site
certification in this Agreement pursuant to RCW 80.50.100(2).
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ARTICLE I: SITE CERTIFICATION

A. Site Description
The Certificate Holder plans to construct and operate a solar photovoltaic (PV) electric generating
facility with an optional battery storage system. The project is located on 25 parcels of privately
owned land that is under purchase or lease option. It is in unincorporated Klickitat County 2 miles
west/northwest of the city of Goldendale and includes two noncontiguous areas with a site control
boundary of 2,108 acres. The project will have a capacity of 160 megawatts (MW) of solar energy
and 63 MW of Battery Energy Storage System (BESS)

The Project will use solar modules configured in a solar array to convert energy from the sun into
electric power. Solar arrays are comprised of single axis tracking PV modules, pile driven racking
equipment, cabling, power inverters and transformers mounted on concrete pads, and an electrical
collection system of overhead and underground cables.

The Project also includes the following supporting components: a BESS, a Project substation,
interconnection equipment, operations & maintenance (O&M) building and employee parking,
laydown area, access roads, and perimeter fencing. Fencing will be installed around the perimeter of
the solar arrays, the Project substation, and BESS.

The Project will interconnect to the northwest transmission grid via Bonneville Power
Administration’s (BPA) existing Knight Substation located adjacent to the Project substation. An
overhead collector line will be sited within the existing Klickitat County Knight Road right of way
(ROW). Other access roads and collection lines will be sited within a portion of the existing BPA
transmission line ROW associated with the existing North Bonneville-Midway No. 1 and Wautoma-
Ostrander No.1transmission lines.

B. Site Certification
The State of Washington hereby authorizes Carriger Solar, LLC, and any and all parent companies,
and any and all assignees or successors approved by the Council, to construct and/or operate the
Carriger Solar Energy Project as described herein, subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the
Council Report to the Governor Recommending Site Certification (Attachment 1 to this Agreement),
and this Agreement.

The construction and operation authorized in this Agreement shall be located within the areas
designated herein and in the Application for Site Certification (ASC) submitted by Cypress Creek
Renewables, LL.C, on February 10, 2023.

This Agreement authorizes the Certificate Holder to construct the Project within the terms provided in
WAC 463-68-030, and is subject to expiration as provided in WAC 463-68-080.

If the Certificate Holder does not begin construction of the Project within five (5) years of the
effective date of the SCA and thereupon continue in a reasonably uninterrupted fashion toward
project completion, then in accordance with WAC 463-68-060, at least ninety days prior to the end of
the five year period, the Certificate Holder must report to the Council its intention to continue and
will certify that the representations in the SCA, environmental conditions, pertinent technology, and
regulatory conditions have remained current and applicable, or identify any changes and propose
appropriate revisions to the Agreement to address changes. Construction may begin only upon prior
Council authorization and approval of such certifications. If the Certificate Holder does not begin
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construction of the Project within ten (10) years of the effective date of the SCA all rights under this
SCA will cease.

C. Project Description
The Carriger Energy Project will consist of the following components:

1.

Photovoltaic Modules. The Project will use high-efficiency commercially available Tier I PV
modules that are Underwriters Laboratories (UL) listed. The principal materials incorporated into
the PV modules include glass, steel, and materials that convert sunlight into electricity. These
materials consist of monocrystalline silicon, polycrystalline silicon, amorphous silicon, or thin
films of polymers, glass and other materials. Module strings and plant performance are remotely
monitored for performance and faults 24/7 and condition assessed during routine maintenance
inspections by on-site operations and maintenance personnel. Any damaged panels will be
repaired or replaced as needed with spare modules stored on site. The final number of modules
will be determined prior to submitting building plans for building and electrical permits.

Ground Mount. The PV modules will be mounted on single-axis tracking systems that will be
arranged in north-south rows and the modules will rotate east to west tracking the sun throughout
the day to maximize generation. Module clear row spacing could range from 8 to 25 feet of open
space between the rows, with final spacing dependent on design considerations such as grading,
physical and geological constraints, racking manufacturer selection, slope and grade, and inter-
row shading. The maximum height of the solar panels will be 12 feet above grade at maximum
tilt. The mounting system for the modules will be supported by posts driven into the ground or set
into pre-drilled holes where hard weathered or solid bedrock exists at shallow depth below grade.
Depending on soil and hydrologic conditions, the posts will be driven directly into the soil;
however, other foundation designs may be used depending on final engineering design.

Additional Project Electrical and Communication Equipment. The Project will have a collection
system connecting PV modules to the Project substation. The collection system may include
underground or aboveground cable trays, overhead DC and AC electrical and communication
cables, or a combination of these. DC collection lines will connect the PV modules to the inverter,
which converts DC power to AC power. AC lines will connect inverters to the transformers,
which increase the AC power to medium voltage (34.5 kV). The inverters and transformers will
be mounted on concrete pads adjacent to each module block (collection of module rows). The
inverters and transformers will transform the electricity from the arrays from DC to AC at the
collector line voltage level. The southern and northern PV arrays will be connected electrically
through an overhead 34.5kV collector line that will be constructed in the medium voltage
collection line ROW. The overhead collection system may contain both electrical circuits and
communication lines on the same structures. Overhead collection systems typically consist of
wood or steel poles and are approximately 40 feet above grade with a typical span length of 35
feet. The underground collection system is typically buried in trenches to a depth of 36 to 48
inches. Final design will determine the use of buried, overhead lines or a combination of both.

Meteorological Station. The Project will have at least one 10-foot-tall meteorological station
within the solar field. The total number of meteorological stations depends on final Project
design. A meteorological station is a device that collects data related to weather and environment
using an array of different sensors. The sensors may include a thermometer to take temperature
readings, a barometer to measure pressure in the atmosphere, and other sensors to measure rain,
wind, and humidity
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Energy Storage System. The Project will have a BESS footprint of up to approximately two acres
located near the Project substation. The primary BESS container components are battery storage
modules comprised of lithium-ion phosphate (LFP) cells, placed in racks. LFP is one type of
lithium-ion chemistry which has a greater safety margin compared to other common lithium-ion
battery chemistries. Lithium-ion cells have a typical lifespan of 15 to 20 years depending on
usage. The BESS system will have early detection systems that include smoke detectors,
combustible gas detectors, and temperature detectors. Each individual battery module will also
have voltage and current detectors. BESS battery containers will also be equipped with automatic
fire suppression systems inside the battery containers. These include condensed aerosol fire
suppressants and gaseous medial fire-extinguishing devices.

The BESS containers are mounted on foundations adjacent to power conversion systems,
comprising inverters and 34.5kV transformers. The number of BESS containers may change
depending on final engineering design, capacity maintenance strategy, and BESS manufacturer
selected. The BESS will be designed to provide 4 hours of energy at full rated power of the
system. The final number of BESS containers will not exceed the audible limits analyzed in the
noise analysis.

Project Substation and Transmission Interconnection System. The Project will construct a new
substation in an approximately 3-acre area within the Project Site Control Boundary, west of the
BPA Knight Substation. The conceptual substation design for purposes of permitting will include
a 500-kV step-up transformer, access roads, stormwater facilities, and electrical infrastructure
such as circuit breaker, metering, communications, protection, and control equipment; and
supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) and metering equipment. The substation will
be interconnected to the BPA Knight Substation via a 500-kV overhead line. The Project’s end of
control is at the Project substation fence line along the property boundary of privately owned
parcel where the 500-kv overhead line extends onto the adjacent BPA parcel at which point the
overhead line is under BPA control and permitting. The Project’s interconnection to BPA’s system
may require electrical and infrastructure upgrades to the BPA substation; however, the footprint of
BPA’s existing substation is not expected to change. Interconnection to a BPA transmission
system is subject to review under the National Environmental Policy Act.

Operations and Maintenance Building. The Project includes an O&M building that will consist of
a single-story structure with office space, warehousing space, a bathroom, and breakroom
facilities. The O&M building could be up to 2,000 square feet in size on approximately 0.5-acre
area including an on-site 10,000- square-foot graveled area for parking for employees and visitors
(approximately 10 parking spaces) and an open staging area. The O&M building will be located
near the Project’s collector substation and surrounded by a security fence.

In addition, the Project’s O&M area will include two 250-gallon above-ground water storage
tanks. Water will be purchased from a permitted off-site source (i.e., municipal water source or
vendor with a valid water right) and hauled to the Project site. Wastewater will be managed using
a permitted onsite above ground septic system. Local utilities will provide electrical and
communications/telephone connections.

Access Roads and Internal Roads. The Project will primarily be accessed from private driveways
off Knight Road, Mesecher Road, Butts Road, and State Route 142. The Project’s northern and
southern solar array areas will be connected by the Collection Line ROW along Knight Road.
Private interior roads will be built on private property for construction and operation. Access
roads will have a compacted gravel surface, with a width of approximately 16 feet or 20 feet as
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well as the required clearance and turning radius needed for emergency response vehicles, in
accordance with fire code. Road improvements, including drainage upgrades and grading, may be
required as part of the Project.

9. Security and Lighting. Permanent 12.5 gauge game fencing will be installed around the Project in
order to restrict public access and will have a height of 8 feet. The fence posts will be set in
concrete. Lighting may be needed for security and occasional after-hours work. Lighting will be
controlled by motion sensors that are directed inwards, shielded, and have reduced lumens as
required by Klickitat County Code. Lighting may be installed throughout the Project in locations
such as the access points, O&M building, substation, BESS and major equipment locations. Any
lighting will be shielded and directed downward to minimize the potential for glare or spillover to
adjacent properties, as required in the code.

10. Temporary Work Areas. Construction staging and laydown areas will be established as needed for
parking, construction, storage and use within the Project Study Area. The estimated acreage for
temporary work and laydown area during construction is 22-acre.

11. Off-site Operations Monitoring. The Project will be remotely monitored 24 hours a day by the
Applicant with remote shutoff capabilities and automatic, redundant, continuously operating
combustion prevention systems supported by an independent power supply capable of operating
without auxiliary or internal BESS power.

The location of Project facilities including, but not limited to, the solar panels, electrical collection
and distribution system, electrical transformers, electrical generation tie lines, roadways, and other
related infrastructure, is generally described in the ASC, as modified within this Agreement. The final
location of the solar panels and other project facilities within the Project Footprint may vary from the
locations shown on the conceptual drawings provided in the ASC but shall be consistent with the
conditions of this Agreement and in accordance with the final construction plans approved by EFSEC
pursuant to Article IV.S.

ARTICLE II: DEFINITIONS

Where used in this Site Certification Agreement, the following terms shall have the meaning set forth
below:

1. “Application” or “ASC” means the Application for Site Certification, designated No. 230001,
submitted by CCR on February 10, 2025.

2. “Approval” (by EFSEC) means an affirmative action by EFSEC or its authorized agents
including those actions and consultations delegated to Council staff regarding documents, plans,
designs, programs, or other similar requirements submitted pursuant to this Agreement.

3. “BMPs” means Best Management Practices.

4. “BPA” means Bonneville Power Administration.

5. “Carriger Solar Energy Project” or “Project” means those Carriger Solar Energy Project facilities
described in the ASC, including solar panels and their construction areas; electrical

collection/interconnection and communication systems; electrical step-up and interconnection
transformers; optional Battery Energy Storage System; access roadways; temporary construction-
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

related facilities; and other related Project facilities. The specific components of the Project are
identified in Article I.C.

“Certificate Holder” means Carriger Solar, LLC, any and all parent company(s), or an assignee or
successor in interest authorized by the Council.

“Commence Commercial Operation” means the time when the Project begins generating and
delivering electricity to the electric power grid, other than electricity that may be delivered as a
part of testing and startup of the Project.

“Construction” means any of the following activities: Project Site clearing, grading, earth
moving, cutting, or filling, excavation, preparation of roads and/or laydown areas, foundation
construction including hole excavation, form work, rebar, excavation and pouring of concrete for
the inverter pads and switchyard, or erection of any permanent, above-ground structures including
any solar tracking assemblies, the transformer, transmission line poles, substation poles, or solar
resource assessment stations.

“County” means Klickitat County, Washington.
“DAHP” means the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation.
“Ecology” means the Washington State Department of Ecology.

“Effective date” means the date on which the Governor executes this Agreement, although the
Agreement must also be signed by the Applicant to become binding.

“EFSEC” or “Council” means the State of Washington Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council,
or such other agency or agencies of the State of Washington as may hereafter succeed to the
powers of EFSEC for the purposes of this Agreement.

“EFSEC Costs” means any and all reasonable costs, both direct and indirect, actually incurred by
EFSEC with respect to this Site Certification Agreement (SCA), including but not limited to
monitoring, staffing, and SCA maintenance.

“Micro-siting” or “micrositing” means the final technical and engineering process by which the
Certificate Holder shall recommend to the Council the final location of solar project facilities on
the Project Footprint.

“NPDES Permit” means National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit.

“Project Footprint” means that portion of the Project Site within the 2,108-acres where the facility
infrastructure is planned to be located, as described in greater detail in Section 2.A.2 of the ASC.

“RCW” means the Revised Code of Washington.

“Revised MDNS” means the Revised Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance issued on
July 16, 2025, by EFSEC.

“Site,” or “Project Site,” means the land on which the Carriger Solar Energy Project is to be
constructed and operated.
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21.

“Site Certification Agreement,” “SCA” or “Agreement” means this formal written agreement
between the Certificate Holder and the State of Washington, including all attachments hereto and
exhibits, modifications, amendments, and documents incorporated herein.

22. “State” or “state” means the State of Washington.
23. “WAC” means the Washington Administrative Code.
24. “WDFW” means the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife.
25. “WSDOT” means the Washington State Department of Transportation.
ARTICLE III: GENERAL CONDITIONS
A. Legal Relationship
1. This Agreement shall bind the Certificate Holder, and its successors in interest, and the State and

any of its departments, agencies, divisions, bureaus, commissions, boards, and its political
subdivisions, subject to all the terms and conditions set forth herein, as to the approval of, and all
activities undertaken with respect to the Project or the Site. The Certificate Holder shall ensure
that any activities undertaken with respect to the Project or the Project Footprint by its agents
(including affiliates), contractors, and subcontractors comply with this Agreement and applicable
provisions of Title 463 WAC. The term “affiliates” includes any other person or entity controlling,
controlled by, or under common control of or with the Certificate Holder.

This Agreement, which includes those commitments made by the Certificate Holder in the ASC
and mitigation requirements included in the Revised MDNS, issued June 16, 2025, constitutes the
whole and complete agreement between the State of Washington and the Certificate Holder, and
supersedes any other negotiations, representations, or agreements, either written or oral.

B. Enforcement

1.

2.

This Agreement may be enforced by resort to all remedies available at law or in equity.

This Agreement may be suspended or revoked by EFSEC pursuant to RCW 34.05 and RCW
80.50, for failure by the Certificate Holder to comply with the terms and conditions of this
Agreement, for violations of RCW 80.50 and the rules promulgated thereunder, or for violation of
any applicable resolutions or orders of EFSEC.

When any enforcement action of the Council is required by or authorized in this Site Certification
Agreement, the Council may, but shall not be legally obligated to, conduct a hearing pursuant to
RCW 34.05.

C. Notices and Filings
Filing of any documents or notices required by this Agreement with EFSEC shall be deemed to have
been duly made when delivery is made to EFSEC’s offices at the Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council, 621 Woodland Square Loop SE, Olympia, WA 98504-3172 or to PO Box 43172, Olympia,
WA 98504-3172.
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Notices to be served by EFSEC on the Certificate Holder shall be deemed to have been duly made
when deposited in first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the Certificate Holder at 3402 Pico
Blvd, Santa Monica, California 90405 c/o General Counsel, legal@ccrenew.com.

D. Rights of Inspection
Throughout the duration of this Agreement, the Certificate Holder shall provide access to the Site, the
Project structures, buildings and facilities, underground and overhead electrical lines, and all records
relating to the construction and operation of the Project to designated representatives of EFSEC and
EFSEC contractors in the performance of their official duties. Such duties include, but are not limited
to, environmental monitoring as provided in this Agreement and monitoring and inspections to verify
the Certificate Holder’s compliance with this Agreement. EFSEC personnel or any designated
representatives of EFSEC shall follow all worker safety requirements observed and enforced on the
Project Site by the Certificate Holder and its contractors.

E. Retention of Records
The Certificate Holder shall retain such records as are necessary to demonstrate the Certificate
Holder’s compliance with this Agreement.

F. Consolidation of Plans and Submittals to EFSEC
Any plans required by this Agreement may be consolidated with other such plans if such consolidation
is approved in advance by EFSEC. This Site Certification Agreement includes time periods for the
Certificate Holder to provide certain plans and other information to EFSEC or its designees. The intent
of these time periods is to provide sufficient time for EFSEC or its designees to review submittals
without delay to the Project construction schedule, provided submittals made to EFSEC and/or its
designees are complete.

G. Site Certification Agreement Compliance Monitoring and Costs
The Certificate Holder shall pay to the Council all EFSEC costs incurred during the construction and
operation of the Project to assure compliance with the conditions of this Agreement, as required by
RCW 80.50.071(2). The amount and manner of payment shall be prescribed by EFSEC pursuant to
applicable procedures.

The Certificate Holder shall deposit with EFSEC a sum to guarantee payment of all EFSEC Costs as
defined in Article I1.13, consistent with RCW 80.50.071(2)(a), for the period commensurate with the
activities of this Agreement.

H. Site Restoration
The Certificate Holder is responsible for site restoration pursuant to the Council’s rules, WAC 463-72,
in effect at the time of submittal of the Application.

The Certificate Holder shall develop an Initial Site Restoration Plan in accordance with the
requirements set out in Article IV.G of this Agreement and submit it to EFSEC for approval. The
Certificate Holder may not begin Site Preparation or Construction until the Council has approved the
Initial Site Restoration Plan, and the required site restoration financial assurance.

The Certificate Holder shall submit a Detailed Site Restoration Plan to EFSEC for approval prior to
decommissioning in accordance with the requirements of Article VIIL. A of this Agreement.
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I. EFSEC Liaison
No later than thirty (30) days from the effective date of this Agreement, the Certificate Holder shall
designate a person to act as a liaison between EFSEC and the Certificate Holder.

J. Changes in Project Management Personnel
The Certificate Holder shall notify EFSEC of any change in the primary management personnel, or
scope of responsibilities of such personnel, for the Project.

K. Amendment of Site Certification Agreement

1. This Agreement may be amended pursuant to EFSEC rules and procedures applicable at the time
of the request for amendment. Any requests by the Certificate Holder for amendments to this
Agreement shall be made in writing.

2. No change in ownership or control of the Project shall be effective without prior Council
approval pursuant to EFSEC rules and procedures.

3. Repair, maintenance, and replacement of Project facilities:

a. The Certificate Holder is permitted, without any further amendment to this agreement, to
repair and maintain Project Facilities described in Article 1.C, consistent with the terms of
this Agreement.

b. The Certificate Holder shall notify EFSEC of the replacement of any significant portion
of the Project Facilities no later than thirty (30) days prior to the replacement occurring.

c. The Certificate Holder may replace any and all project facilities (including but not
limited to equipment and structures) when necessary or to improve efficiency, without the
need to amend this SCA, as long as the replacement facilities are within the physical
dimensions authorized by this SCA, and do not present any environmental impacts
greater than those evaluated in the MDNS. The fact that such replacements increase the
generating capacity of the facility above 470 MW, shall not, by itself, require amendment
of this SCA.

d. If facility replacements represent a significant departure from the originally approved
construction plans, EFSEC may require the submission of new construction plans, in the
same manner as for original construction plans.

4. In circumstances where the Project causes a significant adverse impact on the environment not
previously analyzed or anticipated by this Agreement, or where such impacts are imminent,
EFSEC shall take all steps it deems reasonably necessary, including imposition of specific
conditions or requirements on the Certificate Holder as a consequence of such a situation in
addition to the terms and conditions of this Agreement. Such additional conditions or
requirements initially shall be effective for not more than ninety (90) days and may be extended
once for an additional ninety (90) day period if deemed necessary by EFSEC to pursue ongoing,
or continuing temporary, arrangements under other authority, including but not limited to RCW
34.05, RCW 80.50 RCW, or Title 463 WAC.

L. Order of Precedence
In the event of an inconsistency or apparent ambiguity in this Agreement, the inconsistency or

ambiguity shall be resolved by giving precedence in the following order:

1. Applicable Federal statutes and regulations.
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2. Applicable State of Washington statutes and regulations.

3. The body of this Site Certification Agreement, including any other provision, term, or material
incorporated herein by reference or otherwise attached to, or incorporated in, this Agreement.

4. The application of common sense to affect a result consistent with law and the principles effected
in this document.

M. Review and Approval Process; Exceptions

1. Except for the Initial and Final Site Restoration Plans, prior to any site work, the Council may
delegate to the EFSEC Director authority to approve or deny the construction and operational
plans required by this Agreement. The EFSEC Director shall ensure that the construction and
operational plans have been sufficiently reviewed prior to approval.

2. The EFSEC Director may allow temporary exceptions from plan requirements or provisions of
the SCA when such exceptions are not contrary to the purposes of the SCA, provided that a
record is kept, and Council members are immediately notified. Any Council member may, within
seven (7) days of the notice, put the item on a Council meeting agenda for review.

ARTICLE IV: PLANS, APPROVALS AND ACTIONS REQUIRED PRIOR TO
CONSTRUCTION

A. Plan Submission Requirements
All identified plans and submissions must adhere to the requirements and obligations set forth in
relevant regulations, this Agreement, the Revised MDNS, and the ASC.

Unless otherwise noted, all plans and submissions required prior to beginning site construction
activities are required to be filed with EFSEC ninety (90) days prior to the start of Construction. The
Certificate Holder shall not begin Construction activities until all applicable elements of the required
plans or commitments outlined in this Agreement, the Revised MDNS, and the ASC are in place, and
Council approval of required plans and authorization to begin construction has been obtained.

B. Notice of Federal, State, and Local Permit Approvals
No later than thirty (30) days after the effective date of this Agreement, the Certificate Holder shall
notify the Council of all Federal, State, and Local permits, not delegated to EFSEC, that are required
for construction and operation of the Project, if any, and the anticipated date of permit issuance to the
Certificate Holder. The Certificate Holder shall notify the Council when all required permits have been
obtained, no later than ten (10) business days after the permit has been issued.

C. Mitigation Measures
During construction, operation, decommissioning, and site restoration of this Project, the Certificate
Holder shall implement the mitigation measures set forth in this Agreement, including, but not limited
to, those presented in the ASC and those identified in the Revised MDNS. For each of these mitigation
measures, the Certificate Holder shall in the same filing further identify the Construction Plan and/or
Operation Plan addressing the methodology for its achievement.

The specific plans and submittals listed in the remainder of this Article IV, and Articles V, VI, VII, and
VII1, shall incorporate these mitigation measures as applicable.
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D. Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

1. Notice of Intent. No later than sixty (60) days prior to the beginning of Site Preparation, the
Certificate Holder shall file with EFSEC a Notice of Intent to be covered by a General National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated
with Construction Activities.

2. Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. No later than sixty (60) days prior to the
beginning of Site Preparation, the Certificate Holder shall submit to EFSEC a Construction
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (Construction SWPPP). The Construction SWPPP shall
meet the objectives and requirements listed in the Construction Stormwater General Permit
Special Conditions S.9 of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System and State Waste
Discharge General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction Activities
issued by the Department of Ecology on January 1, 2021, or as revised. The Certificate Holder
shall include measures for temporary erosion and sedimentation control in the Construction
SWPPP as included in the Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington.

E. Temporary Erosion and Sediment Control Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop a Temporary Erosion and Sediment Control (TESC) Plan. No
later than sixty (60) days prior to the beginning of Site Preparation, the Certificate Holder shall submit
the TESC Plan to EFSEC. As an alternative to submitting a separate TESC Plan, the Certificate Holder
may include measures for temporary erosion and sedimentation control in the Construction SWPPP
required in Article IV.D.2, above.

F. Construction Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasures Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop a Construction Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures
Plan (Construction SPCCP) if quantities of materials maintained on site are of sufficient quantity to
qualify, consistent with the requirements of 40 CFR Part 112 and shall adhere to requirements
identified in this agreement and the ASC. The Construction SPCCP shall include the Project Footprint,
and all access roads. The Certificate Holder shall require all contractors working on the facility to have
a spill prevention and countermeasure program consistent with the above requirements.

G. Initial Site Restoration Plan
The Certificate Holder is responsible for Project decommissioning and site restoration pursuant to
Council rules. The Certificate Holder shall develop an Initial Site Restoration Plan in consultation with
EFSEC staff pursuant to the requirements of WAC 463-72-040 in effect on the date of Application.
The objective of the Plan shall be to restore the Project Site to approximate pre-Project condition or
better.

The Initial Site Restoration Plan shall be prepared in detail commensurate with the time until site
restoration is to begin. EFSEC staff will coordinate with Yakama Nation for input on site restoration.
The scope of proposed monitoring shall be addressed in the Initial Site Restoration Plan pursuant to
the requirements of WAC 463-72-020.

The Plan shall include the following elements:
1. A detailed engineering estimate of the costs of the Certificate Holder or Transferee hiring a third

party to carry out Site Restoration. The estimate may not be reduced for “net present value” and
may not be reduced by allowance for any salvage value that may be realized from the sale of
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facility structures or equipment, property interests, or other assets associated with the facility at
the time of decommissioning and Site Restoration.

Decommissioning Timing and Scope, as required by Article VIII.C of this Agreement.
Decommissioning Funding and Surety, as required by Article VIIL.D of this Agreement.
Mitigation measures described in the Revised MDNS, the ASC, and this Agreement.

A plan that addresses both the possibility that site restoration will occur prior to, or at the end of,
the useful life of the Project and the possibility of the Project being suspended or terminated
during construction.

A description of the assumptions underlying the plan. For example, the plan should explain the
anticipated useful life of the Project, the anticipated time frame of site restoration, and the
anticipated future use of the Project Site.

An initial plan for demolishing facilities, salvaging equipment, and disposing of waste materials.

Performing an on-site audit and preparing an initial plan for disposing of hazardous materials (if
any) present on the site and remediation of hazardous contamination (if any) at the site. If the
Certificate Holder constructs the Project with solar panels incorporating hazardous materials,
such as Cadmium Telluride, then the Certificate Holder shall use appropriate precautions during
decommissioning and removal of the solar panels to safely dispose of and to avoid, and, if
necessary, remediate any soil contamination resulting from the panels’ hazardous materials.

An initial plan for restoring the Project Site, including the removal of structures and foundations
to a minimum of four feet below grade and the restoration of disturbed soils. This restoration
should be informed by the soil monitoring conducted in accordance with the Soil Monitoring Plan
developed as described in Article IV.H below.

Provisions for preservation or removal of Project facilities if the Project is suspended or
terminated during construction.

H. Soil Monitoring Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop a Soil Monitoring Plan, in consultation with EFSEC staff and
Washington Department of Agriculture.

L.

This Plan shall include a baseline soil test conducted prior to construction as well as regular
sampling during operations.

The Plan shall include measures for adaptive management mitigation measure in the event that
monitoring shows a decline in soil conditions.

1. Habitat Restoration and Mitigation Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop a Habitat Restoration and Mitigation Plan, in consultation with
EFSEC staff and WDFW.
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The Plan shall specify the Certificate Holder’s plan for meeting Compensatory Mitigation
Obligations. The Certificate Holder’s Compensatory Mitigation Obligations will be met through
the mechanisms identified in the Revised MDNS.

Pre-construction Project layout drawings will show expected permanent and temporary land
disturbances.

The Plan shall include a process to determine the actual impacts to habitat following the
completion of construction. If actual impacts to habitat exceed the expected impacts determined
prior to construction, the Habitat Mitigation Plan will include a mechanism for the Certificate
Holder to provide supplemental compensatory mitigation (Supplemental Mitigation). In the event
of such determination, WDFW shall provide evidence of such exceedance of impacts.
Supplemental Mitigation, if any, will be proportional to impacts and may take the form of
additional on-site habitat enhancement or the payment of an additional fee equivalent to the value
of permanently disturbed project acres to WDFW in lieu of mitigation. Any supplemental
mitigation will be established in coordination with WDFW and reviewed and approved by the
EFSEC prior to implementation.

J. Vegetation and Weed Management Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop a Vegetation and Weed Management Plan, in consultation with
EFSEC staff, WDFW, and Ecology.

L.

The Plan must address vegetation management activities related to Project construction and
operation.

The Certificate Holder shall develop the Plan to require all temporarily disturbed areas to be
reseeded with an appropriate native seed mix selected in coordination with WDFW.

In consultation with WDFW, the Plan shall include a restoration schedule that identifies timing
windows during which restoration should take place, and an overall timeline for when all

restoration activities will be completed.

The Plan shall also include benchmarks and a timeline for revegetation success, and a plan for
monitoring revegetation to ensure success.

This plan must address the requirements set forth in WAC 463-60-332(3).

The Plan must specify methods that will be implemented for effective noxious weed control and
revegetation.

K. Construction Traffic Control Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop a Construction Traffic Control Plan, in consultation with EFSEC,
Klickitat County, and WSDOT.

L.

The Traffic Control Plan shall be informed by the traffic impact analysis and must address traffic
management in the vicinity of the construction zone.

The plan must contain measures to facilitate safe movement of vehicles in the vicinity of the
construction zone and be in accordance with 23 CFR Part 655, Subpart F.
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3. The plan must ensure that tribal access to public lands is retained throughout construction.

L. Cultural and Archaeological Resources Unanticipated Discovery Plan
With the assistance of an experienced archaeologist, and in consultation with EFSEC, Department of
Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP), and any concerned Tribes, the Certificate Holder
shall develop a Cultural and Archaeological Resources Unanticipated Discovery Plan for monitoring
construction activities and responding to the discovery of archaeological resources or buried human
remains.

1. Prior to construction, the Certificate Holder shall obtain any necessary DAHP permits
and perform any additional necessary archaeological work in order to comply with RCW
27.53.

2. The Certificate Holder shall provide copies of the draft Plan for comment to the
Yakama Nation and other potentially affected tribes prior to EFSEC approval.

3. The Plan shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

a. A copy of the final construction and micro-siting plans for the Project and shall
provide for the avoidance of archaeological sites where practical.

b. For sites to be avoided, the boundaries of identified cultural resources and buffer
zones located within project boundaries shall be staked in the field and flagged as
no-disturbance areas to avoid inadvertent disturbance during construction. These
site markings will be removed following construction.

c. The Plan shall address alternative mitigation measures developed in coordination
with DAHP and affected tribes to be implemented if it is not practical to avoid
archaeological sites or isolates.

d. The Plan shall address the possibility of the unanticipated discovery of
archaeological artifacts during construction.

e. If any archaeological artifacts, including but not limited to human remains, are
observed during construction, then disturbance and/or excavation in that area will
cease, and the Certificate Holder shall notify DAHP, EFSEC, and any affected
Tribes and, in the case of human remains, the County Coroner or Medical
Examiner.

1. At that time, appropriate treatment and mitigation measures shall be
developed in coordination with the agencies and tribes cited above and
implemented following approval by EFSEC.

i1. The Certificate Holder Shall develop a Cultural and Archaeological
Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in coordination with the
Yakama Nation, other effected Tribes and DAHP and submit the plan for
EFSEC for final approval.
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iil. If Project facilities cannot be moved or re-routed to avoid the
resources, the Certificate Holder shall contact EFSEC and DAHP for
further guidance, which may require the implementation of a treatment
plan. If a treatment plan is required, it shall be developed in consultation
with DAHP and any affected Tribes.

M. Construction Emergency Plan
The Certificate Holder shall prepare and submit a Construction Emergency Plan:

1. The Certificate Holder shall coordinate development and implementation of the Plan with
applicable local and state emergency services providers.

2. The Certificate Holder shall retain qualified contractors familiar with the general construction
techniques and practices to be used for the Project and its related support facilities.

3. The construction specifications shall require contractors to implement a safety program that
includes a Construction Emergency Plan.

N. Construction Fire Control Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop and implement a Construction Fire Control Plan in coordination
with state and local agencies to minimize the risk of accidental fire during construction and to ensure
effective response to any fire that does occur on the Project Footprint at any time.

O. Construction Health and Safety Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop and implement a Construction Health and Safety Plan in
consultation with local and state organizations providing emergency response services to ensure timely
response in the event of an emergency.

P. Construction Site Security Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop and implement a Construction Site Security Plan in consultation
with local and state organizations providing emergency response services.

Q. Utilities
The Certificate Holder shall provide certification of water availability for process water used for site
construction to include vegetation and dust management.

R. Construction Schedule
No later than thirty (30) days prior to the beginning of Construction, the Certificate Holder shall
submit to EFSEC an overall construction schedule. Thereafter, the Certificate Holder shall notify
EFSEC of any significant changes in the construction schedule.

S. Construction Plans and Specifications
The Certificate Holder shall submit to EFSEC those construction plans, specifications, drawings, and
design documents that demonstrate the Project design complies with the conditions of this Agreement.

1. The Certificate Holder shall also provide copies to WDFW, Ecology, DAHP and other agencies as
EFSEC may direct, for comment.
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The plans shall include the overall Project site plans, equipment, and material specifications.

The construction plans and specifications shall be in compliance with Klickitat County
construction and building codes.

The plans shall identify any items relevant to the mitigation measures contained in this
Agreement, the Revised MDNS, and the ASC.

The Certificate Holder shall consult with emergency services suppliers prior to preparing final
road construction plans, to ensure that interior all-weather access roads are sufficient to provide
reliable access by emergency vehicles.

In its final design for construction, the Certificate Holder shall maximize the use of existing roads
and pathways and minimize the construction of new roads as much as reasonable and practical to

minimize disturbance of existing habitat. The final design shall be subject to approval by EFSEC

as part of the overall construction plans and specifications.

ARTICLE V: PROJECT CONSTRUCTION

A. Environmental Monitoring During Construction

L.

Environmental Monitor (EM). EFSEC shall provide on-site environmental monitoring for the
construction phase of the Project, at the Certificate Holder’s cost. The EM shall be an
independent, qualified engineering firm (or a person) selected by EFSEC and shall report directly
to EFSEC.

Environmental Compliance Program for Construction Activities. The Certificate Holder shall
identify and develop an Environmental Compliance Program in consultation with the EM and
other EFSEC designees.

The Environmental Compliance Program shall cover avoidance of sensitive areas during
construction, waste handling and storage, stormwater management, spill prevention and control,
habitat restoration efforts begun during the construction phase of the Project, and other mitigation
measures required by this Agreement, the Revised MDNS, and the ASC.

The Environmental Compliance Program shall develop inspection criteria used to ensure relevant
mitigation commitments, approved plans, and sensitive area avoidance activities are adhered to.
Inspection criteria shall include inspection checklist items, “stop work” criteria, and procedures
for responding to stop work notices and program deficiencies. The Certificate Holder shall
implement the program to ensure that construction activities meet the conditions, limits, and
specifications set out in the Site Certification Agreement, all Attachments thereto, and all other
applicable state and federal environmental regulations.

Copies of Plans and Permits Kept on Site. A copy of the Site Certification Agreement, Plans
approved by the Council or its designees, and all applicable construction permits shall be kept at
the Project Site. The lead Project construction personnel and construction project managers will
be required to read, follow, and be responsible for all required compliance activities.

Environmental Violations and Stop-Work Orders. Upon identification of an environmental
noncompliance issue, the EM will work with the responsible subcontractor or direct-hire workers
to correct the violation. If non-compliance is not corrected in a reasonable period, the EM shall
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request that EFSEC issue a “stop-work™ order for that portion of the work not in compliance with
Project environmental requirements. EFSEC will promptly notify the EM of any “stop work”
orders that have been issued. Failure to correct a violation at the request of the EM may be
considered by EFSEC in exercising its authority under RCW 80.50.155 to issue penalties to
persons who violate the SCA or an EFSEC issued permit.

B. Quarterly Construction Reports
The Certificate Holder shall submit quarterly construction progress reports to EFSEC no later than
thirty (30) days after the end of each calendar quarter following the start of construction. Such reports
shall describe the status of construction and identify any changes in the construction schedule.

C. Construction Inspection
EFSEC shall provide plan review and inspection of construction for all Project structures, underground
and overhead electrical lines, and other Project facilities to ensure compliance with this Agreement.
Construction shall be in accordance with the approved design and construction plans, and other
relevant regulations. EFSEC may contract with Klickitat County, another appropriate agency, or an
independent firm to provide these services.

D. As-Built Drawings
The Certificate Holder must provide an as-built report documenting the amount of temporary and
permanent disturbance associated with the Project within 60 days of completion of construction. The
Certificate Holder shall maintain a complete set of as-built drawings on file for the life of the Project
and shall allow the Council or its designated representative access to the drawings on request
following reasonable notice.

E. Habitat, Vegetation, Fish and Wildlife
The Certificate Holder shall use construction techniques and BMPs to minimize potential impacts to
habitat and wildlife. Construction of the Project shall be performed in accordance with mitigation
measures identified in the Revised MDNS, and the ASC.

F. Construction Noise
The Certificate Holder shall use construction techniques and BMPs to minimize potential impacts of
construction related noise. Construction of the Project shall be performed in accordance with
mitigation items identified in the Revised MDNS, and the ASC.

G. Construction Safety and Security

1. Federal and State Safety Regulations. The Certificate Holder shall comply with applicable federal
and state safety regulations (including regulations promulgated under the Federal Occupational
Safety and Health Act and the Washington Industrial Safety and Health Act), as well as local and
state industrial codes and standards (such as the Uniform Fire Code). The Certificate Holder, its
general contractor, and all subcontractors shall make every reasonable effort to maximize safety
for individuals working on the Project.

2. Visitors’ Safety. Visitors shall be provided with safety equipment where and when appropriate.

H. Contaminated Soils
If contaminated soils are encountered during construction, the Certificate Holder shall notify EFSEC
and Ecology as soon as possible. The Certificate Holder shall manage, handle, and dispose of
contaminated soils in accordance with applicable local, state, and federal requirements.
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I. Light, Glare, and Aesthetics Lighting
Lighting
1. The Certificate Holder shall implement mitigation measures to minimize light and glare impacts
as described in the ASC and the Revised MDNS.

2. The Certificate Holder shall minimize outdoor lighting to meet safety and security requirements.
The Certificate Holder shall avoid the use of high intensity lights and utilize downward-directed
lighting.

Glare
1. Solar panels with an anti-reflective coating shall be utilized.
Aesthetics

1. The Certificate Holder must institute the measures identified in the Revised MDNS regarding
potential visual and aesthetic impacts once a final project design has been completed.

J. Construction Wastes and Clean-Up
The Certificate Holder’s waste disposal plans and schedule shall be included in the site construction
plans and specifications for review and approval by EFSEC.

1. The Certificate Holder shall dispose of sanitary and other wastes generated during construction at
facilities authorized to accept such wastes.

2. The Certificate Holder shall properly dispose of all temporary structures not intended for future
use upon completion of construction.

3. The Certificate Holder also shall dispose of used timber, brush, refuse, or flammable materials
resulting from the clearing of lands or from construction of the Project.

ARTICLE VI: SUBMITTALS REQUIRED PRIOR TO THE BEGINNING OF
COMMERCIAL OPERATION
A. Plan Submission Requirements
All identified plans and submissions must adhere to the requirements and obligations set forth in
relevant regulations, this Agreement, the Revised MDNS, and the ASC.

Unless otherwise noted all plans and submissions required prior to the Beginning of Commercial
Operation are required to be filed with EFSEC ninety (90) days prior to the Beginning of Commercial
Operation. The Certificate Holder shall not begin operation until all applicable elements of the
required plans or commitments outlined in this Agreement, the Revised MDNS, and the ASC are in
place and Council approval of required plans and authorization to begin operation has been obtained.

B. Operations Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
The Certificate Holder shall prepare an Operations Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (Operations

SWPPP) in consultation with Ecology.

1. The Operations SWPPP shall include an operation manual for permanent BMPs.
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2. The Operations SWPPP shall be prepared in accordance with the guidance provided in the
Ecology Stormwater Management Manual for Eastern Washington, July 2024 or as revised.

3. The Certificate Holder shall annually review the Operations SWPPP against the guidance
provided in the applicable Ecology Stormwater Management Manual and make modifications as
necessary to the Operations SWPPP to comply with current requirements for BMPs.

4. The Operations SWPPP shall specify that water used for washing of the solar panels is to not
contain any solvents or other additives.

C. Operations Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan
The Certificate Holder shall prepare an Operations Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasures
Plan (Operations SPCCP) in consultation with Ecology, if quantities of materials maintained on site
are of sufficient quantity to qualify.

1. The Operations SPCCP shall be prepared pursuant to the requirements of 40 CFR Part 112,
Sections 311 and 402 of the Clean Water Act, Section 402 (a)(1) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (FWPCA), and RCW 90.48.080.

2. The Operations SPCCP shall include the Project Footprint and all access roads as appropriate.

3. The Operations SPCCP shall be implemented within three (3) months of the beginning of
Commercial Operation.

4. The Operations SPCCP must be updated and submitted to the EFSEC every two (2) years.

D. Vegetation and Weed Management Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop an updated Vegetation and Weed Management Plan, in
consultation with EFSEC staff, WDFW, and Ecology. The updated plan must address any relevant
changes to the vegetation or weed management requirements and protocols identified prior to
beginning site operation.

E. Operations Emergency Plan
The Certificate Holder shall submit an Operations Emergency Plan for the Project to provide for
employee and public safety in the event of emergencies.

1. The Certificate Holder shall coordinate development of the plan with local and state agencies that
provide emergency response services in the Project Footprint.

2. The Certificate Holder shall provide EFSEC with lists of emergency personnel, communication
channels, and procedures and update them as needed.

3. The Operations Emergency Plan must be in compliance with WAC 463-60-352.

F. Operations Fire Control Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop an Operations Fire Control Plan in coordination with state and
local agencies to minimize the risk of accidental fire during operation and ensure effective response to
any fire that does occur. The Fire Control Plan must consider and address potential wildfire risk
minimization and response. If there’s a determination between the Certificate holder and state and
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local response agencies to include additional fire response support agreements, those agreements shall
be included in the Plan.

G. Operations Health and Safety Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop and implement an Operations Health and Safety Plan. The
Certificate Holder shall consult with local and state organizations providing emergency response
services during the development of the plan to ensure timely response in the event of an emergency.

H. Operations Site Security Plan
The Certificate Holder shall develop and implement an Operations Phase Site Security Plan. The Plan
shall include, but shall not be limited to, the following elements:

1. Controlling access to the site by any visitors, contractors, vendors, or suppliers.

2. Installing security lighting and fencing; and securing access to solar panels, pad transformers,
pad-mounted switch panels and other outdoor facilities.

3. A copy of the final Security Plan shall be provided to EFSEC, and other agencies involved in
emergency response.

ARTICLE VII: PROJECT OPERATION

A. Plan Implementation and Adherence
The Certificate Holder shall adhere to and implement the provisions of the required plans, submittals,
permits, the Revised MDNS, the ASC, and any relevant regulation during project operation.

B. Water Discharge
The Certificate Holder shall ensure that all stormwater control measures and discharges are consistent
with the Operations SWPPP, required by Article VI.B and the Ecology Stormwater Management
Manual for Eastern Washington, July 2024 or as revised.

C. Noise Emissions
The Certificate Holder shall operate the Project in compliance with applicable Washington State
environmental noise regulations WAC 173-60, WAC 463-62-030, WAC 173-58, and RCW 70A.20.

D. Fugitive Dust Emissions
The Certificate Holder shall continue to implement dust abatement measures as necessary.

E. Safety and Security

1. Personnel Safety. The safety of operating personnel is governed by regulations promulgated under
the Federal Occupational Safety and Health Act and the Washington Industrial Safety and Health
Act. The Certificate Holder shall comply with applicable federal and state safety laws and
regulations (including regulations under the Federal Occupational Safety and Health Act and the
Washington Industrial Safety and Health Act) as well as local and industrial codes and standards
(such as the Uniform Fire Code).

2. Visitors’ Safety. The Certificate Holder shall require visitors to observe the safety plans and shall
provide them with safety equipment where and when appropriate.
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F. Dangerous or Hazardous Materials
The Certificate Holder shall handle, treat, store, and dispose of all dangerous or hazardous materials
including but not limited to those related to any battery backup power sources or the optional battery
energy storage system in accordance with Washington state standards for hazardous and dangerous
wastes, WAC 463-74, and WAC 173-303.

Following any abnormal seismic activity, volcanic eruption, severe weather activity, flooding,
vandalism, or terrorist attacks the Certificate Holder shall inspect areas where hazardous materials are
stored to verify that containment systems are operating as designed.

G. Utilities
The Certificate Holder shall provide certification of water availability for process waters used for site
operation and maintenance to include potable water for site operations staff, vegetation management,
and annual solar panel washing.

ARTICLE VIII: PROJECT TERMINATION, DECOMMISSIONING AND SITE
RESTORATION

A. Detailed Site Restoration Plan
The Certificate Holder shall submit a Detailed Site Restoration Plan to EFSEC for approval within
ninety (90) days from the time the Council is notified of the termination of the Project. The Detailed
Site Restoration Plan shall provide for restoration of the Project Site within the timeframe specified in
Article VIII.C, considering the Initial Site Restoration Plan and the anticipated future use of the
Project Site. The Detailed Site Restoration Plan shall address the elements required to be addressed
by WAC 463-72-020, and the requirements of the Council approved Initial Site Restoration Plan
pursuant to Article IV.F of this Agreement. The Certificate Holder shall not begin Site Restoration
activities without prior approval from the Council. The Certificate Holder shall consult with WDFW,
and Ecology in preparation of the Detailed Site Restoration Plan. EFSEC staff will coordinate with
Yakama Nation for input on site restoration.

B. Project Termination

1. Termination of this Site Certification Agreement, except pursuant to its own terms, is an
amendment of this Agreement.

2. The Certificate Holder shall notify EFSEC of its intent to terminate the Project, including by
concluding the plant’s operations, or by suspending construction and abandoning the Project.

3. The Council may terminate the SCA through the process described in WAC 463-66- 090, and the
Council may initiate that process where it has objective evidence that the certificate may be
abandoned or when it deems such action to be necessary, including at the conclusion of the
plant’s operating life, or in the event the Project is suspended or abandoned during construction or
before it has completed its useful operating life.

C. Site Restoration Timing and Scope
Site Restoration shall be conducted in accordance with the commitments made in the Detailed Site

Restoration Plan required by Article VIII.A and in accordance with the following measures:

1. Timing. The Certificate Holder shall commence Site Restoration of the Project within twelve (12)
months following the termination described in Article VIII.B above. The period to perform the
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Site Restoration may be extended if there is a delay caused by conditions beyond the control of
the Certificate Holder including, but not limited to, inclement weather conditions, equipment
failure, wildlife considerations, or the unavailability of cranes or other equipment to support
decommissioning.

2. Scope. Site Restoration shall involve removal of the solar panels and mounting structures;
removal of foundations or other Project facilities to a depth of four (4) feet below grade;
restoration of any disturbed soil to pre-construction condition; and removal of Project access
roads and overhead poles and transmission lines (except for any roads and/or overhead
infrastructure that Project Footprint landowner wishes to retain) (all of which shall comprise “Site
Restoration”). Site Restoration shall also include the use of appropriate precautions during
decommissioning and removal of any hazardous material to safely dispose of and to avoid, and, if
necessary, remediate any soil contamination resulting from the hazardous materials.

3. Monthly Reports. If requested by EFSEC, the Certificate Holder shall provide monthly status
reports until this Site Restoration work is completed.

4. Restoration Oversight. At the time of Site Restoration, the Project Site will be evaluated by a
qualified biologist to determine the extent of and type of vegetation existing on the site and a
qualified soil scientist to determine the soil conditions on site. Success criteria for Site
Restoration will be established prior to commencement of decommissioning activities, based on
the documented preconstruction conditions, experience gained with re-vegetation during
operation and the condition of the Project Site at the time of Site Restoration. The restoration
success criteria will be established in the Detailed Site Restoration Plan approved by EFSEC in
consultation with the designated biologist and soil scientist. Once restoration of the Project Site is
determined to be complete, a final report of restoration activities and results will be submitted to
EFSEC in consultation with the designated biologist and soil scientist, for review and approval.

D. Site Restoration Financial Assurance

1. Except as provided in Article VIII.D.3 below, the Certificate Holder or any Transferee shall
provide financial assurance sufficient, based on detailed engineering estimates, for required Site
Restoration costs in the form of a surety bond, irrevocable letter of credit, or guaranty. The
Certificate Holder must also provide pollution liability insurance coverage at an amount justified
for the project. The Certificate Holder shall include a detailed engineering estimate of the cost of
Site Restoration in its Initial Site Restoration Plan submitted to EFSEC. The estimate must be
based on the costs of EFSEC hiring a third party to carry out Site Restoration. The estimate may
not be reduced for “net present value” and may not be reduced by allowance for any salvage
value that may be realized from the sale of facility structures or equipment, property interests, or
other assets associated with the facility at the time of decommissioning and Site Restoration.
During the active life of the facility, the Certificate Holder or Transferee must adjust the Site
Restoration cost estimate for inflation within sixty days prior to the anniversary date of the
establishment of the financial instrument used to provide financial assurance and must increase
the financial assurance amount accordingly to ensure sufficient funds for Site Restoration.

2. The duty to provide such financial assurance shall commence sixty (60) days prior to the
beginning of Construction of the Project and shall be continuously maintained through to the
completion of Site Restoration. Construction of the Project shall not commence until adequate
financial assurance is provided. On or before the date on which financial assurance must be
established, the Certificate Holder shall provide EFSEC with one of the following financial
assurance mechanisms that is reasonably acceptable to EFSEC:
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b.

Surety Bond. The Certificate Holder or any Transferee shall provide financial security for
the performance of its Site Restoration obligations through a Surety Bond issued by a
surety listed as acceptable in Circular 570 of the U.S. Department of the Treasury. The
Performance Bond shall be in an amount equal to the Site Restoration costs. A standby
trust fund for Site Restoration shall also be established by the Certificate Holder or
Transferee to receive any funds that may be paid by the surety to be used to complete Site
Restoration. The surety shall become liable for the bond obligation if the Certificate
Holder or Transferee fails to perform as guaranteed by the bond. The surety may not
cancel the bond until at least one hundred twenty days after the Certificate Holder or
Transferee and EFSEC have received notice of cancellation. If the Certificate Holder or
Transferee has not provided alternate financial assurance acceptable under this SCA
within ninety days of the cancellation notice, the surety shall pay the amount of the bond
into the standby Site Restoration trust: or

Irrevocable Letter of Credit. The Certificate Holder or any Transferee shall provide
financial security for the performance of its Site Restoration obligations through an
irrevocable letter of credit payable to or at the direction of EFSEC, that is issued by an
institution that has the authority to issue letters of credit and whose letter of credit
operations are regulated and examined by a Federal or State agency. The letter of credit
shall be in an amount equal to the Site Restoration costs. A standby trust fund for Site
Restoration shall also be established by Certificate Holder or Transferee to receive any
funds deposited by the issuing institution resulting from a draw on the letter of credit. The
letter of 30 credit shall be irrevocable and issued for a period of at least one year, and
renewed annually, unless the issuing institution notifies the Certificate Holder or
Transferee and EFSEC at least one hundred twenty days before the current expiration
date. If the Certificate Holder or Transferee fails to perform Site Restoration, or if the
Certificate Holder or Transferee fails to provide alternate financial assurance acceptable
to EFSEC within ninety days after notification that the letter of credit will not be
extended, EFSEC may require that the financial institution provide the funds from the
letter of credit to be used to complete Site Restoration: or

Guaranty. Certificate Holder or any Transferee, as the case may be, shall provide
financial assurance for the performance of its Site Restoration obligations by delivering a
guaranty to fund the Certificate Holder or Transferee’s Site Restoration obligations
hereunder from an entity that meets the following financial criteria:

i. A current rating of AAA, AA, A, or BBB as issued by Standard and Poor's or
Aaa, Aa, A, or Baa as issued by Moody’s.
ii. Tangible net worth at least six times the sum of the current Site Restoration cost
estimates.
iii. Tangible net worth of at least ten million dollars; and
iv. Assets in the United States amounting to at least ninety percent of its total assets
or at least six times the sum of the current Site Restoration cost estimates.

The guarantor entity’s chief financial officer shall provide a corporate guaranty that the
corporation passes the financial test at the time the Initial Site Restoration Plan is filed.
This corporate guaranty shall be reconfirmed annually ninety days after the end of the
corporation's fiscal year by submitting to EFSEC a letter signed by the guaranteeing
entity’s chief financial officer that:
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1. Provides the information necessary to document that the entity passes the
financial test.

ii. Guarantees that the funds to finance the required Site Restoration activities are
available.

iii. Guarantees that the required Site Restoration activities will be completed.

iv. Guarantees that within thirty days if written notification is received from EFSEC
that the entity no longer meets the above financial criteria, the entity shall
provide an alternative form of financial assurance consistent with the
requirements of this section.

v. Quarantees that the entity’s chief financial officer will notify in writing the
Certificate Holder or Transferee and EFSEC within fifteen days any time that the
entity no longer meets the above financial criteria or is named as debtor in a
voluntary or involuntary proceeding under Title 11 U.S.C., Bankruptcy.

vi. Guarantees that the entity’s chief financial officer will notify in writing the
Certificate Holder or Transferee and EFSEC within fifteen days any time that the
entity no longer meets the above financial criteria or is named as debtor in a
voluntary or involuntary proceeding under Title 11 U.S.C., Bankruptcy.

vii. Attaches a copy of the independent certified public accountant's report on
examination of the entity’s financial statements for the latest completed fiscal
year; and

viii. Attaches a special report from the entity’s independent certified public
accountant (CPA) stating that the CPA has reviewed the information in the letter
from the entity’s chief financial officer and has determined that the information is
true and accurate.

e. Ifthe Certificate Holder or any Transferee fails to perform Site Restoration covered by
the guaranty in accordance with the approved Initial or Final Site Restoration plan, the
guarantor will be required to complete the appropriate activities. The guaranty will
remain in force unless the guarantor sends notice of cancellation by certified mail to the
Certificate Holder or Transferee and EFSEC. Cancellation may not occur, however,
during the one hundred twenty days beginning on the date of receipt of the notice of
cancellation by the Certificate Holder or Transferee and EFSEC. If the Certificate Holder
or Transferee fails to provide alternate financial assurance as specified in this section and
obtain the written approval of such alternate assurance from EFSEC within ninety days
after receipt of a notice of cancellation of the guaranty from the guarantor, the guarantor
will provide such alternative financial assurance in the name of the Certificate Holder or
Transferee.

If the SCA is transferred after its effective date, pursuant to applicable EFSEC laws and
regulations, EFSEC has the right to require, consider, and approve other financial security that
will provide for the Certificate Holder’s performance of its Site Restoration obligations pursuant
to Articles VIII.C and VIIL.D of this Site Certification Agreement.
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ARTICLE IX: SITE CERTIFICATION AGREEMENT - SIGNATURES

Dated and effective this day of 2025.

FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

Bob Ferguson,
Governor

FOR CARRIGER SOLAR, LLC

John Hanks, Chief Development Officer
Carriger Solar, LLC
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BEFORE THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL

In the Matter of:

Cypress Creek Renewables, LLC,

Carriger Solar, LLC
Applicant

Application Docket No. EF-230001

REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR ON APP.LICATION DOCKET NO. EF-230001
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I. Executive Summary
A. Application

Carriger Solar, LLC (Applicant) has applied under the Energy Facility Site Locations Act, RCW
80.50, for site certification to construct and operate Carriger Solar LLC Project (Project) in
unincorporated, Klickitat County. The Project is a 160 megawatt (MW) solar photovoltaic (PV)
facility that would include a 63 MW battery energy storage system (BESS). The Project would
interconnect with the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) transmission system.

B. Recommendation

The Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC or Council) recommends the Governor
approve the Project. The Council also recommends that certain conditions be imposed as part of
the site certificate agreement (SCA), as detailed in this recommendation.

The Council carefully considered: (1) the policies set forth in RCW 80.50.010 regarding the need
for abundant clean energy sources to meet the state’s greenhouse gas reduction goals and to
mitigate the effects of climate change while ensuring through reasonable methods that all energy
facilities will produce minimal adverse impacts on the environment; (2) public comments; (3) the
agency’s State Environmental Policy Act review and mitigated determination of nonsignificance;
(4) the issues raised during staff-level coordination with affected federally recognized tribes and
during government-to-government consultation! as set described in RCW 80.50.060(8); and (5)
commitments made by the Applicant in its application, at hearings, and in other relevant
documents.

The Council concludes that the conditions identified in this report and set forth in the
accompanying draft SCA are reasonable methods to minimize the adverse impacts of the
proposed Project on the environment and to consider the broad interests of the public including
affected tribes. The Council finds that with the recommended mitigation measures, the proposed
Project meets the requirements of applicable law and comports with the policies and intent of
Chapter 80.50 RCW.

I1. Detailed Summary of the Application and the Council’s Review Process
A. Carriger Solar, LLC Project
Cypress Creek Renewables, LLC (CCR) filed an application for site certification (ASC) on
behalf of the Applicant on February 10, 2023. Carriger Solar, LLC is a wholly owned subsidiary
of Cypress Creek Renewables, LLC. Carriger Solar, LLC headquarters are in Santa Monica,

California.

The Project will construct and operate a solar PV electric generating facility that includes 160
MW of solar energy and 63 MW BESS.

! Per a letter received from Chairman Lewis, dated May 14, 2025, the Yakama Nation do not consider this meeting
to meet the definition of government-to-government consultation. A response letter from EFSEC dated May 23,
2025 acknowledges this concern.
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The Project is located north of SR 142 and along Knight Road, approximately two miles
west/northwest of the City of Goldendale in unincorporated Klickitat County. The Project is
located primarily on agricultural and rural residential lands, and the southern portion of the
Project area is located in the Klickitat County Energy Overlay Zone (EOZ). The Project contains
2,108 acres and is composed of two non-contiguous areas across 25 parcels of private land that
are under purchase or lease option for Project site control. A 1,326 acre or less subset of this area
will contain the maximum Project footprint or maximum project extent (MPE). The MPE
includes:

e A 30-foot corridor associated with the Project collector line in the Knight Road right-of-
way (ROW).

e A 30-foot corridor associated with the Project access road and collector line within the
BPA ROW.

e All the areas within the solar array fence lines minus exclusion areas where sensitive
resources such as wetlands and streams are being avoided.

e In total, the MPE includes all solar arrays, Project substation, BESS facilities, operations
and maintenance building, employee parking, access roads, collector lines, and laydown
areas.

B. The Council and the Application review Process

EFSEC is an agency of the State of Washington established under RCW 80.50.010. One of the
Council’s responsibilities is to review applications from private developers for authorization to
construct and operate specified energy facilities, including alternative energy resource facilities
(such as solar) and electricity storage facilities that choose to apply for certification under RCW
80.50.060(1)(b). After reviewing the application and receiving information from the public, other
agencies, and affected Tribes, the Council develops a recommendation for the Governor on
whether to approve the application, and if so, on what conditions. If the Council recommends
approval, it provides a draft SCA that includes its recommended conditions for signature by the
Governor and the applicant. In developing a recommendation, the Council’s mandate is to
balance the need for abundant energy at a reasonable cost with the broad interests of the public.
RCW 80.50.010; see also WAC 463-47-110.

Council representatives participating in this process are Kurt Beckett, Council Chair; Elizabeth
Osborne, Department of Commerce; Eli Levitt, Department of Ecology; Nahan Pamplin,
Department of Fish and Wildlife; Lenny Young, Department of Natural Resources; Stacey
Brewster, Washington Ultilities and Transportation Commission; and Matt Chiles, Klickitat
County.

The Council’s review of the Project ASC consisted of multiple separate and distinct procedural
steps. A detailed summary of the activities associated with each step is provided below.
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C. Informational Public Hearing

The Council must conduct an informational public hearing in the County of a proposed project
no later than sixty days following the receipt of an application.? This hearing shall consist of a
presentation of the proposed project by the applicant, and the general public shall be afforded an
opportunity to provide written or oral comments.’

Consistent with this requirement, the Council conducted an informational public hearing on April
25, 2023, in Klickitat County. Pursuant to RCW 80.50.090(1) and WAC 436-26-025, the
Applicant and EFSEC staff gave presentations about the Project proposal and EFSEC application
review process, respectively. The Counsel for the Environment was introduced and provided a
description of the duties of this position. EFSEC staff provided public notice and invited the
public to comment at this hearing.

The Council received a total of 35 oral comments during the informational public hearing and an
additional 48 written comments. The comments were largely in opposition to the Project. Many
expressed concerns that the location was not desirable due to the proximity and visibility to the
city of Goldendale and the rural residential location. Other commenters discussed the solar
development moratorium in Klickitat County at the time of the application, or expressed concern
for wildlife, loss of agricultural lands, and possible hazards to public health from the BESS and
solar panels. A few commenters expressed support due to potential economic opportunities for
jobs and to those leasing or selling their lands for the project.

D. Land Use Consistency Hearing

Subsequent to the informational public hearing, EFSEC must conduct a land use consistency
hearing pursuant to RCW 80.50.090(2) and WAC 463-26-050. The Council must then decide
whether the proposed site is consistent and in compliance with local land use plans and zoning
ordinances.*

The Council held a Land Use Consistency hearing on May 16, 2023 to determine whether the
Project’s use of the proposed site is consistent with local or regional land use plans and zoning
ordinances in effect at the time the ASC was submitted.> Testimony was provided by CCR, the
County (including 2-county commissioners), and 5 local citizens during this hearing. The
Council determined the Project to be consistent with Klickitat County land use plans and zoning
ordinances in effect as of February 10, 2023, the filing date of the ASC.® The Council determined
it to be consistent because the Project was eligible to be approved under the Energy Overlay
Zone and conditional use provisions of Klickitat County Code Title 19. On September 25, 2023,
EFSEC published Order 889 affirming land use consistency.

2RCW 80.50.090(1), WAC 463-26- 025.

3 WAC 463- 26-025.

4RCW 80.50.090(2); see also WAC 463-26-110.
S RCW 80.50.090, WAC 463-14-030.

6 EFSEC Order 886
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E. Compliance with Chapter 80.50 RCW and State Environmental Policy Act

The Council must comply with State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), Chapter 43.21C RCW,
which requires consideration of probable significant adverse environmental impacts of certain
government actions, including approval or denial of an application to site an energy facility, and
possible mitigation. EFSEC’s SEPA rules are set out in Chapter 463-47 WAC. The Council’s
responsible SEPA official is the EFSEC Director.” If the Council’s SEPA official finds that
adverse environmental impacts can be mitigated to nonsignificant levels, EFSEC may issue a
mitigated determination of non-significance (MDNS).

On April 7, 2025, EFSEC’s Director, Sonia Bumpus, issued an MDNS followed by a 14-day
public comment period. On June 16, 2025, EFSEC issued a Revised MDNS for a 7-day comment
period to reflect changes made in response to comments received during the April comment
period. All mitigation measures identified in the Revised MDNS have been included as
conditions of the draft SCA.®

F. Tribal Engagement

Consistent with RCW 80.50.060(8), EFSEC seeks ways to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any
adverse effects on tribal resources and rights and aims to include methods for increased
protection of tribal cultural resources, archaeological sites, and sacred sites in its recommended
conditions for energy facility siting.

RCW 80.50.060(8) requires EFSEC to provide opportunities for early and meaningful
participation and input from federally recognized tribal governments that possess resources,
rights, or interests reserved or protected by federal treaty, statute, or executive order in the area
where an energy facility is proposed, both during the siting review process and in ongoing
compliance monitoring of proposed energy facilities.

Prior to the submission of the ASC, the Applicant met with Yakama Nation CRP staff in
preparation for the cultural resource survey (Survey) work. In turn, the CRP staff indicated
awareness and continuing interest in the Project to EFSEC staff. On March 15, 2023, EFSEC
staff formally notified receipt of application to 11 federally recognized tribal nations identified
by the Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) as having treaty rights to
the proposed Project location. EFSEC received no response to this notice offering government-
to-government consultation. However, on March 30, 2023, the Confederated Tribes and Bands of
the Yakama Nation (Yakama Nation) Cultural Resource Program (CRP) sent EFSEC staff a
comment letter on the first draft of the Survey for the Project and confirmed their ongoing
interest in engagement. EFSEC staff worked with Yakama Nation CRP staff and DAHP on the
Survey over the following 17 months. The Survey was reviewed and revised multiple times in
response to comments received from CRP staft and DAHP after each revision.

In the summer of 2023, EFSEC staff engaged with Yakama Nation CRP staff specifically to
address traditional and cultural properties (TCPs), as Yakama Nation CRP staff had determined

TWAC 463-47-051.
8 See Carriger Solar Revised MDNS, dated June 16, 2025.
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that the Project could have significant impacts to TCPs. To that end, EFSEC also offered to
finance a confidential study to be performed by CRP staff on those impacts through an inter-
agency agreement. The duration of that agreement was for 1-year beginning in December 2023.

On August 15, 2024, the EFSEC Chair requested the Yakama Nation Chairman engage in
government-to-government consultation on impacts to TCPs. Yakama Nation staff responded
that they preferred not to engage until they completed the TCP study and technical staff had time
to work through proposed mitigation options. Yakama Nation staff provided the confidential
report to EFSEC staff on October 28, 2024.

Yakama Nation CRP staff subsequently offered to provide a summary letter of the TCP report for
EFSEC staff to share with the Applicant so that mitigation could be negotiated. Following receipt
of the summary letter, the Applicant developed proposed mitigation options for EFSEC staff to
discuss with Yakama Nation staff. EFSEC staff met with Yakama Nation staff and their legal
counsel to receive feedback on proposed mitigation. EFSEC staft determined it lacked legal
authority to impose the specific mitigation requested by Yakama Nation staff.

By mid-March 2025, EFSEC completed its technical and legal evaluation of the mitigation
options proposed by the Applicant and Yakama Nation CRP. The EFSEC Director developed
measures that she concluded would mitigate the significant adverse impacts from the Project to
TCPs. Throughout that evaluation, EFSEC staff considered Yakama Nation CRP’s feedback on
proposals for mitigating TCP impacts attributable to the project currently under review by
EFSEC but reserved for later analysis TCP impacts from a possible future project proposal on an
adjacent state-owned parcel that was of greatest concern to Yakama Nation staff. On May 2,
2025, the EFSEC Director sent a letter to the Yakama Nation Chairman requesting that an
opportunity be afforded for the EFSEC Chair and Director to meet with the Yakama Nation
Tribal Council on the Council’s June meeting agenda. EFSEC Chair Beckett, Director Bumpus
and select EFSEC staff and legal counsel met with the Yakama Nation Tribal Council on June 4,
2025. Following the meeting, Chair Beckett provided a confidential memo per RCW
42.56.300(3) (Attachment 1) to all Council members prior to the June EFSEC monthly meeting
for their consideration.

To address TCP impacts, the following mitigation measures are/have been incorporated into the
SCA through the Revised MDNS:

e Increased setbacks of fencing and solar panels from SR 142 and Knight Road.

e Increased setbacks of fencing and solar panels on both the north and south side of a
Department of Natural Resources managed parcel.

¢ Installation of natural screening tools, such as earthen berms, rock piles or native
vegetation to further mitigate visual impacts to users of the north side of the DNR parcel.

Additional conditions are included in the SCA following the June meeting between EFSEC and

the Yakama Nation Tribal Council in response to concerns raised in that meeting. These
conditions are discussed more fully in Attachment 1:
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e The traffic control plan, as required in the SCA Article IV.K, will ensure that tribal access
to TCPs is maintained throughout construction.

e EFSEC will include Yakama Nation in the review of the initial site restoration plan as
required by SCA Article IV.G and in the review of the detailed site restoration plan as
required by SCA Article VIIL.A

G. Expedited Processing Decision and Order

The Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Chapter 80.50.075 allows the council to grant
expedited processing of an ASC. The applicant can seek expedited processing when the
following two conditions are met:

1. The project is found to be consistent and in compliance with city, county, or regional land
use plans or zoning ordinances, at the time the application is submitted.

2. The environmental impact of the proposed facility is not significant or will be mitigated
to a nonsignificant level as defined in RCW 43.21C.031.

As noted in subsections D and E of this section, order 889 was issued on September 25, 2023,
the MDNS was published on April 7, 2025, and the Revised MDNS was published on June 16,
2025. After publication of the MDNS the Project met both legal requirements (consistency with
local zoning and no significant environmental impacts, as specified in RCW 80.50.075) for the
Council to grant the Applicant’s request for expedited processing. A public comment period on
the draft order on expedited processing was open from April 29 through May 2, 2025. On May 5,
2025, after considering comments received, the Council voted to grant expedited processing and
issued Order 899.

When an application is granted expedited processing, the Council does not hold an adjudicative
proceeding but instead affords a less formal public meeting to take comments, as provided in
RCW 80.50.090(5). By rule, within sixty days following the granting of expedited processing or
such later time as is mutually agreed upon by the Applicant and the Council, the Council
forwards its recommendation to the Governor. WAC 463-43-080.

III. RCW 80.50.010 Standard for Recommendation

State law establishes policies that inform how the Council is to exercise its authority to develop a
recommendation to the Governor on an application for site certification.

With regard to the need for clean energy facilities and the interests of the public, RCW 80.50.010
provides as follows:

It is the policy of the state of Washington to reduce dependence on fossil fuels by
recognizing the need for clean energy in order to strengthen the state’s economy, meet the
state’s greenhouse gas reduction obligations, and mitigate the significant near-term and
long-term impacts from climate change while conducting a public process that is
transparent and inclusive to all with particular attention to overburdened communities.
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It is the policy of the state of Washington to recognize the pressing need for increased
energy facilities, and to ensure through available and reasonable methods that the location
and operation of all energy facilities . . . will produce minimal adverse effects on the
environment, ecology of the land and its wildlife, and the ecology of state waters and
their aquatic life.

It is the intent to seek courses of action that will balance the increasing demands for
energy facility location and operation in conjunction with the broad interests of the
public.

State policy mandates the development of power that satisfies renewable energy requirements.
Washington’s greenhouse gas emissions reduction requirements include a statewide 45 percent
reduction by 2030, 70 percent reduction by 2040, and 95 percent reduction by 2050.° The
Climate Commitment Act contemplates that meeting Washington’s climate goals will require
coordinated, comprehensive, and multisectoral implementation of policies, programs, and laws. '
Among the State’s economic and climate policies is the Clean Energy Transformation Act
(CETA), which requires all electric utilities serving retail customers in Washington to be
greenhouse gas neutral by 2030. By 2045, utilities cannot use offsets anymore and must supply
Washington customers with electricity that is 100 percent renewable or non-emitting. It is amid
this broader policy context, that the Washington legislature recognizes in RCW 80.50.010 the
need for clean energy and has directed the Council to encourage the development of clean energy
sources and the provision of abundant clean energy at reasonable cost.

In summary, in its recommendation to the Governor, the Council must carefully consider the
evidence in the record and seek a balance between the need for clean energy at a reasonable cost
and the need to ensure that the location of energy facilities will produce minimal adverse effects
on the environment.

IV. Conclusion and Recommendation

The Council has considered the ASC, the land use consistency order, RMDNS, public comments,
and information gathered in coordination with Yakama Nation CRP staff and Tribal Council. As a
result of this review, the Council finds that the Project should be approved as conditioned. The
Council is persuaded that the draft SCA includes appropriate conditions for the construction and
operation of the proposed energy facility, and that appropriate consideration has been afforded
under the draft agreement for wildlife movement corridors, agricultural lands, visual aesthetics,
archaeological and architectural resources, traditional cultural properties, and water resources
among other factors.

The record before the Council supports the decision to recommend approval, subject to the
restrictions, mitigation, and protective measures identified in the SCA, Revised MDNS, and
ASC. These elements will, in the Council’s judgment, minimize the adverse local impacts of the
Project as much as is reasonable consistent with the balancing of policies described in RCW
80.50.010.

9 RCW 70A.45.020(1)(a)(ii)—(iv).
10 RCW 70A.65.005(2).
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Signatures

WASHINGTON ENERGY FACILITY
SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL

Kurt Beckett, Chair

Elizabeth Osborne Eli Levitt

Department of Commerce Department of Ecology

Stacey Brewster Nathan Pamplin

Utilities and Transportation Commission Department of Fish and Wildlife
Lenny Young Matt Chiles

Department of Natural Resources Klickitat County

NOTICE TO PARTIES: In accordance with WAC 463-30-335, administrative relief may be
available through a petition for reconsideration of the Recommendation Package to the
Governor. The Council requires requests for reconsideration to address all of the filing party’s
concerns raised by the Recommendation Package in a single petition. Petitions for
reconsideration must be filed within 20 days of the service of this Order and the
Recommendation Package to the Governor. If any such petition for reconsideration is filed
timely , the deadline for answers is fourteen days after the date of service of each such petition.
The formatting of petitions for reconsideration shall be governed by WAC 463-30-120 and shall
be limited to 50 pages.
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Horse Heaven Wind Project

General Description: Proposed construction of a renewable energy facility that would have a nameplate energy
generating capacity of up to 1,150 megawatts (MWs) for a combination of wind and solar
facilities as well as battery energy storage systems (BESS). Meteorological Towers
(MET), overhead transmission lines, and Operations and Maintenance (O&M) Facilities
are also proposed.

Project area: 72,428 acres, privately owned land in which five DNR parcels are located

within.
Location: Unincorporated Central Benton County south of the Tri-Cities.
Applicant: Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC.
Milestone Dates: e February 8, 2021, Original ASC Submitted

e May 17, 2022, Council issues Order No. 883 of Land Use Consistency — Finding
Proposed Site Consistent with Land Use Regulations.

e October 31, 2023, Final Environmental Impact Statement Issued.

e April 17, 2024, Adjudicative Order Resolving Contested Issues.

o April 29, 2024, Recommendation to the Governor Submitted.

e May 25, 2024, Governor Remanded the Council’s Recommendation.

e September 17, 2024, Final Recommendation to the Governor Submitted.

e October 18, 2024, Received Signed SCA and Final Decision from the Governor.

e November 21, 2024, Applicant Signed the SCA.

Status: Location Map:
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General Description:

Location:

Applicant:

Milestone Dates:

Wallula Gap Solar Energy Project

Wallula Gap Solar, a 60-megawatt (MW) solar photovoltaic (PV) project with an optional
battery energy storage system (BESS). The Facility would be located across a portion
(approximately 437 acres) of three parcels. The optional BESS would not exceed the
nominal 60-MW capacity of the Facility. Facility would interconnect through a line tap to
Benton Public Utility District’s (PUD) 115-kV line near the Prior #2 substation. The
generation would then be connected to the Bonneville Power Administration’s (BPA)

facilities at the Plymouth tap (aka Paterson Tap), where Benton PUD and BPA facilities
connect at BPA’s McNary substation.

Unincorporated community of Plymouth, Benton County, Washington.
OneEnergy Development LLC

February 23, 2024, Original ASC Submitted
April 23, 2024, Public Comment Hearing, Land Use Consistency Hearing

Status: Location Map:
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Transmission Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement

General Description: A Programmatic EIS to assess probable significant adverse environmental impacts from

electrical transmission facilities with a nominal voltage of 230 kilovolts (kV) or greater at
a broad level and identify avoidance, minimization, and other mitigation measures.
EFSEC was directed to conduct this nonproject environmental review under RCW
Chapter 43.21C.405.

Location: Statewide
Originating Legislation: Senate Bill 5165, Chapter 229, Laws of 2023

Milestone Dates:

o July 23, 2023, Effective Date of Originating Legislation
e June 28, 2024, EIS Scoping Memo Issued

e March 31, 2025, Draft EIS Issued

e April 8, 2025, Public Informational Meeting

e April 22 & 24, 2025, Public Comment Hearings

e May 15, 2025, End of Draft EIS Public Comment Period
e Late September, 2025, Anticipated Final EIS Issuance

Status: Location Map:
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General Description:

Location:

Applicant:

Milestone Dates:

Desert Claim Wind Power Project

Proposed construction of a renewable energy facility that would have a nameplate energy
generating capacity of up to 180 megawatts (MWs) from wind facilities. Meteorological
Towers (MET), overhead transmission lines, and Operations and Maintenance (O&M)
Facilities are also proposed.

Project area: 4,783 acres, of which 3,191 acres are privately owned land and 1,592 acres
are DNR owned parcels.

Unincorporated Kittitas County, eight miles northwest of the city of Ellensburg.
Desert Claim Wind Power, LLC.

e November 3, 2006, Original Application for Site Certification (SCA) Submitted
e February 1, 2010, SCA signed.
e November 13, 2018, SCA Amendment 1 executed.
e QOctober 18, 2023, SCA Amendment 2 executed.
e May 13, 2025 SCA Termination request received.
Status: Location Map:
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WASHINGTON STATE
ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL
DRAFT RESOLUTION NO. 356
AMENDMENT NO. 3 TO THE
DESERT CLAIM WIND POWER PROJECT SITE CERTIFICATION AGREEMENT
TERMINATION

Nature of Action

On May 13, 2025, the Washington Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC or Council)
received a written request from the Certificate Holder Desert Claim Wind Power LLC to
terminate the Desert Claim Site Certification Agreement (SCA). According to the certificate
holder’s request, “given current market conditions, Desert Claim Wind Power LLC no longer
sees an economically feasible path to finance construction and operation of the project” and
therefore, requests termination of the SCA.

The Certificate Holder has never commenced construction of the facility and is essentially
stating its intention to abandon its authority under the certificate.

The SCA was originally executed in 2010, with an expiration in 2020. The SCA expiration date
has twice been extended by the Council, first to 2023 and then to 2028, on assurances from the
Certificate Holder that it was still seeking to contract with an off-taker of the project’s power,
after which it would be able to commence construction.

Based on the Certificate Holder’s current representation that it no longer sees a path to financing
construction and wishes to terminate the certificate, the Council hereby grants the request and
declares the Desert Claim Wind Power Project Site Certification Agreement to be terminated.

Background

Governor Gregoire executed the Desert Claim Site Certification Agreement (SCA) in 2010. The
original SCA authorized Desert Claim to construct and operate a wind power facility consisting
of a maximum of 95 wind turbines, an output capacity of 190 total megawatts (MW), tower
height not to exceed a maximum of 410 feet, and a 5,200-acre project site. The project would
have been located north and west of Ellensburg near the intersection of U.S. Route 97 and
Smithson Road.

Having not yet started construction, in February 2018 Desert Claim requested that the Council
amend its SCA to allow for the reconfiguration of its site boundary and the installation of fewer,
but larger turbines than were originally authorized. The Council granted Desert Claim’s request
to amend its SCA in Resolution No. 343, dated November 13, 2018. The resulting SCA
Amendment No. 1 reduced the project area to 4,400 acres. The number of authorized wind
turbines was reduced to 31, not to exceed a height of 492 feet. SCA Amendment No. 1 also
extended the original SCA’s deadline for commencement of commercial operations by three
years, to November 13, 2023.



Still not having commenced construction, on May 5, 2023, Desert Claim submitted a request to
amend the SCA to extend the deadline for completing construction by five years. With
Resolution No. 353, Amendment No. 2 to the Desert Claim Wind Power Project SCA Extension
of Term, signed October 18, 2023, the Council granted approval of Desert Claim’s request to
extend the SCA’s expiration date by five years requiring that substantial completion be achieved
no later than November 13, 2028. The Council stated it would not entertain any additional
extension requests.

Procedural Status

Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 463-66-020 (Termination) defines “termination of an
SCA, except pursuant to its own terms, is an amendment of the agreement.”

Pursuant to WAC 463-66-030 (Request for amendment), Desert Claim submitted its written
request to terminate the SCA on May 13, 2025.

WAC 463-66-030 (Request for amendment) states the Council will consider the request and
determine a schedule for action at the next feasible Council meeting, which was the May 21,
2025 regular monthly Council meeting.

At the Council’s May 21, 2025, meeting, EFSEC staff reported to the Council that the certificate
holder had submitted its request to terminate its SCA. EFSEC’s legal counsel advised the
Council that because site restoration is not required for this project (construction never having
commenced) and the certificate holder has stated its intent to abandon its authority, the ordinarily
applicable criteria for amendment of site certification agreements have no practical application
this request. EFSEC Director, Sonia Bumpus stated her agreement that the Desert Claim SCA
could be terminated by the Council’s adoption of a resolution at its June 25 Council meeting,
which would serve as the opportunity to take any written public comment prior to taking action
per Revised Code of Washington 42.30.240 (Public comment).

An online public comment database was open June 16 — 22, 2025 prior to the June 2025 Council
meeting. XX written comments were received as a result of the public comment opportunity.

Discussion

WAC 463-66-040 outlines the relevant factors that the Council shall consider prior to a decision
to amend an SCA.

That rule provides that in reviewing any proposed amendment, the Council shall consider
whether the proposal is consistent with:

(1) The intention of the original SCA;

(2) Applicable laws and rules;

(3) The public health, safety, and welfare; and
(4) The provisions of chapter 463-72 WAC.


http://app.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=463-72

The first criterion, consistency with the original SCA, is inapplicable here. Consistency with the
intention of the original SCA only makes sense for evaluating a request to change the terms of an
ongoing SCA. Because the certificate holder proposes to terminate the SCA entirely, there are no
proposed new terms to compare against the intent of the original SCA.

Proceeding to the second and third criteria, because construction was never initiated, there are no
laws or rules, or public health, safety, or welfare concerns, to prevent the certificate holder from
voluntarily terminating its authority under the SCA.

Finally, as to the fourth criterion, WAC 463-72 is concerned with site restoration requirements at
the end of a project’s useful life and financial assurances for that purpose and is in no way
implicated by the request.

EFSEC staff recommended that the requested termination be granted. There is no basis to deny
the certificate holder’s request.

RESOLUTION

For the foregoing reasons, the Council hereby grants Desert Claim Desert Claim Wind Power
LLC’s request and declares the Desert Claim Site Certification Agreement to be terminated.

DATED at Lacey, Washington and effective on June 25, 2025.
WASHINGTON ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL

Kurt Beckett, EFSEC Chair Sonia E. Bumpus, EFSEC Director



STATE OF WASHINGTON

ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL

PO Box 43172 #Olympia, Washington 98504-3172
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
Delegating Certain Plan Approvals to the EFSEC Director
Policy #16-01
June 25, 2025
POLICY PURPOSE

To establish a consistent and timely review and approval process for energy facility plans that do
not require an amendment to a site certification agreement.

General Discussion

The Legislature intended, as part of the energy facility siting process, for EFSEC to preserve and
protect the quality of the environment, assure that sufficient operational safeguards are in place,
and avoid costly duplication in the siting process and ensure that decisions are made in a timely
manner. See RCW 80.50.010.

A number of specific powers implementing this legislative intent are set forth in both statutes
and rules. RCW 80.50.040(2) gives the Council the power “[t]o develop and apply
environmental and ecological guidelines in relation to the type, design, location, construction,
and operational conditions of certification of energy facilities subject to this chapter.” Similarly,
RCW 80.50.040 (9) authorizes the Council “[t]o prescribe the means for monitoring of the
effects arising from the construction and the operation of energy facilities to assure continued
compliance with terms of certification and/or permits issued by the council. . . .” WAC 463-68-
050 states: “at least ninety days prior to start of construction . . . a certificate holder shall provide
the plans and specifications required by the site certification agreement to the council for
approval.” WAC 463-70-020 and 463-70-030 address compliance monitoring procedures and
compliance determinations as prescribed by the council.

An energy facility must submit many types of plans to EFSEC for review and approval to ensure

that the appropriate protocols are met. Many of the plans are detailed and contain
technical/engineering documents for which EFSEC staff and state and local agencies have
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expertise. To ensure EFSEC has access to additional expertise when needed, interagency
agreements have been developed with appropriate agencies.

The Legislature has recognized that some work of the Council will be performed by Council
staff. RCW 80.50.030(2)(b). The Council’s rules also recognize the propriety and necessity of
delegating some tasks to EFSEC staff. WAC 463-10-010 (“Council” means the energy facility
site evaluation council ... and, where appropriate to the staff of the council”’). Approval of this
policy implements the legislature’s directive by delegating to the EFSEC Council Director the
authority to review and approve technical plans related to facility construction and operation
when an amendment to a site certification is not required.

Implementing this policy will contribute to timely completion of the plan review process and is
consistent with EFSEC’s past practice of delegating certain review and approval authorities to
the EFSEC Director. The adoption of this policy formalizes the delegation of this authority to the
EFSEC Director and specifies the type of plans to which this delegated authority extends.

Approval of plans by the EFSEC Director may only occur after EFSEC staff and contractors,
which may include state and local agencies, have identified and the certificate holder has
addressed areas of concern. As a prerequisite to plan approval, EFSEC staff will obtain written
verification from the appropriate agency documenting that review has taken place to ensure plans
are compliant with applicable requirements. Deficiencies noted by EFSEC staff or reviewing
agencies must be addressed before a plan may be considered for approval. EFSEC staff will
update the Council of any plans which have been approved by the EFSEC Director.

For plans subject to EFSEC Director approval, the Director shall consider whether any individual
plan should be forwarded to the Council for review and, at the Council’s discretion, Council
approval. The Director will forward to the Council for Council review any plan for which the
EFSEC responsible official issues a SEPA Determination of Significance or a Mitigated
Determination of Nonsignificance.

L Plans Subject to EFSEC Director Approval:
e Construction Best Management Practices Plan
e Construction and Operations Emergency Plans
e Construction Management Plan
e Construction Phase and Operations Phase Health and Safety Plans
e Construction Phase and Operations Phase Site Security Plans
e Construction Phase and Operations Phase Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans
e Construction Phase and Operations Phase Spill Prevention, Control and
Countermeasures Plans

e Construction Phase and Operations Phase Soil Management Plans
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II.

Construction Phase and Operations Phase Traffic Management Plans

Habitat and Movement Corridor Mitigation and Restoration Plans

Hunting, Livestock Grazing Plan

Pre and Post Construction Technical Advisory Committee Rules of Procedure and
Recommendations

Construction Phase and Operations Phase Erosion and Sedimentation Control
Plans

Cultural and Archeological Resources Plan

Construction Phase and Operations Phase Fire Control Plan

Other Non-Specified Construction Plans

Noise and Shadow Flicker Modeling, Monitoring, and Mitigation Plan
Greenhouse Gases Mitigation Plan

Environmental Monitoring Stop Work Criteria Plan

Rare Plant Survey/Plant Conservation Plan

Forest Practices Application Class 1 and II

Solid Waste Control Plan

Pre or Post Construction species-specific monitoring and mitigation plans.

Plans/Actions Requiring Council Approval

Initial Site Restoration Plan

Forest Practices Application — Class III and IV
Wetlands Compensation Mitigation Plan

Post Construction Bald Eagle/Golden Eagle Plan
Detailed Site Restoration Plan

Site Preservation Plan
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