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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat on Wdnesday,
August 20, 2025, at 1:31 p.m Pacific time, the
follow ng Monthly Meeting of the Washington State
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held,

renotely via Mcrosoft Teans videoconference, to wt:

LKL L L >>>>>>

CHAI R BECKETT: Good afternoon,
everyone. This is Kurt Beckett, chair of the Energy
Facility Site Evaluation Council, calling our
Wednesday, August 20th, neeting to order at 1:31.

And, Ms. Barker, if you could please call the

roll.
M5. BARKER  Certainly.
Depart nent of Comrerce.
M5. OSBORNE: Elizabeth Gsborne,
present .
M5. BARKER  Departnent of Ecol ogy.
MR LEVITT: Eli Levitt, present.
M5. BARKER  Departnent of Fish and
Widlife.
MR. PAMPLIN. Nate Panplin,
present.

M5. BARKER  Departnent of Natural

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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Resour ces.
MR YOUNG
M5. BARKER:

Transportati on Comm ssi on.
present.
M5. BARKER

optional State agencies.

For the Hop Hi Il project,

MR, KRUPI N:

MS. BARKER
project, Mttt Chiles.

MR. CHI LES:
County, present.

MS. BARKER:
proj ect, Adam Fyall.

MR FYALL:

County, is here. Thank you.

MS. BARKER:
proj ect, Robby Eckroth.

MR, ECKROTH
present .

MS. BARKER:

gener al s.

M5. BREWSTER:

For the Badger Mbuntain project,

Lenny Young,

Uilities and

Local governnent and

Paul Krupi n.

Paul Krupi n,

For the Carriger Solar

Matt Chil es,

For the \Wall

Adam Fyal | , Benton

For the Col deneye BESS

Robby Eckr ot h,

Assi stant attorney

Stacy Brewster,

Jordyn Quilio.

present.

present.

Klickitat

ula Gap
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Jon Thonpson.
MR THOMPSON: Present.
M5. BARKER  Zack Packer .
MR PACKER  Present.
M5. BARKER  Talia Thuet.
For the EFSEC staff, | will call those antici pated
to speak today.
Soni a Bunpus.
M5. BUWPUS: Present.
M5. BARKER  Am Haf keneyer.
M5. HAFKEMEYER  Present.
M5. BARKER Ay Mbon.
M5. MOON: |'m here, present.
M5. BARKER  Sean G eene.
MR GREENE: Present.
M5. BARKER  Joanne Snar ski .
MS. SNARSKI : Present.
M5. BARKER  Trevin Tayl or.
MR, TAYLOR  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.
253.627.6401 BAL.T.GAT.ONSERV.CES schedule@balitigation.com
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M5. GALBRAI TH: Jennifer Gal braith,
present .

M5. BARKER  Grays Harbor Energy
Center.

MR. PACE: FEric Pace --

M5. BARKER  Chehalis --

MR. PACE. -- present.

M5. BARKER |'m sorry.

MR. PACE. Pace, present.

M5. BARKER  Chehalis Ceneration
Facility.

MR SMTH  Jereny Smth, present.

M5. BARKER  Col unbi a Generating
St ati on.

MS. ELSETHAGEN: Kelly El set hagen,
present .

M5. BARKER  Col unmbi a Sol ar.

M5. DRACHENBERG  Eli zabeth
Drachenberg, present.

M5. BARKER  (Goose Prairie Sol ar.

Cstrea Sol ar.

MR VOLTZ: Jon Voltz, present.

M5. BARKER |s there anyone online
for the counsel for the environnent?

M5. REYNEVELD: Yes. Sarah

253.627.6401 BAGO . schedule@balitigation.com
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Reynevel d and Yuriy Korol are present.
M5. BARKER Chair, there is a
quorum for all councils.
MR, PAMPLIN: You're muted, Chair.
CHAI R BECKETT: Let's hope that's

the last tinme. Thank you, Council Panplin. Saving ne

as al ways.

Council, we have a agenda before us for today's
meeting. | would entertain a notion to adopt the
agenda.

|s there a notion?
MR. YOUNG Lenny Young. So noved.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

A second?
MR. PAMPLIN. Second. 1'Ill second.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |l
Panmpl i n.
Council, there's a notion and a second on the
t abl e.
Are there any -- is there any discussion or

changes to the agenda?

Try and keep an eye on hands raised here. W are
virtual today, and ny first tinme chairing a virtual
neeting. So thanks, everyone, for bearing with ne.

Heari ng none. Al those in favor of adopting the

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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agenda, please say "aye.
MJULTI PLE SPEAKERS: Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: Opposed?
Thank you. We've adopted the agenda.
Next item up, we have the nonthly neeting m nutes
fromour July 16th, 2025, EFSEC Council neeti ng.
|s there a notion to adopt the m nutes?

MS. BREWSTER  Stacy Brewster. So

noved.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council, is there a
second?

M5. OSBORNE: Elizabeth Gsborne.
Second.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |
Gsbor ne.

The m nutes have been put on the table. Are there
any edits or discussion or anendnents to the nonthly
nmeeting m nutes?

| did not have any. | wll speak for nyself
obvi ously.

Ckay. Wth that, then, all those in favor of
adopting the July 16th neeting m nutes, please say
"aye. "

MULTI PLE SPEAKERS: Aye.
CHAI R BECKETT: Qpposed?

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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The m nutes are adopt ed.

Moving on to project updates. The Kittitas Vall ey
wi nd project. M. Caseday.

MR. CASEDAY: Yes. (Good afternoon,
Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff. This is
Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables for the wind --
excuse ne -- for Kittitas Valley w nd power project.

We had not hing nonroutine to report for the
peri od.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

MR. CASEDAY: Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Next up, WId Horse
Wnd Power Project. M. Glbraith.

M5. GALBRAI TH. Yes. Thank you,
Chair Beckett, Council nenbers, and staff. This is
Jennifer Galbraith with Puget Sound Energy representing
the WIld Horse wind facility.

The only nonroutine update | have is related to
the damaged wind turbine tower initially reported to
the Council on July 14th. As of today, there has been
no change to the damaged tower, and it renmains
standing. PSE continues to nonitor the turbine 24/7.
And energency responders are still on standby in the
event of tower failure.

PSE i s assessing options to safely deconm ssi on

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
August - Monthly Meeting, - August 20, 2025 Page 14

the tower after the wildfire season has ended. For
public safety, WId Horse will renmain closed to the
public -- to public access for the remainder of 2025.
And we are coordinating with the Washington State
Departnment of Fish and WIldlife to ensure hunters are
provi ded with advanced notice about the cl osure so they
can plan for alternate access during the upconi ng
hunti ng seasons.

That's all | have.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very wel |.

Counci | nenbers, are there any comments or
questions for Ms. Gl braith given the added issue
t oday?

Council Panplin, | see your hand. Thank you.

MR. PAMPLIN:. Thanks, Chair. And

t hanks for the update, Ms. @l braith.

| s -- understanding that you're wanting to keep
the site closed for public access, is there areas
outside of the vicinity of the -- the turbine that can
be opened up? And if the turbine is successfully
deconm ssioned earlier in this fall, will you be able
to open it up through the remai nder of the cal endar
year? It sounds like it was -- you were saying it was
cl osed through Decenber 31st of 2025, if | understood

your remarks correctly. Thank you.

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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M5. GALBRAI TH: Yes, that's correct.
The site closes typically beginning Decenber 1st for
the winter. So out of an abundance of caution, PSE has
determ ned to close the site during the hunting season.
So starting -- it's already closed, and it'll be cl osed
t hrough the remai nder of the year.

At this point, we do not have any plans for
reopeni ng, just because there's too nmany unknowns at
this point and the risk is too high right now So...

MR. PAMPLIN. Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: O her questions?

Seei ng none.

Thank you, Ms. Gal braith. Appreciate the update.

M5. GALBRAI TH:  Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Moving on to the
Chehalis CGeneration Facility. M. Smth or --

MR. SMTH. Good afternoon --

CHAI R BECKETT: -- perhaps --

MR SMTH  -- Chair Beckett.

CHAI R BECKETT: Good afternoon.

MR SM TH. Good afternoon, Chair
Beckett, EFSEC staff, and Council. This is Jereny
Smith, the operations nmanager for -- representing the
Chehalis Generation Facility.

| have no nonroutine itens to report outside of

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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what's reported in the panphlet.
CHAI R BECKETT: Very wel | .

And | believe, Am Hafkeneyer, you nay have a
further cooment at this tine as well, if I'mcorrect.

M5. HAFKEMEYER:  Yes. Thank you,
Chair Beckett. And good afternoon, Council.

Recently the facility, operating under use of
their -- their reserve water, was tentatively going to
need to purchase water fromthe GCty. That did not end
up happening. W got sufficient rainfall that they
coul d resune regul ar water use.

But staff did want to take this nonent to consider
nodi fying the process around this activity. W plan to
work with the facility and bring sone nore information
to the Council at a future neeting.

The first tinme that the facility needed to
pur chase additional water was in 2021, and this was
bef ore changes to the OPMA that pronpted public coment
on Council actions.

Gven the tineline spelled out in the site
certificate agreenent of a 15-day notification, this
does put a bit of a constraint on the opportunity for
public comment ahead of Council action regarding
purchase of water for the facility. So staff propose

to work with the facility to see what we can do to nake

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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this process a little bit nore friendly to public
comrents should the need arise again in the future.
CHAI R BECKETT: Certainly appreciate
that sentinment and effort.
Are there other comments or questions from
Counci | ?
Ms. Haf keneyer .
M5. HAFKEMEYER: | have not hi ng
further. But happy to --
CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay.

M5. HAFKEMEYER: -- answer Counci l
guesti ons.

CHAIR BECKETT: | don't see any at
the nonent. Certainly soneone -- any Council please
rai se your hand if you like. Oherw se, | think nost

i kely you woul d be encouraged to do what you' ve
descri bed, so -- certainly you do for ne. So thank
you.
And seeing no other cooments. W wll then nove

on to the Grays Harbor Energy Center. M. Pace.

MR. PACE: Good afternoon, Chair
Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff. M nane's Eric
Pace, the plant engineer for Gays Harbor Energy
Center, and |'mrepresenting the site today.

Grays Harbor Energy has nothing nonroutine to

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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report for the period.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Next up, Colunbia Solar. M. Drachenberg.

M5. DRACHENBERG  Good afternoon,
Chair, EFSEC Council, and staff. This is Elizabeth
Drachenberg for Col unbia Sol ar.
And there are no nonroutine updates to report.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Next up. And I'Il offer to take two itens as one.
The Col unbia Generating Station, WNP 1 and 4. Kel sey
[sic] Elsethagen. Apologies if | got that off by a
little.

M5. ELSETHAGEN. Good afternoon,
Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff. This is Kelly
El set hagen provi ding the update for Col unbia Generating
Station and WNP 1 and 4.

We actually do have a issue that we'd like to
report, an environnental conpliance issue.

On the evening of Friday, August 15th, based on a
report of possible oil sheen seen in circulating water
cooling towers, out of an abundance of caution, Energy
Nort hwest secured and stopped the discharge to the
Col unbi a Ri ver and nmade notifications to EFSEC and the
Washi ngt on Departnent of Ecol ogy.

Energy Northwest, G ayMar Environnental, a

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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third-party cleanup contractor, and Washington State
Departnent of Ecol ogy inspected the Col unbia River, the
circulating water cooling towers, and the circulating
wat er punp house the evening of August 15th. No oil
sheen was observed.

GrayMar Environnental indicated the foamwe were
seeing was |ikely biological based on their past
experience. GCrculating water discharges to the
Col unbi a R ver were sanpled for fats, oil, and grease.
The results were bel ow detection limts.

During the investigation, Energy Northwest
identified a potential oil loss in one of the reactor
feed turbine heat exchangers and took the heat
exchanger out of service over the weekend. Follow up
sanpling results for fats, oil, and grease of
circulating water were still below detection limts.

Energy Northwest restored discharge to the
Col unbi a R ver August 18th and will submt a five-day
report detailing the incident and action taken to EFSEC
by the end of today, August 20t h.

CHAI R BECKETT: Well, thank you for
t he updat e.
Are there coments or questions fromthe Council?
Seei ng none.

W wll nove on to Goose Prairie. And | believe,

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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Am Haf kenmeyer, you are providing that update today.
M5. HAFKEMEYER: Yes. Thank you,
Chair Beckett.

The Council -- I'"'msorry. The facility update is
available in the Council pact. There were no
nonroutine itens for this period to report.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Moving on to Ostrea Solar. M. Voltz.

MR. VOLTZ: Good afternoon, Chair
Beckett, Council nenbers, and staff. This is Jon Voltz
W th Cypress Creek Renewabl es representing Ostrea
Sol ar.

Thi s nonth, construction continues to progress.
The eastern parcel is essentially conplete, noving on
all activities to the western parcel. Security fencing
is conplete around the perineter.

We did al so receive the main power transforner at
the end of July.

So noving forward in all aspects. Nothing
nonroutine to report.

CHAI R BECKETT: Very well. Thank
you.

Movi ng, then, on to Carriger Solar.

| believe Joanne Snarski will provide the update.

M5. SNARSKI: Yes. Thank you, Chair

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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Beckett and Council nenbers. For the record, this is
Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed
Carriger Solar facility in Klickitat County.

On June 25th, 2025, the Council voted to send a
recomendation to approve the Carriger Solar facility
to the governor. W sent that on the day follow ng
June 25th to the governor's office. And at that tine,
t he governor has 60 days, or until August 25th, to
review our recommendation and all the supporting
docunentation. To date, we have not had any response

or requests fromhis office, but we anticipate that by

next Monday.
And that's all | have.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you for the
updat e.

Movi ng on, then, to Horse Heaven wind farm
M5. MOON:. Thank you, Council -- oh.
CHAI R BECKETT: Pl ease go ahead.
M5. MOON:. kay. Thank you, Counci l
Chair Beckett and EFSEC Council nenbers. This is Any
Moon reporting on the Horse Heaven w nd project, which
Is in Benton County, WAashi ngton.
As a refresher, the site certification agreenent,
or SCA requires that the certificate holder work with

t he preoperational technical advisory group, which we

253.627.6401 BALITIGATION . schedule@balitigation.com
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call the PTAG to neet the conditions of the SCA
Articles IV(C) mtigation neasures -- and that, for the
court reporter, "Article I'V' is in Roman nunerals --
and Article V(G PTAG which is also in the SCA as
wel |l as the Spec-5 mtigation neasure.

As | reported at the July Council neeting, the
certificate holder, Scout C ean Energy, submtted a
recommendation to the EFSEC director, Sonia Bunpus,
regarding the mtigation neasure Spec-5, ferruginous
hawk.

The certificate holder recomendation outline the
certificate holder's proposed | ocations for
Infrastructure placement within the siting corridor to
neet the conditions of Spec-5, which is short for
"Species-5." | think we all probably are tracking
t hat .

The recomendati on package al so included a PTAG
facilitator report that presents both the Spec-5
recomendati on areas of agreenent as well as the areas
of disagreenent. EFSEC staff reviewed the certificate
hol der's Spec-5 mtigation recomendation as well as
the facilitator's report and supporting docunents
associated with the PTAG Spec-5 di scussi ons.

And for a better understanding of Spec-5 and the

EFSEC staff review of the certificate holder's
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submttal, EFSEC s State Environnental Policy Act, or
SEPA, specialist Sean Greene has a presentation.

have witten here "short,"” but now | understand it may
not be as short as we would all anticipate. But it's a
|l ot of information to go over.

So, Sean Greene, if you're ready, |I'lIl pass it off
to you.

MR. GREENE: Yes. Thank you. And I
don't know if "short" is accurate, but it is
conpr ehensi ve at | east.

And | et ne share ny screen now.

Okay. Can soneone confirmthat you' re seeing the
first slide of the presentation?

Ckay. Thank you, Chair Beckett.

Ckay. So thank you, Any. And thank you, Chair
Beckett and Council nenbers. M nane is Sean G eene.
| amthe State Environnmental Policy Act, or SEPA,
speci al i st for EFSEC.

And the purpose of this presentation is to
descri be for the Council the recent subm ssion by the
certificate holder, Scout Cl ean Energy, in relation to
the Species-5 mtigation neasure included wthin the
project site certification agreenent.

Scout's request includes advice for the Council's

consi deration fromthe pre-operational technical
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advi sory group, or PTAG that the site certificate

hol der -- that the site certificate agreenent required

Scout to convene. This will include a refresher on the
project, the PTAG and the relevant mtigation neasure.
| wll also walk the Council through several docunents

produced by the PTAG and the certificate holder for the
Council to review and address the next steps

antici pated by EFSEC staff.

So | know that we have a few new Council nenbers
since the Horse Heaven project was |ast consi dered by
the Council. And for those who are here, they can
probably use a refresher.

So Horse Heaven is a 1,150-negawatt m xed w nd and
solar electric generating facility on 72,428 acres of
uni ncor porated Benton County that was initially
recomended for approval to the governor on April 29th
of 2024. Follow ng a governor remand and Counci |
reconsi deration, a revised recomendation for approval
was submtted on Septenber 17th of 2024. The fi nal
site certification agreenent was signed by the governor
on Cctober 18th of 2024.

For the executed site certification agreenent, the
project will consist of one of two potential w nd
turbine configuration options: One with nore turbines

of a lower height, or one with fewer turbines but of a
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taller height. The first option would max out at 222
tur bi nes, and the second option would not exceed 671
feet in height.

Additionally, the project will include up to three
sol ar arrays capabl e of producing no nore than 800
nmegawatts of energy and up to two battery energy
storage systens, BESSes, with no nore than 300
nmegawatts of storage capacity.

Al l of these conponents are reflected in the
figure to the right of this slide, though | should note
that sonme of this extent has subsequently been
restricted by nultiple redesign and excl usi on neasures.

For reference, the black dots are the tentative
proposed | ocations of the wind turbines, specifically
the Option 1 -- the -- the Turbine Option 1. Pl ease
note that | did say "tentative." Oher than areas
excluded by various mtigation neasures, the
certificate holder has the authority to site these
tur bi nes anywhere within a designated and defined w nd
mcro-siting corridor that totals 11,850 acres that was
revi ewed and anal yzed during the SEPA revi ew process.

Al so shown in this figure are the proposed sol ar
arrays. The yellow highlighted areas are the sol ar
siting areas that have been assessed for potenti al

I npacts associated with solar array siting.
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The hashed pol ygons within the solar siting areas

are the initial proposed |ocations of the solar arrays,

which will cover no nore than 5,447 acres of |and.
The final l[ayout of the solar arrays wll be
determ ned prior to construction but will not extend

outside of the solar siting areas. The east solar
array, neaning the hashed pol ygons to the bottomright
of this figure, wll be of inportance later in this
present ati on.

The total project |ease boundary, as | said
before, is 72,428 acres, though as you can see fromthe
figure, the final project footprint will be nmuch
smal l er than that total. The |ease boundary is
generally | ocated south and sout hwest of the city of
Kennewi ck and the larger Tri-Cities urban area.

So as part of the environnental review perforned
by EFSEC staff and our consultants in preparation for
the final environnental inpact statenent, or FEIS, a
nunber of mtigati on neasures were devel oped and
recomended for inclusion wwthin the final site
certification agreenent.

One of these neasures was one specific to the
ferrugi nous hawk, a state -- state endangered speci es,
and was titled Species-5. Follow ng further

devel opnent of this neasure as part of the Council
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del i berations, it was included within the site
certification agreenent.

| won't go through the entirety of Species-5 here,
as it won't fit on a single slide, but the essenti al
el ements are as foll ows.

First, no wind turbines, solar arrays, or BESS,
which are in conbination referred to as primary project
conponents, shall be sited within 0.6 mles of any
docunent ed ferrugi nous hawk nest. This includes all
hi storic nests docunented in the priority habitat
speci es dat abase adm ni stered by the Washi ngton
Departnent of Fish and Wldlife as well as any nest
identified in the certificate holder's nest surveys and
any new nest established prior to the start of
construction.

Second, no primary project conponent shall be
sited within two mles of a docunented nest unless one
of two -- one of two criteria is shown to be net:
Either the nesting site, neaning the structure, like a
tree or acliff face that the nest was built on rather
than the nest itself, is no |longer avail able or the
foraging habitat within the two-mle buffer around that
nest is no longer viable to support the species.

meets

If a nesting site needs either of these two

criteria, the siting of primary project conponents
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between 0.6 and two mles of that nesting site is

al l oned. However, the certificate hol der nust devel op,
in consultation with the PTAG a ferrugi nous hawk
mtigation and nmanagenent plan for approval by EFSEC
that would apply to the placenent of primary
infrastructure in that 0.6- to 2-mle buffer area.

One caveat to this neasure is that the east BESS
Is specifically exenpted. This was done because the
east BESS is planned to be colocated with the east
substation, which, as a secondary conponent to the
project, is not subject to the exclusion buffers from
Speci es- 5.

Since relocating the east BESS away from t hat
substation would only result in an increase in
environnental inpacts with no mtigative effect, it has
been exenpted from Species-5 so long as it renains
col ocated with the east substation.

The final critical elenment of Species-5 is the use
of a preoperation technical advisory group, or PTAG to
provi de EFSEC with technical support in adm nistering
this nmeasure. | wll cover the PTAGin nore detail in
the next slide, but I want to nake it clear that they
are a purely advisory group that was devel oped to
assist EFSEC in effectively and efficiently managi ng

this and several other mtigation neasures.
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So the PTAG was established as part of the
Habitat-4 mtigation neasure included within the site
certification agreenent, or SCA. As | noted, this is a
purely advisory body and was put together to serve as a
techni cal sounding board for a variety of mtigation
nmeasures included within the SCA, including in this
case Speci es-5.

The purpose of this group is to collect inforned
gui dance from a selection of technical experts so that
EFSEC coul d make i nforned and efficient regul atory
determ nations. The PTAG has no regul atory authority
on its own. The nenbership of this group is conposed
of 13 primary nenbers, several alternatives, and two
observers, one of which was ne in ny role as a SEPA
speci alist for EFSEC.

The nenbership drew froma variety of groups with
techni cal expertise on the rel evant environnental
resources. These groups included state and federal
resource agencies, several affected tribes, regional
organi zations |i ke the Audubon Society, Benton County,

I ndependent contracted ecol ogi sts, and a | ocal
| andowner .

Bet ween February and May of 2025, this group

convened for eight three-hour biweekly virtual neetings

and one all-day in-person neeting and site tour.
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During this period, these neetings primarily focused on
anal yzi ng ferrugi nous hawk nests and habitat nmappi ng
data, devel opi ng standardi zed tools to nake

determ nations on nesting site availability and
foraging habitat viability, and devel opi ng
recommendati ons on the application of Species-51to
provi de to EFSEC.

There was a particul ar enphasis on seeking
consensus fromthe PTAG nenbership. This effort was
| argely successful, as you will see when we start
di scussi ng the ferrugi nous hawk nests. The PTAG was
abl e to reach consensus reconmendati on on 40 of the 45
nests consi der ed.

So the PTAG neetings and discussions resulted in
the production of three primary types of docunents for
the Council's consideration. The first are the
presentations that were shown at the various PTAG
neetings and the m nutes of those neetings. These are
| argely sel f-explanatory and represent the exact record
of the figures and data shown and di scussed by the PTAG
intheir -- in their deliberations.

The second docunent is the facilitator report.
This is a report fromthe independent facilitator who
organi zed the PTAG neetings. This report was devel oped

by the facilitator and was provided to the PTAG nenbers
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for review and edits prior to its distribution to
EFSEC.

The report is intended to provide an objective
summary of the deliberations, findings, and
recommendati ons of the PTAG It reflects both -- both
scenari os where the PTAG nenbership reached a consensus
vi ew and scenarios where there was a diversity of
opi ni on anong the nenbership. The report seeks to
provi de context to those areas of disagreenent and
directly references the PTAG neeting m nutes where
appropriate so that Council nenbers can see the
di scussi ons verbatim

The final docunent provided as part of this
package is the certificate holder recomendati on.
Certificate holder recomendati on as to which
docunent ed hawk nest | ocati ons EFSEC shoul d determ ne
to require or not to require a 0.6- to two-m | e setback
for primary infrastructure. This is a docunent
produced by the certificate holder following their
review of the PTAG s di scussi ons and recomrendati ons.

45 total nest |ocations were evaluated by the PTAG
under the SCA Species-5 criteria. The evaluation of
five of these nests resulted in sone of the PTAG
nmenbers providing an opinion that a 0.6- to two-mle

set back nust be observed. The certificate holder's
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recomendati on agrees that a 0.6- to two-mle buffer
nmust be observed wth respect to one of those five
nests. But with respect to the remaining four nests in
contention, the certificate hol der recommendati on
proposes a determnation that the primry
infrastructure should be -- that primary infrastructure
shoul d be allowed wthin that buffer.

The certificate holder's reconmendati on on these
four nests asks the Council to balance what it asserts
to be the mnimal inpacts to the ferrugi nous hawk
agai nst the considerable inpacts to the project's
design and output if the full 0.6- to two-m |l e setbacks
were to be required for these nests.

Now, before we nove on to the background
information -- nove on fromthe background i nformation
and into the discussion of specific nests and
recommendations, | want to take a nonment to rem nd the
Council of the confidential nature of the information
we' |l be discussing.

The |l ocation data for the ferrugi nous hawk nests
iIs largely drawn fromthe Washi ngton Fi sh and
WIildlife -- Washi ngton Departnent of Fish and
Wldlife's priority habitat and speci es database, which
is confidential. A few of these nests were

I ndependently identified by the certificate holder in
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their surveys. All of these nest |ocation data,
regardl ess, are highly sensitive, and given the
nature -- the status of the species as endangered
Wi thin the state.

Both this neeting and this presentation is
available to the public and will be recorded for future
reference. As such, staff would request that the
Counci| nenbers be as circunspect as possible in their
di scussion of the nests and their relation to nearby
geographi c or project features.

There is sone | eeway when necessary. For exanpl e,
there is sone nest buffer interaction with the east
solar array that we will need to address. For that
case, just try to state as little location information
as practical. For instance, there shouldn't be a need
to state what direction the nest is or the exact
distance it is fromthe array.

The Counci| has been provided several figures
showi ng the nest |ocations specifically and how their
various buffers interact wwth the project conponents.
Those figures will not be displayed in this
presentation, but | will try to display figures show ng
t he general region of discussion so that observers can
get a sense of the areas.

Additionally, the Council figures include nanes
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for the nests that we wll be discussing. As these
nanes are generally related to the geographic features
around the nests, the Council has been provided a -- a
Word docunent for this discussion where, for exanple,
sonething | abeled as the Smth Road nest in the Council
figures would instead be identified a "Nest G' in

di scussion. For all the nests that we'll be

di scussing, they have been assigned a letter in that
Word docunent, and we woul d request that those nests
only be referred to by that |etter designation.

Ckay. Now that we've covered all of that, we can
proceed into the discussion of the PTAG s nest buffer
recomendat i ons.

First, to address the figure being shown on the
screen right now, this is a figure with no confidenti al
data being displayed and is prinmarily included as a
pl acehol der for viewers of this presentation to | ook at
while | wal k through the Council -- while | walk the
Counci |l through several figures that do, in fact,
contain confidential data. These confidential figures
have been included within the Council packet.

So if the Council nmenbers can bring up Figure 1
fromthe Council packet. They should have al so
received these at -- directly via e-mail yesterday. |

can make an effort to explain what you'll be | ooking
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at .

So, first, the steel blue shaded circles, which
are al so being shown on the nonconfidential map up on
the screen right now, represent exclusion areas that
are unrelated to Species-5. These include
nonpartici pating resi dences, which have a half-mle
set back, Webber Canyon, which has a one-nile setback to
address traditional cultural property inpacts, and
areas of historic wildfires along the steep naturally
veget at ed sl opes near Benton City, which have a
quarter-mle setback to avoid interference with aeri al
firefighting.

The small gray circles on the Council's Figure 1
represent the 0.6-mle buffers around docunented
ferrugi nous hawk nests. The large gray circle around
Nest A is a unique scenario that I'll address in a
nonment. Please refer to the cheat sheet that was
provided in your Council packet to see what Nest Ais
| abel ed as in your figure.

So the small gray circles and all of the steel
bl ue circles conbined represent areas of exclusion that
are either required by the terns of the SCA, or in the
case of Nest A an area where the certificate holder is
not proposing to place any primary infrastructure.

Therefore, these areas are not subject to any Council
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decision at this point.

The green circles represent the two-mle buffers
around docunented ferrugi nous hawk nests where the PTAG
unani nously recomended that primary project conponents
could be allowed. In total, 39 nests received this
recomendation fromthe PTAG For one of those 39
nests, the nesting site was determ ned to no | onger be
avai l able. For the other 38, the foraging habitat
within two mles of the nesting site was determ ned to
not be viable for the species due to devel opnent and
habi tat conversion in those areas.

As unavail able -- as unavailability of a nest site
or lack of viable foraging habitat are the two -- two
criteria that, if nmet, would allow placenent of prinary
I nfrastructure between 0.6 and two mles of the
docunent ed nest |ocation, the PTAG agreed that primary
conponents could be sited within that buffer for these
nests provided the certificate hol der produces an
approved species-specific mtigation and managenent
pl an.

CHAI R BECKETT: Hey, Sean.

MR, GREENE: Yes.

CHAI R BECKETT: M. Geene. |
bel i eve Council Young has a question, but also there

may be an issue of what is appearing on the screen or
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not .

MR, GREENE: Ckay.

CHAI R BECKETT: But, Council Young,
maybe if you want to junp in.

MR, YOUNG  Sure.

|"mlooking at the materials that were sent to us.
If a green circle and a gray circle overlap, which of
those two cl assifications takes precedence?

MR. GREENE: Yes. That's a good
guestion. The gray circles and the steel blue circles
t ake precedence. So those are areas of absol ute
exclusion. There is no scenario where primary project

conponents could be sited in those |locations. So those

t ake --

MR YOUNG  Ckay.

MR. GREENE: -- precedence over the
gr een.

MR YOUNG So only -- if a gray

circle is overlapped by a green circle, only those
portions of the green circle that are outside the gray
circle would be in effect?

MR. GREENE: Yes, that's correct.
Only the areas of the green circles outside of the gray
and steel blue would, per -- would have received a

recommendation fromthe PTAG that primary project
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conponents be all owed.
MR. YOUNG Ckay. Thank you.
MR GREENE: Yes.

And, Chair Beckett, you had sone questi on about

what was being displayed on the screen right now?

CHAI R BECKETT: No. | think we can
di spense --

MR. GREENE: kay.

CHAIR BECKETT: -- with that. Thank
you for checking.

MR, GREENE: For sure.

Ckay. So to continue, the pink circles around
Nests B, C, D, E, and F represent the two-mle buffers
around those nests where the PTAG -- PTAG nenbership
did not arrive at a consensus reconmendation. |n other
wor ds, sone of the PTAG nenbers reconmmended a Counci |
determ nation that nesting sites are avail able and the
foraging habitat is viable and therefore the two-mle
buffer be applied, and sone recogni zed a Counci |
determ na- -- or recommended a Council determ nation
that the foraging habitat is not viable for species and
therefore only the 0.6-mle buffer be retained. It may
| ook like only four nests are represented by those pink
circles, but Nests E and F are essentially located in

the sane location, so their circles heavily overl ap.
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Al five of these nesting sites were determned to
still be available by all nenbers of the PTAG but
there was di sagreenent on whet her the foragi ng habitat
wWthin two mles was viable or whether the future
antici pated | and-use changes in the area and the
I nfrequency of ferrugi nous hawk presence indicated that
the foraging habitat is not viable.

One of these nests, Nest B, represents a new nest
that was identified by the certificate holder in their
regul ar report nest surveys in the mddle of a series
of PTAG neetings. This newy constructed nest had not
previously been recorded in any database and was
occupi ed by a nesting pair of ferrugi nous hawks who
were, in fact, successful in fledging young this past
nesti ng season.

Now, regarding Nest A the PTAG believed that, as
witten, Species-5 would allow for a segnented buffer
so long as it held to the 0.6- or two-mle options from
the mtigation neasure. As a result, the PTAG s
recomendati on was that the application of a two-mle
buffer for the northeast, northwest, and sout hwest
gquadrants around this nest and a 0.6-mle buffer in the
sout heast quadrant around this -- around the nest was
viable. This was seen as a way of protecting areas of

vi abl e habitat around this nest -- which is nostly
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present to the east, west, and north of the nest --

Wi t hout unnecessary detrinment to the project.
Subsequent to receiving the PTAG s recommendati on,

EFSEC staff recei ved guidance from our |egal counsel

and senior staff that Species-5 as witten only allows

0.6 two -- either a full

for either a full pardon ne --

0.6-mle buffer or a full two-mle buffer, depending on

the previously listed criteria. Any form of

i nternedi ate buffer would require an SCA anmendnent,

which is an option the certificate holder is not

pursuing at this tine due to tine and cost concerns.
Regar dl ess, EFSEC staff al so received an opi nion

fromour |egal counsel that, because Species-5is
witten so as to only apply to primary project
conponents that are proposed within two mles of a
docunent ed ferrugi nous hawk nest and the SCA does not
aut horize the siting of primary project conponents
within two mles of Nest A, there is no decision to be

made by EFSEC with regards to the application of

Page 40

Species-5 to this nest. As a result, EFSEC staff is
recommendi ng that no deci sion be made on whet her Nest A
should receive a full -- a full two-mle buffer or not.

So | knowthis is a lot of information and the
Council's figure is pretty busy visually, so | want to
pause here to see if there are any questions that | can
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answer before | go through the remaining figures.

As a summary, the small gray circles and steel
blue circles are areas where primary conponents w | |
not be all owed under any circunstance. The green areas
are where the conponents are subject to Species-5 but
all PTAG nenbers are of the opinion that at |east one
of the criteriais net to allow primary infrastructure.
And the pink are areas where the conponents are subject
to Species-5 but sonme -- and sone but not all of the
PTAG nenbers were of the opinion that sone or all --
that -- of -- pardon ne -- that -- where sone or all --
okay. Sone of the PTAG nenbers were of the opinion
that the full two-mle setback nmust be required because
the nest sites are available and foraging habitat is
vi abl e.

Okay. Council Menber Young.

MR. YOUNG Yeah, again, sunmarizing
the information that -- that you' ve presented and what
we' ve received previously, am| correct in concluding
that Nest Bis the only active ferrugi nous hawk nest
wi thin the project area?

MR. GREENE: That is correct.

MR. YOUNG Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Are there other

guestions of the presentation? W can certainly take
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comment or discussion as well, but let ne see if we can
del i neate on questions first.

Counci | Panplin.

MR. PAMPLIN: Thanks, Chair.

M. Geene, appreciate the context that you're
providing here as we | ook at these figures.

Considering that it sounds |ike the group had
consensus around what to do with 39 of the sites but
there is still five or six that are nore challenging --
and | haven't played with this at all here, but is
there -- is there a way to push sone of the prinmary
conponents outside of those sites? O, | nean, it's a
77,000-acre spot here. So what does that do as far as
reconfiguration, or is the -- is the project proponent,
you know, really married to that particular
configuration?

MR. GREENE: Yeah, so -- thanks for
the question. The -- the site certificate holder is
fully aware that there will be a substantial project
redesi gn to accomodat e excl usi on neasures either both
from Speci es-5 and the other ones that were nentioned
before. And they are in the process of working through
t hose engi neering redesi gns now.

They have sone nore specific concerns associ at ed

with the application of Species-5, both specific to the
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| ocati on of sone of the nests in contention and al so

| arge concerns for the -- the total production capacity
of the project just because of how nuch of the project
woul d be affected by these -- these full two-mle

excl usion areas of these five nests.

And -- and I know | nentioned 39 and the 40 nunber
for the nests. The PTAG cane to a consensus on 40 of
the nests of the 45 nests in consideration. | said 39
bef ore because Nest A, the PTAG did cone into a
consensus viewpoint, but it was a viewpoint that EFSEC
subsequently determ ned to not be a viable option for
the application of Species-5.

So it is the five nests that are located in the --
the center of the project area that you' re | ooking at
that are the ones where there's still an open question
about how the Council wants to apply Species-5 or how
the Council has determ ned that Species-5 should be
nost accurately applied.

MR. PAMPLIN.  Thank you.

MR. GREENE: Yes, Council Menber
Young.

CHAI R BECKETT: M. Young.

MR. YOUNG |Is there historical
i nformati on on what years Nests B, C, D, E, and F were

active?
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MR. GREENE: Yes. | know that those
are in the -- the studies that the applicant provide --
or pardon ne -- the certificate hol der provi ded when

the FEI'S was being conplete and the SCA was bei ng
drafted. They mght also be included in -- in sone of
t he PTAG docunents that were submtted, but I'm not
sure on that front.
| can say, prior to Nest B being occupied this

past nesting season, it had been several years -- |
don't -- | don't want to say the exact nunber, because
|"mnot sure. But it had been several years before any
active ferrugi nous hawk nest had been identified within
the entire project area. And | think, on average,
they're seeing a single nesting pair of ferruginous
hawks active in this area every three to five years at
this point.

MR YOUNG Ckay. |If | wanted to
| ook at that historical information, what docunent
should I go back and | ook at?

MR GREENE: | can look it up after
this presentation --

MR. YOUNG Yeah.

MR. GREENE: -- and let you know via
e-mail --

MR. YOUNG  Thanks.
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MR. GREENE: -- if that works for
you.

MR. YOUNG That's perfect. Thank
you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Are there other
guestions or comments at this point from Council?

| see none at the nonent.

Let ne doubl e-check with you, M. Geene. D d you
have other -- any other details or further context you
wanted to share based on the questions beyond what you
al ready have?

MR GREENE: No. | think that's it
for Figure 1. And if there are no nore questions, |
can nove -- nove on to Figure 2 and di scuss the
specifics of that one.

CHAI R BECKETT: Let's proceed, then.
Yes. Thank you.

MR. GREENE: Ckay. So nobving on to
Figure 2. Council should have access to that in the
sanme | ocation that they received Figure 1. This is
simlar to Figure 1 that we just |ooked at but
represents what the exclusion areas would look like if
EFSEC were to inplenment the nost restrictive nest
buf fer recomendati ons proposed by sone nenbers of the

PTAG
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As you can see, Nests A, B, C, D, E and F would
receive a two-mle setback in this scenario. Though,
again, staff is not recommendi ng that EFSEC nmake a
deci sion on Nest A

Are there any questions specific to this figure?

Ckay. | see none.

CHAI R BECKETT: | see none,

M. G eene.

MR. GREENE: This was largely a
recap of the first figure as well, so we can nove on to
Figure 3 now, if the Council is ready.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council Panplin does
have a comment - -

MR. GREENE: Oh. Pl ease.

CHAI R BECKETT: -- or question.

MR. PAMPLIN. M. Chair, so on

the -- M. Geene, on the imge that you have displ ayed

N D N N N N P
o A W N P O ©

for everyone --

MR GREENE: Yes.

MR. PAMPLIN: -- and in the -- in
the Spec-5 requirenents here, there is the exenption
for the east BESS. Could you comment about that,
pl ease, as it relates to the nest discussion here.

MR GREENE: Yes.

So the east BESS is, explicitly in the | anguage of
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Speci es-5, exenpted fromall of Species-5. | nentioned
in a previous slide that the proposed | ocation of the
east BESS is colocated with the east substation that
the applicant -- or the certificate holder intends to
devel op there.

For the purpose of Species-5, the -- the Council
at the time of the SCA determined that it should only
be applied to primary project conponents, so W nd
turbi nes, solar arrays, and BESSes. Since the east
substation would not -- or would not be subject to
Speci es-5 and the east BESS was col ocated with that
substation, there would be no additional environnental
I npacts associated with [ocating the BESS there.

There was sone di scussi on about what woul d

occur if the east BESS was subject to Species-5. It
woul d have to be | ocated el sewhere, then -- the east
substation -- which would i ncrease environnent al

I npacts but have no associated mtigative effect, and
It was determ ned by staff that there would be no
benefit to that, so it was explicitly exenpted so | ong
as it remains colocated with the east substation. And
for the purposes of applying Species-5 here, it remains
exenpt ed.

MR. PAMPLIN. Thanks, M. G eene.

Just as a quick followup, then.
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So the PTAG s discussions did not, like, revisit
the BESS 5 exenption, then, when |'m | ooking at

Figure 2 that you e-nmil ed us.

woul d -- would be allowed to be sited in that |ocation
regardl ess of the application of Species-5 to other
primary -- primary project conponents.

MR. PAMPLIN. Thanks. Thanks for
taki ng another lap around the track for nme on that one

MR. GREENE: Yeah.

MR. PAMPLIN: Appreciate it.

MR. GREENE: No worri es.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council Young, |
bel i eve you have your hand up.

MR YOUNG  Sure.

Do you have any nore specific information of,
within that east solar area, exactly where the BESS is
going to be | ocated?

You're saying it would be colocated with the

substation. Does that nean it's i medi ately adj acent

east sol ar area?

MR GREENE: VYeah, so it is

be noved outside if it were to be suggested to be

VR. GREENE: Correct. The east BESS

to the substation or just sone -- soneplace within that

i medi ately adj acent to the substation. It -- it can't
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| ocated el sewhere within that solar siting area. That
woul d not neet its criteria for exenption from
Species-5, and it would -- it would fall under the
application of Species-5 again.

MR. YOUNG Ckay. So we're kind of
| ooking at sort of a big red dot on the map for the --

MR, GREENE: Correct.

MR. YOUNG -- the substation.

Wth respect to that, where would the -- where
woul d t he BESS show up, and how big would it be
conpared to that red dot?

MR. GREENE: | don't have the
acreage of that BESS avail able, but it would be
relatively small. And it would be right next to the
substation, so it would be essentially part of that
same red dot.

MR. YOUNG Ckay. Thank you.

MR, GREENE: Yes.

CHAI R BECKETT: | don't see other
hands, M. Greene. So | don't know if you have other
slides you wanted to nove to.

MR. GREENE: Not nore slides, but
nore di scussion on the figures that Council has
avai |l abl e.

So we can proceed to Council Figure 3 now.

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

August - Monthly Meeting, - August 20, 2025 Page 50

Figure 3 is the first of several certificate
hol der recommendations that represent their attenpt to
bal ance the findings of the PTAGw th the financial and
engi neeri ng needs of the project.

For Nests A, C, D, E, and F, the certificate
hol der has recomended that primary project conponents
be allowed within 0.6 to two mles of the -- of the
nests. They have al so proposed additional restrictions
as part of the hawk mtigati on and managenent plan for
sonme of these nests that | will cover in our discussion
of the next figure.

For Nest B, which as a rem nder was the nest that
was active and successfully fledged young this past
nesting season, the certificate holder has recommended
a full two-mle buffer conmensurate wth the nost --
nore conservative opi nions from PTAG nenber shi p.

The certificate holder's rationale for these
recomendati ons was | argely based on their
determ nation that the foragi ng habitat surrounding
these five nests is not viable for the species, noting
that prior to Nest B, there had only been one active
ferrugi nous hawk nest within the area in the previous
five-year span. The certificate hol der argues that the
factors that have contributed to the decline of nesting

activity in this region, including |land conversion to
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agricultural and urban and residential devel opnent
pressure, have not been addressed by conservation
actions in the area, and the area will only continue to
grow |l ess suitable for this species.

The certificate holder has stated that applying
the larger buffers would reduce the project's
generating capacity by approximately 348 negawatts, or
about 33 percent of the nanepl ate generating capacity,
and restricting the project to the extent envisioned by
the PTAG nenbers from WOFW U.S. Fish and Wldlife, the
Yakama Nation, the Lower Col unbia Basin Audubon
Society, the Umtilla, and others, would represent a
severe curtailnment of the project's renewabl e energy
production for the purpose of protecting historic,
| argely unsuitable habitat for a species that only
nests in the region every few years.

Further information supporting the certificate
hol der's recommendati on can be found in their
certificate hol der recommendati on docunent, which is
upl oaded to the Council SharePoint, and -- or rather
m ght be on the Council SharePoint. |If not, it wll be
upl oaded by the end of today.

Are there any figures regarding -- or any
guestions regarding this figure before | nove on to the

next figure?
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CHAI R BECKETT: | do not see any
hands rai sed, M. G eene.

MR. GREENE: Ckay. So noving on,
t hen.

As | nentioned in the discussion of the | ast
figure, the certificate hol der has proposed sone
additional restrictions on their recommendations that
woul d be codified in the hawk mtigati on and managenent
plan. For -- sorry. W've noved on to the next figure
now, | should point out.

For Nest A, the certificate hol der recommends a
determ nation that no 0.6- to two-mle buffer is
requi red but woul d nonet hel ess voluntarily exclude the
siting of any primary project conponents in the
nort heast, northwest, or southwest quadrants of the
0.6- to two-mle buffer represented in this figure by
the bright blue circles.

This would result in an exclusion area that
mat ches the consensus recomendati on of the PTAG in
Figure 1 but would not require an SCA anendnent.

For Nest C, the certificate hol der proposes a
determ nation that no 0.6- to two-mle buffer is
required but would simlarly voluntarily excl ude
primary project conponents in the northern half of the

0.6- to two-mle buffer as shown with the bright bl ue
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vol untary excl usi on area.

Finally, for Nests E and F, the certificate hol der
woul d propose a voluntary exclusion area for all areas
wWthin the 0.6- to two-mle buffer other than those
that overlap wwth the two-mle buffer of Nest D. No
vol untary exclusion areas are proposed for Nest D, and
the certificate holder still recommends a determ nation
that no 0.6- to two-mle buffer be required for that
nest .

This figure represents the certificate holder's
preferred application of Species-5, as they believe
that it best represents the bal ance of the
envi ronnental needs of the ferrugi nous hawk with the
financi al and engi neering needs of the project.

If this |layout is not approved by the Council,
however, the certificate hol der has prepared a | ess
preferred option wth sone additional restrictions that
"1l cover in our final recommendation figure,

Fi gure 5.

Before that, are there any questions specific to

this figure, Figure 47

CHAI R BECKETT: | do not see any
hands rai sed, M. G eene.

MR. GREENE: kay.

CHAI R BECKETT: Proceed.

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
August - Monthly Meeting, - August 20, 2025 Page 54

MR, GREENE: Ckay. So to reiterate,
certificate holder's preferred recomendati on was that
represented in Figure 4. |If that were not to be
approved by EFSEC, however, the certificate hol der has
proposed an additional restriction specific to Nest D,
shown here in Figure 5.

The yel |l ow and purpl e hashed area around Nest D is
the 0.6- to two-mle buffer area. The certificate
hol ders's alternate proposal would be a determ nation
that no 0.6- to two-mle buffer be required for this
nest but that a conmtnent fromthe certificate hol der
that they -- that would be codified in their hawk
nest -- hawk mtigati on and managenent plan to not site
any wind turbines within the 0.6- to two-mle buffer
woul d be sufficient. This proposal would still allow
for the siting of solar arrays within the 0.6- to
two-m |l e buffer.

And this is where we have to touch on sone
intentionally obfuscated | ocation information.
Nest Ds 0.6- to two-mle buffer area would include
potential restrictions to the east solar array. The
certificate holder has stated that the devel opnent of
the east solar array is critical to the project for
both financial and site design reasons. As noted in

the figure, the BPA substation and east BESS are not
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subj ect to Speci es-5.

For econony-of-scal e reasons, a sizable portion of
the power generation fromthis project is designed to
enter the grid through the east BPA substation while
the remai nder enters the grid through the BPA
substation located in the western extrene of the
proj ect area.

The certificate holder has stated that the east
solar array is responsible for approxinmately 100
nmegawatts of this portion. And in order for the
project to replace the lost input fromthe east -- into
t he east substation, extensive collector |lines wuld
need to be run fromturbines in the western part of the
project area to the east substation.

The certificate holder argues that the east sol ar
array, which will be sited exclusively on agricultural
| ands, would be less inpactful to ferrugi nous hawks
than the | engthy overhead collection lines that woul d
need to be constructed to replace the |ost production.
Further discussion of this proposal can be found in the
certificate holder's recommendati on docunent.

So a few notes on this proposal. The final
environnental inpact statenment did identify that there
are different types and nagni tudes of environnental

I npacts between wi nd and sol ar energy devel opnent but
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made the decision to include both types of conponents
in the initial version of Species-5.

As Species-5 went through further devel opnent as
part of Council deliberations, the Council was
specifically pronpted by staff as to whether the
updat ed version of Species-5 should apply to w nd
turbines only or to all primary project conponents.
The Council at that tinme nade the decision to apply it
to all primary project conponents in recognition that
they all could have substantial, if different, inpacts
on the ferrugi nous hawk.

Additionally, formalizing any of the certificate
hol der's recomendati ons that include a voluntary
exclusion area or the solar-only option for Nest D
woul d require a determ nation from EFSEC that either
the nesting sites are no | onger avail able, which no one
Is asserting to be the case, or that the foraging
habitat wthin two mles of that nest is not viable.

W thout such a determnation, a full unnodified
two-mle buffer is required per the |anguage of
Speci es- 5.

Are there any questions on this figure?

CHAI R BECKETT: M. Geene, | do not
see any hands rai sed.

MR, GREENE: Ckay. So | can nove on
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to the final figure that we'll be discussing, and that
is Figure 6.

Figure 6 is a |l and cover map show ng several types
of native land cover. This is a pretty |large map, so
the PDF may take a nonent to |oad, and | woul d
recommend that you zoomin to | ook at areas of interest
in nore detail.

The native |and covers identified in this map are
not intended to represent the only areas of ferrugi nous
hawk habitat, as that species wll use agricultural
| ands as marginal habitat. The native | and covers are,
however, areas of inherently higher-quality habitat for
ferrugi nous hawks than other |and covers in the area.

Ferrugi nous hawks primarily predate on snall
mammal s and reptiles |ike ground squirrels, pocket
gophers, and snakes, which are generally found in
hi gher densities in the types of native |and covers
di spl ayed on this map.

This map does not include any recommendati ons but
Is meant as a tool for the Council to get a general
I dea of where higher-quality ferrugi nous hawk habit at
Is present and where that habitat is constrained. And
this data feeds into the determ nation of habitat
viability that is one of the two determ ning factors

for whether nests should or should not receive a 0. 6-
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to two-mle buffer.

Are there any questions on this figure?

CHAI R BECKETT: | do not see any
hands, M. G eene.

MR, GREENE: Al right. Wth that,
staff believes it would be beneficial for the Council
to deliberate on the various recommendati ons before
them Staff is available to answer any questions that
you may have, and it is our intent to devel op a fornal
deci si on docunent based on today's discussion that w |
provide the certificate holder with EFSEC s
determ nation on the application of Species-5to
primary project components.

Staff is expecting to develop this docunent
subsequent to this neeting and will publish it for
public comment with the expectation that the Council
may vote on whether to formalize the decision docunent
at the Council's regularly schedul ed Septenber 17th,
2025, neeti ng.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,

M. G eene.

Counci | Young.

MR YOUNG |I'd like to thank you
for your presentation. The graphics are excellent, and

your expl anation has been very clear. Thank you.
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MR. GREENE: Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Council
Young.

Counci | nenbers, are there comments, questions, or
any discussion that you w sh to have anongst
yourselves? |In our public forum just to be clear,
but. ..

Ckay. M. Geene, | see no other hands. And we
t hank you for the very fine update, as Council Young
articul at ed.

Last call for any further hands or itens.

Counci | Panplin.

MR. PAMPLIN: Thanks. Thanks,

M. Chair.
So, M. Geene, | nean, there's -- there's quite a
few places it sounds |ike your -- your nenp back to

EFSEC could go. And ny understanding is you're | ooking
for us right nowfor -- for -- to kind of talk through
sone of the prelimnary figures that you've described

to kind of tel egraph perhaps where you should go as far

as witing up a neno. |s that correct? 'Cause
just -- | feel like there's still sone work to be done
here by the Council, but | want to nmake sure |

under st and your request.

MR GREENE: Yes, that's correct.
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For -- for the six nests in particular where there is
sone | evel of disagreenent by the PTAG staff is hoping
that the Council wll give staff an indication of what
the Council believes is the appropriate application of
Speci es-5 to those nests.

Again, the -- for Nest A staff is recommendi ng
that the Council does not take any action. But for
Nests B, C, D, E, and F -- | think that's all of
them-- staff would appreciate it if the Council had
sone di scussion on those topics that staff could
formalize into that docunent.

CHAI R BECKETT: So, | guess, as a
facilitation coment and question, because | think
M. G eene acknow edged earlier there's -- there's a
| ot of graphics, a lot of information that -- which is
on screen and that which is appropriately before you
confidentially.

Are you -- | guess if you have further questions
as you digest all of that, | think certainly the staff
are available to receive your questions and, you know,
work with you individually to -- to hel p answer those.
Qoviously if there's general questions or, | think,

f eedback you have in the nonent here that is feasible,
then staff would wel cone that.

If ultimately -- as chair, | would say, if you
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feel you need to digest this nore and, you know, have a
further discussion, | think that's part of the ultimte
pl an here as well currently and for Septenber. But,
you know, ultimately we would want to hear your
f eedback and reflect how you want to proceed in terns
of pace. So hope that nmkes sense.

| know, Council Panplin, since you were up |ast,
still on screen, if you have any -- you and Counci l
Young have been understandably active on this topic
today, so | mght look to you two if there were other
di scussi on points you thought or at least a flag that
were on your mnds, again, just so that it can be
transparent and that staff would have better gui dance,
| think, as to --

MR. PAMPLIN:  Well, thanks --

CHAI R BECKETT: -- what things to
do.

MR PAMPLIN.  -- M. Chair. |
appreciate -- and | don't nean to dom nate and use all

my questions here, but | do appreciate the opportunity
to visit here publicly with everybody and with
M. G eene.

M. Geene, on Figure 5 -- and part of ny -- ny
chall enge here is | am-- | amcolor-blind, and so

I'm - -
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MR. GREENE: Ah.

MR. PAMPLIN. -- trying to interpret
the circles, and so your verbal description was very
hel pful for ne. And then using the decoder ring here.
So the northern part of Nest Cis -- under Figure 5
woul d not have the siting of primary conponents; is
that correct? And the conmponents in Nest D woul d be
solar. Am| interpreting that correctly?

MR GREENE: Sorry. I'mtrying to
do this nostly through ny head because | don't want to

I nadvertently show one of the PDFs while |I'm sharing ny

screen.

Yes, so the -- the certificate holder's
recommendation in Figure 5 is that Nest C receive -- or
be determ ned to not contain -- or not possess viable

habitat for the species within the two-m | e range of
that nest and therefore only receive a 0.6-mle buffer.
And then applicant, in their nanagenent and mitigation
pl an, would voluntarily exclude siting any conponents
in the northern half of that 0.6- to two-mle buffer
ar ea.

The -- app- -- or the certificate holder's
recomrendati on would allow for themto site conponents
in the southern half of that 0.6- to two-mle buffer

ar ea.

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
August - Monthly Meeting, - August 20, 2025 Page 63

And in Nest -- or sorry. In Figure 5, the
certificate holder's recommendati on would be for -- for
nest -- oh, goodness. | need to pull up ny decoder
ring now Let nme stop sharing ny screen for a nonent
just in case.

MR. PAMPLIN. Because it |ooks to ne
like it would be voluntarily proposing solar in the --
t he surroundi ng area of Nest B.

MR. GREENE: Nest B or D?

MR. PAMPLIN. Protecting Nest "beta"

and then --

MR GREENE: kay.

MR. PAMPLIN. -- solar in Nest
“delta."

MR GREENE: Yes. So Nest
"delta" -- and the recomrendation outlined in Figure 5

fromthe certificate hol der woul d prohibit the
siting -- formally would recon- -- would nmake a
determ nation that there's not sufficient viable
habitat for the species within two mles of that nest,
and therefore it would only receive a 0.6-mle buffer.
The applicant, in their nmanagenent and mtigation
pl an, would voluntarily commt to not siting any w nd
turbines within the 0.6- to two-mle buffer of Nest

“delta." They, in this recommendation, would be
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allowed to site solar within that 0.6- to two-mle
buffer of Nest "delta."

MR. PAMPLIN.  And in your
description of Figure 5, you were tal king about the
chal | enge of, you know, transferring -- and |'m using
the wong verbs here. | apologize, M. Geene. But
the ability to route the energy into the substation.
And so wi thout having w nd turbines there, it'd be sone
nore work to get it over to the western BPA substation,
and thus that's why the -- you know, increase the
density of solar in that eastern portion of the range;
Is that correct?

MR. GREENE: Yes, | believe so. So
the -- as it's design -- as the project is
engi neering -- design and engineering, it is up -- it
is connecting to the grid via two substations: One on
the western extrene of the project area and then one in
t he east substation which is colocated with the east
BESS.

The project generally needs to split its
production -- energy production between those two
substations. For the east substation, | think -- |
don't renmenber the nunber. | said it earlier. M ght
have been a hundred negawatts. | think it's a hundred

megawatts. But a substantial portion of the energy
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production that was intended to enter the grid via the
east substation is to be produced by the east sol ar
array.

So in order to offset the potential |oss of that
energy production, the certificate hol der woul d have to
run collection lines fromturbines in the western part
of the project area. Overhead connector lines. They
woul d have to run those east across the site to connect
to the east substation to continue to split the energy
producti on between those two substations.

MR. PAMPLIN:. Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: So | know you're
digesting all this, so | don't want to rush anybody by
any neans in terns of other questions or just comments,
di scussion you wi sh to share.

kay. M. Geene, we nay be conmng close here to
ending this portion of the neeting.

Anyt hi ng el se that you wanted to share upon
further reflection of comments or discussion,

M. G eene?

MR, GREENE: Just so it -- for --
for staff's clarification: It's -- it sounded |ike the
Council wants to take nore tinme to consider these
recommendati ons before providing staff gui dance on a

deci si on docunent ?
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UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Yes.

CHAI R BECKETT: M. Young.

MR. YOUNG Yeah, that -- that's
correct. | understood that you were not seeking a
deci sion or a recommendation fromthe Counci l
i mmedi ately this afternoon.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: That's
correct.

MR YOUNG 1'dIlike to go back and
nore thoroughly review parts of the PTAG materials and
then that -- the information on historical activity and
occupancy patterns that you said you could send ne an
e-mail on.

O have | -- have |I m sunderstood? Are you asking
for a Council recomendation this afternoon?

M5. BUMPUS: Chair Beckett, this is
Sonia Bunpus, if | may respond.

CHAI R BECKETT: Pl ease.

M5. BUWMPUS:. Thank you for the
question, Council Menber Young.

So that's correct. W are not -- we're not
expecting a decision today. W were just |looking to
brief the Council on what the recommendati ons are that
came fromthe PTAG and also cane fromthe certificate

hol der and to share with you-all how sone of those,
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nost of them-- nost of them there was a consensus
reached, but there are a few, as M. G eene discussed,
where there are differences in the PTAG recommendati ons
and the recommendations fromthe certificate hol der.
So what we're looking for today is -- is sone
di rection.

One thing that we could do is, recogni zing that
the Council are trying to digest this information, a
lot of it's technical -- we -- you know, staff are here
and available to help draft materials that m ght help
the Council digest this, mght help to sort of
conceptualize the -- the versions -- right? -- the two,

you know, sort of recommended paths. And so |'ma

little hesitant to offer that we -- that we draft, you
know, sort of two versions of -- of a decision.

MR. YOUNG | think that would --
think that would be premature. And |I'mnot -- | nean,
we've got six -- or five options that have been
presented and a lot of material to go wth that. |I'm

not ready to try to boil that down into two draft --
two draft recommendations this afternoon.

M5. BUWPUS: Ckay. And that's fine.
But 1"mthrowing that out there because we -- you know,
the staff understand that this is a lot to digest, and

we're happy to, you know, do what we can in the
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nmeantine to help -- help the Council digest this and
whether it's, you know, preparing this or preparing
other materials to help understand the options that are
present ed here.

MR YOUNG | think you' ve done an
admrable job this afternoon of presenting the options.
The -- the graphics are great. The explanation has
been really good. [|'mjust not sure how nuch further
we need you to try to go on our behalf this afternoon.

MR PAMPLIN. M. Chair, yeah,

t hanks - -

CHAI R BECKETT: Pl ease --

MR. PAMPLIN:. -- Director Bunpus.

CHAI R BECKETT: -- Council Panplin.

MR. PAMPLIN. And also agreed with
Counci | Menber Young about how hel pful this
presentati on has been.

| do think, you know -- | would recomend as far
as thinking about what can be provided to the Council
to then tee up a decision. And |I'm wondering, D rector
Bunpus, if there's not a neno that just outlines sone

key bullets associated with each figure. And in

particular, when it gets down to, like, Figure 5 or so,
t here was sone nuances that were -- that were provided
about here are things that are -- that are being done,
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and it's consistent with the -- with Spec-5, but then
here's an additional provision that the -- the site

certificate holder would do voluntarily and ki nd of
what are those paraneters that stays within the
flexibility of us approving this as it's kind of a

st and- al one deci sion that does not require going back
and revising the -- the overall site certificate.

So | just felt like there was probably sone
explanation there that | know | would benefit by
probably seeing that witten down and having it
crosswal ked with Spec-5, please.

M5. BUWUS:. Ckay. Yes, | think --

and |1'll probably ask M. Geene for his input on this
as well. But | do think that we could put sone
material together to -- to basically frame up the --

what the recommendation is, what it would be, what it
woul d nean. And it sounds |ike what we woul d be
| ooking for is to stay wthin paraneters that woul d not
trigger an anendnent, kind of starting there with. And
| know that, yes, | see --

MR. PAMPLIN:. Yes, please.

M5. BUWPUS: OCh, | see Council
Menber Young's hand is up.

MR YOUNG | would -- 1 would

vi gorously oppose that we land on that -- any
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particul ar course of action and ask staff to draft that
up.

MR. PAMPLI N:  Yeah, Council Menber
Young, yeah, if it sounded like that's what | was
of fering, absolutely not. Wat |I'mtrying to ask is
that we have bullets for each of the options that were
presented and sone additional context relative to what
can or can't be done that could stay within not having
to revise the overall site certificate. Just so
that -- so that when it does cone to narrow ng or
maki ng a deci sion, we have that as a background
docunent .

MR. YOUNG So are -- thanks, Nate.
And | didn't hear that so nuch fromyou. | thought I
heard a |ittle bit of that nore in what Director Bunpus
said about drafting an actual recommendation. But |I'm
not sure we're ready to even say that, whatever we end
up doing, that it is -- that we've al ready deci ded that
what ever we recommend nust not result in a change to
the site certification agreenent. That -- it seens
| i ke you are maybe advancing that idea as one baseline
conponent of anything we do, is that it has to result
In no nodification of the SCA.

MR. PAMPLIN. Yeah, thanks. Thanks,
Counci| Menber Young. | -- | guess I'mtrying to
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exhaust or explore options within the existing SCA
first, recognizing that an anmendnent m ght be needed,
but wanting to understand sone of the things that
M. Geene was presenting to us that still fell wthin
the four corners of the site certificate agreenent.

MR. YOUNG Yeah, | think getting
that -- nmaybe that kind of stuff, |ike, broken down,
i ke you're saying, comng up with sone bullet points,
| think that would -- that would be hel pful.

And maybe one thing that I'mpulling away from
today is that there are certain things out of what's
been noving forward wwth all five of these
possibilities, there -- there nmay be sonething that --
sonething in there that has to be -- cause an SCA
nodi fication, but then there are other things that
coul d be done voluntarily in ternms of the site-specific
managenent plans that are not related to the SCA

So we -- we may be | ooking at a hybrid here
anyway. And to break that all down and organize it, |
agree with you. | think that woul d be hel pful.

MR, PAMPLIN.  Thanks.

CHAI R BECKETT: Director Bunpus.

M5. BUWPUS:. Thank you, Chair
Beckett.

Yes, so | think that having heard and |istened to
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your -- your remarks and di scussion here, | do think
that staff can put sonething together that does that,
that discusses the -- the different options, and al so
identifies are these things that fall wthin the
paraneters of the site certification agreenent, or are
they options or conponents of an option that do not,
right?

And so just putting all those out in a succinct
way. As succinct as we can -- right? -- given that it
is highly technical. But |I think we can try to distill
that down and i ndi cate where those areas are.

MR. YOUNG Yeah, that's great.
That woul d be hel pful .

M5. BUWUS. M. Geene -- | wll
check with ny staff here. M. Geene, do we think that

we can do that? | just want to doubl e-check with you
that -- are there any other considerations to this
| dea?

MR. GREENE: No, | think what
Counci| Menber Panplin di scussed about kind of a
crosswal k docunent where we can go through each of the
nests and describe the various options and how they fit
or do not fit within the -- the framework of Species-5
as -- as witten into the site certification agreenent

could work. And | think staff can have that prepared
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for the next Council neeting, and the Council can go
through it then and potentially cone to a determ nation
on the -- the final application of Species-5 to each of
t hese nests.

M5. BUWPUS: Thank you. Thanks for
that. | appreciate it.

CHAI R BECKETT: Anything further,

Di rector Bunpus, before we doubl e-check with Council?

M5. BUWMPUS: No.

MR, GREENE: And sorry. Just while
' m here, Council Menber Young.

CHAI R BECKETT: Sure. Pl ease.

MR, GREENE: | did confirmthat
the -- the history of nest activity for ferrugi nous
hawks is present in the facilitator report within the
PTAG docunents, but I will -- I wll send that to you
directly via e-nmail after this -- this neeting as well.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay.

MR. YOUNG Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council, especially
any others who haven't weighed in, any further comment,
i ncl udi ng based on the discussion between Council Young
and Panplin and staff?

And seeing and hearing none. | believe we wll

wrap the Horse Heaven project up.
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MR. GREENE: Sorry. One quick
guesti on.

CHAI R BECKETT:  Sure.

MR. GREENE: Council Menber Panplin,
would it assist you if we try to prepare versions of
the figures that don't use col ors as nuch?

MR. PAMPLIN. Thanks, M. G eene.
This is a lifelong challenge of interpreting species
di stribution maps, so thank you. | wll pull in one of
my adm n assistants as | did earlier this norning and
ask themto help ne interpret those maps. Thank you
for the outreach on that, but it's just a challenge

that | have especially during a live presentation.

Thank you.
MR. GREENE: Ckay. Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: | would thank you,
Council Panplin. | think it's also an inportant
rem nder of, you know -- many of us take things for

granted that others just don't have, and so how we
best, you know, reflect on that, including in our
processes, | think is always healthy. So thanks for
bei ng open about that and unto itself.

Okay. Last call for any comments or questions on
Hor se Heaven.

Al right. Seeing none.
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W will nove on to Hop Hi Il solar, and | believe
Trevin Taylor will provide the update.

MR. TAYLOR This is Trevin Tayl or
for John Barnes on -- for Hop H Il application update.
Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council nenbers.

This application is pending supplenental materials
concerni ng project enlargenent. The applicant has
i nformed EFSEC during a biweekly neeting that they
anticipate delivering this material in late fall of
'25. Once the material has been received, staff wll
review and determne if the submtted materials contain
adequate information to i ssue SEPA t hreshol d
determ nation for the project.

We continue to coordi nate and review the
application with our contractor, contract agencies, and
tribal governnents.

Are there any questions?

CHAI R BECKETT: Council, any
gquestions on Hop Holar -- Hop H Il solar? Excuse ne.

| see none, so | believe then we will nove on to
Wal lula Gap. And, again, M. Taylor, | believe you're
up.

MR. TAYLOR  Thank you again, Chair
Beckett and Council nenbers. This is Trevin Taylor on

behal f of John Barnes for the Wallula Gap application
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updat e.

On August 11, 2025, EFSEC staff nmet wth staff
from Yakama Nation to discuss the findings of
traditional cultural properties study, or TCPs,
conducted by the Yakama Nation. Results of the study
and neetings with the Yakama Nation are hel ping to
recogni ze any SEPA mtigation neasures that may be
appropriate for the inpacts identified.

We continue to coordi nate and review the
application with our contracted agencies and tri bal
gover nnent s.

Are there any questions?

CHAI R BECKETT: Council? | do not
see any. (kay.

MR, TAYLOR  Ckay.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
M. Tayl or.

And we w Il nove on to our CGol deneye BESS proj ect.
Joanne Snarski, please.

M5. SNARSKI: Hello again. This is
Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed
ol deneye battery energy storage facility in Skagit
County.
Staff are continuing to work with our partnering

agencies to review and seek information on the
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application for site certification. Staff are
continuing to work with the Washi ngton Departnent of
Fish and Wldlife on clarifying issues related to the
drai nage ditch within the project boundary to the

adj acent Hansen Creek. As a rem nder, Hansen creek is
a tributary to Skagit River.

| have no further updates. But |I'm available for
guesti ons.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you,
Ms. Snarski .

Any comments or questions from Council ?

And seeing none. W wll then nove on to our
transm ssion programmati c environnmental i npact
statenent update. And | believe, M. Geene, you are
back with us here on this one.

MR. GREENE: Yes. Thank you. This
wi Il be nmuch nore brief.

So thank you, Chair Beckett and Council nenbers.
This is again Sean G eene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC

EFSEC staff continues to work with our consultant
WEP to nake edits, revisions, and refinenents to the
draft programmatic EIS. This work includes a digital
version of the programmatic EIS that will be hosted
online titled as the e-programmtic and ot her

associ ated tools intended to nmake the programmatic EI' S
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nore accessible to users. W currently anticipate

2025.
Are there any questions?

CHAI R BECKETT: | guess, if | may,
woul d -- oh. Please. Council Levitt.

MR. LEVITT: Yeah, | guess | just
want to offer that | know there has been sone interest
fromtribes for a specific transm ssion project along
the Colunbia River. And so | know this one is nore
broad and general in its approach, but | guess | would
offer that | think it would be worthwhile to try to
i nvolve tribal staff or representatives in getting
f eedback. Because although it's general, it wll
eventual ly be applied to specific projects.

MR. GREENE: Yes. And so a couple
points there. W have received requests for fornal
consultation fromthe confederated tribes of the
Umatill a and Yakanma Nation, and we are currently
working with themto try to schedule those fornal
consultations regarding the transm ssion programmtic
El S.

And specifically the project that you're
di scussi ng along the Colunbia River, while it is a

hi gh-vol tage transm ssion project, it's not wwthin the

publishing the final progranmatic EI'S on COctober 1st of
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techni cal scope of this programmatic, because this
progranmatic is -- doesn't -- it's the -- the types of
I npacts that are associated with that project are very
site-specific and very technol ogy-specific. It's a
type of construction that has never been used for
transm ssion projects in this state before, at |east at
t hat scal e.

So the programmatic EI'S does di scuss that those
types of projects would need an i ndependent
project-level SEPA review as they exceed the -- the
techni cal specifications of this progranmati c.

MR. LEVITT: Thank you, M. G eene.
CHAI R BECKETT: There any questions

from Council ?

Wiile |"'mwaiting, I'll just also note for both
Council, especially certainly nmenbers of the public as
well, the conversation with staff, | believe there's

under st andabl e intent to have a solid briefing on the
progranmatic in the Cctober Council neeting, which |
believe is COctober 17th, the third Wednesday. So j ust
a heads-up in that regard. And appreciate the efforts
t here.

Seeing no other hands raised. Then we wll nove
on to Desert Claim | believe. And -- oh. Yes.

Sorry. | have an old agenda here. Wat do we have
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next ?
On to Badger.
M5. SNARSKI: | think that's ne,
then. Okay.

CHAI R BECKETT: Yeah, let ne just --

MS. SNARSKI: Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Sorry. Let ne do a
proper introduction. | --

M5. SNARSKI : Ckay.

CHAI R BECKETT: -- nmade the m stake
of not printing out a hard copy agenda in ny first
online neeting this norning, so apologies to the public
and Council about that.

So, yes, let's nove to the Badger Muntain Sol ar
proj ect, and Joanne Snarski w Il provide the update.

M5. SNARSKI: Very good. Thank you,
Chair Beckett. For the record, this is Joanne Snarski,
the siting specialist for the proposed Badger Muntain
Solar facility in Douglas County.

At the previous Council neeting in June, |
expl ained that the applicant had requested all project
activities continue to be placed on hold and that an
extension for the application review be granted.

On July 29th, Avangrid provided us with a fornal

request for a one-year extension, siting the factors of
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site control, federal regulatory uncertainty, tax
changes, and other policy-related concerns. They also
noted that due to the proposed site's location and the
extensive efforts that have been taken on the project
to date, they continue to consider it an asset to their
portfolio.

W opened the extension request for public comrent
bet ween August 4th and 17th, and we received 18
coments. Comments included those fromthe Yakama
Nation as well as the Colville Confederated Tri bes,
ot her conservation groups, and | ocal residents.

Al'l were opposed to the project and requested
deni al of the extension. The primary reasons cited
wer e unresol ved issues with traditional cultural
properties, lack of site control, inpacts to sensitive
habi tats and species, they do not support the
devel opnent of solar facilities in general, extension
requests are not substantive, and the site is
I nconsi stent with the WBU no-conflict siting.

As was stated at the April 16th, 2025, Council
meeti ng, EFSEC does not require site control be
denonstrated for the -- for review of the project.
However, this is one itemthe letter fromthe devel oper
i ndicated they are working to resolve during this

pause. This is relevant to EFSEC s revi ew because when
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the project requested the pause in 2024, staff were in
the m dst of devel oping a draft environnental i npact
st at enent .

While site control is not required for review of
an application, the developer wll need site access to
gat her the remai ning information needed for the SEPA
review. It is through the SEPA process and the
adj udi cative process that EFSEC expects to continue to
recei ve neani ngful public input should the project
resure.

Wth regards to the substantive -- substance of
the extension request and howit fits into the overall
EFSEC process, Revised Code of Wshi ngton 80.50. 100
states that the recomendati ons shall be nmade to the
governor wthin 12 nonths of receipt of a conplete
application deened conplete by the director or such
later tinme as is nutually agreed by the Council and the
appl i cant.

There are no terns in Revised Code of Washi ngton
or EFSEC rules as to what conditions apply to a
mutual | y agreed upon extension. This |eaves the
details of the tineline and circunstances surroundi ng
t he extension agreenents at the discretion of the
Council and the applicant.

| understand that EFSEC s | egal counsel, Jon
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Thonpson, is avail able online and nay be able to expand
alittle bit nore on these subjects, or either of us
can answer additional questions you may have.

That's all | have.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Yes, if we could hear from Counsel Thonpson,
pl ease.

MR. THOWSON:. Let ne see here.
There we go.

Yeah, so | would just -- on this point, | guess
there's been questions about, you know, what's sort of
the applicable law to this kind of a request, if any,
and maybe what m ght the considerations be froma | egal
standpoint. So if you'd like, I can speak to that.

As Ms. Snarski nentioned, there's the -- there's
the one reference in the statute to, you know, getting
a recommendation to the governor within a year or such
other tinme as is nmutually agreed to by the Council and
the applicant. 1've always | ooked at that as a -- it's
basically a directive to EFSEC to devel op a
recomendation within that -- within that kind of rapid
time frane as long as that's what the applicant is
asking for or -- or as long as the applicant is
forthcom ng with whatever information is necessary to

get to such a recommendati on.
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There's no -- yeah, there's no rule or precedent
really as to, like, if it -- if the applicant isn't --
isn't noving forward toward -- or providing the

i nformati on necessary to proceed to a recomendati on,
you know, is there sone point at which the Council
woul d not agree to a extension and thereby, you know,
effectively dismss the -- the application.

There's -- there's plenty of precedent in ny
readi ng of, you know, past Council review processes
over the decades of it taking -- of these processes
generally stretching out over several years sonetines
j ust because of the fits and starts of devel opnent
processes or applicant, you know, needs.

So | don't know there has been an instance of the
Council declining to grant an extension. | think it
basically cones down to as a practical nmatter that if
the Council weren't to agree to an extension, that
woul dn't preclude the applicant fromcom ng back when
it's ready and filing a application for the sane
project again, but -- but in that case you'd be in the
position of arguably having to -- to reconduct the
public informational neeting that's required within 60
days of the filing of an application and the -- and the
| and- use consi stency determ nation that the Council

does on a simlar tine frane.
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And as far as | know, there hasn't been any change
in the -- the zoning that applies to this site, so
there -- there wouldn't be a different conclusion that
the site is -- the conclusion of this site was that the
zoning was -- basically prohibited the project at the
site, so it's inconsistent with the | ocal zoning, and
therefore there's going to need to be an adjudication
on whether to -- whether the Council should recommend
preenption of the |ocal zoning to authorize the
proj ect.

Most of the really substantive public input and
comrent opportunity still lies ahead in terns of the
adj udi cati on and comment on a draft environnent al
| npact statenent, which hasn't been published yet. So,
yeah, I'mnot -- | nean, it's -- I'mnot sure that
there's -- yeah, | think that maybe it boils down to a
gquestion of does it make sense to have the applicant
have to go back and reapply and go through those just
initial stages of the application process again. |I'm
not sure there'd be nuch utility in that.

The SEPA work that's already been done, of course,
could be re- -- kind of reused for new SEPA work. But,
| nmean, | think that's -- | don't think there's
necessarily a prejudice to any party from a procedural

standpoi nt of granting an extension. Because, |ike |
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said, there is that -- a |ot of additional process and
I nput that would -- would need to be taken going

forward. And all of the input in terns of SEPA and

adj udi cative hearings and so forth would have to be

up-to-date as of the current -- current tine,.
So, anyway, that's sone -- that's sone -- sone
t houghts on this topic. Hopefully that's helpful. I'm

happy to answer questions too.

CHAI R BECKETT: Yes, that is hel pful
and was intended to help, you know, clarify as well as
acknow edge the public coments. Certainly |I've read
t hose anongst other Council nenbers and staff. \Wich
appreciate the staff review here before today's neeting
as well. So thanks for trying to draw out sone of
ultimtely what Council should be considering here as
well as trying to answer sone of the public concern and
ultimately criticismof this potential action.

So | do see a hand raised. |'mnot tracking who
that is on ny screen. |If staff could clarify for ne.

And in the neantine, were there other Council
menbers who wi sh provide any further comment back to
staff and Council's...

M5. HAFKEMEYER | believe the hand
raised is Council Menber Guilio, the project --
Count y- appoi nted Counci|l nenber for this project.
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CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

My apol ogi es, Council nenber. | try to keep track
of everyone here on each project, but obviously that's
a work in progress. So ny apol ogies. Please proceed
Wi th your question or comrent.

M5. GULIO No worries. |
understand there's lots of noving parts.

| did have a question. Even if we extend the
request, are there parts of the background work or
studies that, if this were to continue past a year or
two years if they did an additional extension, would
any of that work have to be redone anyways?

|s there, like, a period of validity essentially
where sone of those, if you're four years out, you're
five years out, given that there's no conpl eted
project, there's no draft EI'S, none of that is conpiled
and comment ed upon and accepted basically, will there
come a point where the extensions has -- is so |long at
the front end that they would have to start sone
aspects over anyways?

MR. THOWPSON: Should I field that,
or --

M5. BUWUS: | can --

CHAI R BECKETT: Director Bunpus, why

don't you go ahead and junp in since you've started to,

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

August - Monthly Meeting, - August 20, 2025 Page 88

pl ease.

M5. BUWPUS:. Ckay. Well, so that
can happen. There can -- you know, if it were to go on
for many, many years you have fieldwork that you' ve
done, you've done surveys of the site, and nowit's
been several years since and so now the question
beconmes is that the actual situation on the site at the
time of permtting. So | think that that's a very good
consi derati on.

In this case, we were in the mdst of preparing an
environnental inpact statenment. And there were, as |
understand it, nultiple studies that needed to be done,
needed to be prepared, that have not been. And that's
where we have the connection to the issue of site
control where they need to be able to access the site
in order to do those studies and gat her that
information that will then informthe EIS.

So | think -- 1 think that in this case we are at
a stage where we may not be running up agai nst that
risk very nmuch, because that -- that work has not all
been conpleted. | think if we were further along in
the process and we had al ready done our SEPA review,
that, you know, then pausing at that point and waiting
several years, | think that would present nore

chal | enges potentially. But | think in this case we're
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still early in the process where work is pending, that
we probably aren't going to run into that.
CHAI R BECKETT: Council Cuilio, does
t hat cover your --
M5. QU LIG That nakes sense to ne.
Yeah. So in sone ways it's kind of an asset that
they're early on as far as the continuation of the --
the work. Makes sense.
CHAI R BECKETT: Very wel|.
Ms. Haf keneyer .
M5. HAFKEMEYER: Thank you.
|'"d just like to add, for the -- for the work and
t he docunents that have been prepared to this point,
staff would, as part of resum ng project work, revisit
t hose conpl eted docunents and identify whether or not
it's appropriate to -- to update studies, update
fieldwork, update docunments for the tine that has
| apsed.
CHAI R BECKETT: Very good.
Are there other coments or discussion from
Counci|l nmenbers? On both the briefing -- there is
obvi ously the question of action here today on a notion
to grant the 12-nonth extension request. Having noted
that, if there's other further discussion or

reflections Council would like to share, certainly

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

August - Monthly Meeting, - August 20, 2025 Page 90

entertain that now.

Counci | Panplin.

MR. PAMPLIN.  Thanks, M. Chair.

You know, | just -- | know we have sone tinme on
our agenda to tal k about our public coment period, so
maybe this -- maybe this observation is -- is better in
just a few m nutes.

But | just -- as we think about how EFSEC notifies
public comments or request for public comments, having
that -- the background information that this was --
this -- this public coment period was -- was really
about a process itemand not soliciting cooments on --
necessarily on the nerits of the project.

| nmean, people will interpret it as they see fit,
but there was a | ot of concerns about the nerits of
this particular application and the inpacts to -- to
sage grouse and shrub-steppe and other really valid
concerns. And based on the briefing today, we are
going to get to those at anot her subsequent step for --
for the review of this project. But | guess |'m --
froma process standpoint, | would be endorsing the
extensi on. Thanks.

CHAI R BECKETT: Appreciate the
I nput .

Any ot her comments from Council? O questions.
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Ckay. Well, I would just say for ny comments
that, nmuch as | believe in trying to nove things, you
know, through but ultimtely ensure that we're
provi di ng objective review and not rushing to
prej udgnent -- those are sone of the issues |'ve -- you
know, have passed through my mnd in various
consi derations, and so | guess | would certainly
encourage the applicant to reflect on this discussion,
certainly obviously the comments that have been
subm tt ed.

And | agree with you, Council Panplin, that
ultimitely we are trying to go step by step here. And
much as, you know, people have their rights and shoul d
put -- you know, in many respects put their coments
into the record along the way, at the end of the day
the Council is to make sure that we're, you know,
taking this through proper procedures and steps
ultimately so that we can nmake the final decision
shoul d we reach that point.

So know ng there are other issues certainly
affecting markets and, you know, other considerations
that the applicant has listed in their letter. And at
the sane tine at the end of the day, as we've heard
from many of our inportant -- all voices are inportant,

but those who have chosen to weigh in with EFSEC, |
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woul d note, you know, that their concerned and ongoi ng
participation through an el ongated application period
is ultimtely an inpact, you know, as well.

So woul d encourage all of us, including the
applicant, to consider those things. And that would be
my set of comments.

Are there others from Council or questions? And
ot herwi se | would soon nove to state a notion for, you
know, for potential action. But before | do that,
anything el se from Council nenbers for the Badger
Mount ai n Sol ar project?

kay. Then is there a notion to approve a
12-nonth extension for the Badger Muntain Solar site
certification, site certificate application? |'m happy
to restate that if that's hel pful.

MR, PAMPLIN. M. Chair, I wll --
this is Nate. | nove that we grant the 12-nonth
ext ensi on on the Badger Mountain application.

MR. YOUNG Lenny Young. Second.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you. The
notion has been noved and seconded.

| would note for the court reporter and for the
record that | tried to state the notion as it would be
t aken up.

Thank you for restating it, Council Panplin. |
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think we have it covered between the two of us. Let ne
doubl e-check with counsel, M. Thonpson, in case
anything needs to get restated. But, again, the notion
IS to approve a 12-nonth extension for the Badger
Mountain Solar site certificate application. And we
have a notion to that effect and a second. So it is on
t he table.

Let ne first check for Jon Thonpson, counsel, if
he has any issues with what |'ve stated. Oherw se, |
will then take it up for any further coment or
di scussion by the Council. But, first, M. Thonpson, |
see you off m ke,

MR, THOWPSON:. Yeah, | think that
was generally well stated. | nean, it's technically
for review of the application. That's the request.

So, yeah, with that clarification, |I think -- | think
t hat | anguage worKks.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you.

Counci | menbers, any further discussion on the
nmotion that is on the table?

M5. SNARSKI: Can | just ask --

CHAI R BECKETT: Ms. Snarski .

M5. SNARSKI: -- a clarifying --
yeah -- clarifying question.

So that 12-nonth extensi on would begin today and
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extend through next August; is that correct?

CHAI R BECKETT: The intent, |
believe, is to pick it up fromthe tinme that it -- that
the prior expired, which | did not have in front of ne.

M5. SNARSKI: Yes. kay. And |
think that's technically July. And that's why | asked.

Do you have a sense of that, Jon, of the
appropri ateness of that? There's soneone el se.

CHAI R BECKETT: Council Young.

MR. YOUNG Just as a point of
order. |Is it appropriate to extend an application
that's expired?

CHAI R BECKETT: M. Thonpson.

MR, THOWPSON. Well, so anot her
aspect of this -- of this statute we were referring to

that says 12 nonths or as long as is agreed to by the

Council and the applicant, there's no -- there's no
consequence of -- provided in the statute of exceedi ng
t hat .

So, and for exanple, sonetines statutes wll say,
you know, if the agency doesn't take action within sone
period of tinme, then -- then a, you know,
application -- or a permt request or sonething is
deened granted or sonething, or it's deened deni ed.

Anyway, neither of those is the case.
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So, yeah, in effect, you' d be -- you'd be kind
of -- since the prior extension already -- already ran
out, you'd kind of be retroactively, you know, That's
okay, and we're going to extend it 12 nonths beyond
that date, if that's -- it seens |ike probably the nost
accurate interpretation of what the request is here.
And | think that's -- that's okay froma | egal
st andpoi nt .

MR. YOUNG Thank you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Counci |
Young, for the question. Appreciate it.

Ms. Haf keneyer .

M5. HAFKEMEYER: | just wanted to
add for sone additional context with the expiration,
that is to sone degree self-inposed. The initial
request received fromthe devel oper in April was
open-ended. And so staff, when bringing that request
to the Council, had recommended a shorter-term
extension to work out sonething nore definitive with
the applicant. The Ju- -- I'msorry. The July 30th
deadl i ne was not sonething that was proposed by the
applicant initially; rather, a -- a checkpoint where we
expected to have nore information.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay. Thank you.

So, M. Thonpson, the notion that's on the table
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Is still accurate and subject to action, or if it needs
to be stated differently, then please | et ne know how
It should be stated.

MR. THOMPSON: Yeah, | apol ogi ze.
Now |'ma little -- | think we may have a |ingering

guestion of when does this 12-nonth extension start.

And | guess | mght ask Ms. Hafkeneyer if -- if -- was
there a -- was there then an expiration date of the
prior extension, or was it -- it sounded as if you were

saying there was just a check-in date.

M5. HAFKEMEYER: The April extension
request letter that we received was open-ended, and so
staff recommended setting an extension period through
the end -- or through July. | think, ultimtely,
bet ween staff and Council discussion, it was decided
that the end of July would be an appropriate extension
period for that request. And since this request letter
came in with the 12-nonth extension ahead of July 30t h,
perhaps it would be appropriate to consider this
current extension from August 1 through July 30th of
next year.

MR, THOWPSON: That nekes sense.

CHAI R BECKETT: Ckay.

Al right. So --
MR PAMPLIN:. M. Chair, if | can --
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if it's okay with Council Menber Young, who seconded ny
notion, | guess | would revise ny notion to state that
the -- the request for a 12-nonth extension of the
Badger Muntain Solar permt application reviewis
approved through July 31st of 2026.

MR, YOUNG | concur.

CHAI R BECKETT: And the chair woul d
note that would be a friendly anendnent, and | believe
it is welcome from Council Young, who provided your
second, just for the record.

So the notion is on the table, has been seconded.
Are there any questions or further clarifications
Council wi sh, given the extended di scussion here,
before I call the vote?

Ckay. Al in favor of approving the notion,
pl ease say "aye."

MJULTI PLE SPEAKERS: Aye.

CHAI R BECKETT: Opposed?

Motion is approved. Thank you, staff. Thank you,
Counci | nenbers.

And with that, Ms. Snarski, is there any other
remaining itemfor Badger Mountain Solar? | don't know
of any, but |et ne doubl e-check.

M5. SNARSKI: No, there are no

further updates. Thank you for the clarification as
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wel | .
CHAI R BECKETT: No. Appreciated the
guestion. | assure you.

Ckay. Then we will nove to our final item which
| believe is the update on comment periods by D rector
Bunpus.

M5. BUWPUS:. Thank you, Chair
Beckett and Council nenbers. Good afternoon.

Just an update on activities that staff are
involved in with respect to the way in which EFSEC
conducts public comment under the OPMA.

So just a bit of a recap here. And this is
sonething that's conme up in prior neetings nore
recently with the public comment that was conducted for
the delegation of authority to the director fromthe
Council. | believe that was Policy 16-01.

So the OPMA requires that we hold public conment
before taking final action. And the conment can be
done, prior to the final action, you can request that
witten cooments be submtted in advance and noti ce,
you know, the public comment opportunity. You can also
take verbal comment at the neeting prior to taking
final action.

So given that EFSEC has recei ved many conments

particularly recent that take issue with the duration
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of the comment period, the noticing of the coment
period, and also just information about what the
comrent period is inrelation to, we are working to
revanp how we carry out our public conmment
opportunities under the OPMA. And one of the things
that we think we need to do is to set a tinme frane.
W' re | ooking at doing two weeks, providing tw weeks
public comment for nost materials that are associ at ed
with a final action.

The -- one of the benefits we think to doing this
iIs that it provides a |longer period of tinme than we've
typically been providing for different docunents.

It's -- it's been -- it has not been consistent in
terms of the anmount of tine we've provided for

di fferent opportunities for public comment, so we want
to be nore consistent with that.

We al so are working to nake changes to our new
website that's recently cone online to create a page
that's going to provide nore information and nore
detail about what the public comment period is about,
what the final action is associated with, what it
nmeans, and again, providing nore tinme for public
comrent in general.

So the idea is that we'll provide 14 days public

coment for nost materials. W also recogni ze, though,
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that not all of the final actions that cone before the
Council may warrant that long. So we are | ooking at
havi ng sone categories of materials |ike housekeeping
itens, adm nistrative actions, those types of things
that m ght only need, you know, say a week. But we
wll be setting, | think, a one-week mninmumfor this
and -- and really with the goal of providing everybody
a pretty consistent two-week conment opportunity.

And | want to add al so, you know, this is in the
works. This is sonething that we haven't finalized.
But we al so recogni ze that there nmay be cases where we
t hi nk we need | onger than two weeks because of the
nature of the action. So the idea, the behind-the-
scenes work with -- between nyself and staff is to
identify what types of materials, you know, require
what duration of comment and nake sure that the comrent

periods are nore comensurate with the nature of the

action.

So, again, lots -- |ots happening with respect to
this. | will be providing nore information to the
Council once we have identified nore of the -- nailed

down nore of the details around how this wll work.
And we wll be, as | said, making changes to the
website to al so nmake sure we're communi cating this.

And this -- you know, this will include
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comruni cating to our facilities, communicating to all
of the clients that we work with. Because it does nean
that they will need to get their deliverables and
certain information to us by a pretty -- pretty hard
deadline in order to nmake sure that we have enough tine
to conduct the public coment opportunities and al so
very inportantly so that Council and staff have enough
time to review the comments that cone in and think
about those comments and if we need to get advice from
our assistant attorney generals.

So these are things that | think are going to
I nprove -- inprove our work and the engagenent of the
public. So happy to answer questi ons.

CHAI R BECKETT: Thank you, Director

Bunpus.

M. -- Council Levitt. Take you first.

MR. LEVITT: Yeah. Director Bunpus,

t hank you so nmuch for taking the tine to work on this.
Bot h, you know, ny appreciation to you and to staff.

| do think we, during ny tenure as a Council
nmenber, have received consi derabl e feedback about, you
know, conmuni cati on around coment periods and the
| ength of comment periods. So | am hoping this, you
know, providing nore consistency, hopefully a general

rule of thunb that nost comment periods should be two
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weeks or |longer especially if they're not
adm ni strative in nature.

And, you know, for things that are really quite
conpl ex or potentially contentious, highly detailed in
terns of technical information, you know, | hope those
wll be two weeks or longer. And I look forward to
seei ng what you and staff recommend. So, yeah, again,
t hank you for working on it.

M5. BUWPUS:. Thank you.
CHAI R BECKETT: O her comments,
guestions fromthe Council?

| wll add one before | doubl e-check again. But,
yes, thank you as well, Director Bunpus and staff. |
woul d note thank you on the Badger Mountain item
obvi ously one that has certainly attention to it that
did provide 14 days today. That's just one step in the
| arger conmm tnent and description that you provided us,
Director Bunpus, so -- and ultimately there are, as
Wi t hi n nost organi zations, many noving pieces in terns
of how things cone forward and materials and posti ng.
And at the end of the day, that's just part of our
obligation and job obviously as the agency is entrusted
on behalf of the public, which I know staff are
commtted to and understand, and certainly I am as

chair, and | believe ny fellow Council nmenbers as well.
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So just note that for the collective as well as for the
record.

So any further coments on the public conment
briefing that we've had?

Seei ng none.

Di rector Bunpus, anything else fromyou today on a
closing note? O | will adjourn the neeting. Let ne
check with you first.

M5. BUWUS. | did just have one
update, and there will be nore information to foll ow

There were two lawsuits filed with respect to
EFSEC s decision to approve the del egation authority.
This was the policy | nentioned earlier. One was
file -- one county that the challenges were filed in
was C ark County, and the other was Yaki ma County.

We are consulting with our |egal counsel on next
steps, and we'll be providing nore information to the
Counci | about how you can engage with the -- the | egal
counsel team on what our options are. So | -- [|'I|
| eave it to Jon Thonpson if he'd |ike to add anyt hi ng
to that.

MR THOMPSON: | don't have anything
to add. | would just say that the suit in Yakina
County was brought by the Yakama Nation, and the suit
in Cark County was brought by Tri-Cties CA RE S and
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Friends of the Col unbi a Gorge.

And the clainms were basically to the effect that
t he del egation policy should have been adopted through
formal rule making or that the Council |acked the
authority to delegate certain decisions to the
director. There also was a claimin there about the
| ength of the coment period that was -- that was
provi ded under the OPMA.

So those are the topics. And |like Ms. Bunpus
said, ny thought was we could put this on the agenda
per haps for the next Council neeting to have a
executive session discussion of options on that. So...

CHAI R BECKETT: Very wel |.

Appreciate you both bringing that forward here in
our -- in our shared forum obviously public forum So
appreci ate that.

Let nme doubl e-check. Anything else, D rector
Bunpus, on that or any others?

M5. BUWPUS: Nothing else. Thank
you.

CHAI R BECKETT: Wth that, Council
menbers, any closing comments from-- or questions for
t he record?

Well, | would just close by saying thank you, all,

especially Council nenbers for your tine today, as well
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So, wth that,

Thank you very nuch.

as ultimately all our participants, whether as project

nmenbers or nenbers of the public.

at 3:41, our neeting is adjourned.

(Meeti ng adj ourned at
3:41 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 nmy presence and adj ourned on August 20, 2025, and
t hereafter 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;

e e e
w N = O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

this 3rd day of Septenber, 2025.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto set ny hand

/s/John M S. Botel ho, CCR, RPR
Certified Court Reporter No. 2976
(Certification expires 5/26/2026.)
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 1                     BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,

 2   August 20, 2025, at 1:31 p.m. Pacific time, the

 3   following Monthly Meeting of the Washington State

 4   Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held,

 5   remotely via Microsoft Teams videoconference, to wit:

 6

 7                       <<<<<< >>>>>>

 8

 9                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon,

10   everyone.  This is Kurt Beckett, chair of the Energy

11   Facility Site Evaluation Council, calling our

12   Wednesday, August 20th, meeting to order at 1:31.

13       And, Ms. Barker, if you could please call the

14   roll.

15                     MS. BARKER:  Certainly.

16       Department of Commerce.

17                     MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne,

18   present.

19                     MS. BARKER:  Department of Ecology.

20                     MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt, present.

21                     MS. BARKER:  Department of Fish and

22   Wildlife.

23                     MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin,

24   present.

25                     MS. BARKER:  Department of Natural
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 1   Resources.

 2                      MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young, present.

 3                      MS. BARKER:  Utilities and

 4   Transportation Commission.

 5                      MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster,

 6   present.

 7                      MS. BARKER:  Local government and

 8   optional State agencies.

 9        For the Badger Mountain project, Jordyn Guilio.

10        For the Hop Hill project, Paul Krupin.

11                      MR. KRUPIN:  Paul Krupin, present.

12                      MS. BARKER:  For the Carriger Solar

13   project, Matt Chiles.

14                      MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, Klickitat

15   County, present.

16                      MS. BARKER:  For the Wallula Gap

17   project, Adam Fyall.

18                      MR. FYALL:  Adam Fyall, Benton

19   County, is here.  Thank you.

20                      MS. BARKER:  For the Goldeneye BESS

21   project, Robby Eckroth.

22                      MR. ECKROTH:  Robby Eckroth,

23   present.

24                      MS. BARKER:  Assistant attorney

25   generals.
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 1        Jon Thompson.

 2                      MR. THOMPSON:  Present.

 3                      MS. BARKER:  Zack Packer.

 4                      MR. PACKER:  Present.

 5                      MS. BARKER:  Talia Thuet.

 6        For the EFSEC staff, I will call those anticipated

 7   to speak today.

 8        Sonia Bumpus.

 9                      MS. BUMPUS:  Present.

10                      MS. BARKER:  Ami Hafkemeyer.

11                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.

12                      MS. BARKER:  Amy Moon.

13                      MS. MOON:  I'm here, present.

14                      MS. BARKER:  Sean Greene.

15                      MR. GREENE:  Present.

16                      MS. BARKER:  Joanne Snarski.

17                      MS. SNARSKI:  Present.

18                      MS. BARKER:  Trevin Taylor.

19                      MR. TAYLOR:  Present.

20                      MS. BARKER:  For operational

21   updates:  Kittitas Valley wind project.

22                      MR. CASEDAY:  Jarred Caseday,

23   present.

24                      MS. BARKER:  Wild Horse Wind Power

25   Project.
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 1                      MS. GALBRAITH:  Jennifer Galbraith,

 2   present.

 3                      MS. BARKER:  Grays Harbor Energy

 4   Center.

 5                      MR. PACE:  Eric Pace --

 6                      MS. BARKER:  Chehalis --

 7                      MR. PACE:  -- present.

 8                      MS. BARKER:  I'm sorry.

 9                      MR. PACE:  Pace, present.

10                      MS. BARKER:  Chehalis Generation

11   Facility.

12                      MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.

13                      MS. BARKER:  Columbia Generating

14   Station.

15                      MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Kelly Elsethagen,

16   present.

17                      MS. BARKER:  Columbia Solar.

18                      MS. DRACHENBERG:  Elizabeth

19   Drachenberg, present.

20                      MS. BARKER:  Goose Prairie Solar.

21        Ostrea Solar.

22                      MR. VOLTZ:  Jon Voltz, present.

23                      MS. BARKER:  Is there anyone online

24   for the counsel for the environment?

25                      MS. REYNEVELD:  Yes.  Sarah
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 1   Reyneveld and Yuriy Korol are present.

 2                      MS. BARKER:  Chair, there is a

 3   quorum for all councils.

 4                      MR. PAMPLIN:  You're muted, Chair.

 5                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's hope that's

 6   the last time.  Thank you, Council Pamplin.  Saving me

 7   as always.

 8        Council, we have a agenda before us for today's

 9   meeting.  I would entertain a motion to adopt the

10   agenda.

11        Is there a motion?

12                      MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.

13                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

14        A second?

15                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Second.  I'll second.

16                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council

17   Pamplin.

18        Council, there's a motion and a second on the

19   table.

20        Are there any -- is there any discussion or

21   changes to the agenda?

22        Try and keep an eye on hands raised here.  We are

23   virtual today, and my first time chairing a virtual

24   meeting.  So thanks, everyone, for bearing with me.

25        Hearing none.  All those in favor of adopting the
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 1   agenda, please say "aye."

 2                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

 3                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?

 4        Thank you.  We've adopted the agenda.

 5        Next item up, we have the monthly meeting minutes

 6   from our July 16th, 2025, EFSEC Council meeting.

 7        Is there a motion to adopt the minutes?

 8                      MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster.  So

 9   moved.

10                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, is there a

11   second?

12                      MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne.

13   Second.

14                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council

15   Osborne.

16        The minutes have been put on the table.  Are there

17   any edits or discussion or amendments to the monthly

18   meeting minutes?

19        I did not have any.  I will speak for myself

20   obviously.

21        Okay.  With that, then, all those in favor of

22   adopting the July 16th meeting minutes, please say

23   "aye."

24                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

25                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?
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 1        The minutes are adopted.

 2        Moving on to project updates.  The Kittitas Valley

 3   wind project.  Mr. Caseday.

 4                      MR. CASEDAY:  Yes.  Good afternoon,

 5   Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is

 6   Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables for the wind --

 7   excuse me -- for Kittitas Valley wind power project.

 8        We had nothing nonroutine to report for the

 9   period.

10                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

11                      MR. CASEDAY:  Thank you.

12                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Next up, Wild Horse

13   Wind Power Project.  Ms. Galbraith.

14                      MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes.  Thank you,

15   Chair Beckett, Council members, and staff.  This is

16   Jennifer Galbraith with Puget Sound Energy representing

17   the Wild Horse wind facility.

18        The only nonroutine update I have is related to

19   the damaged wind turbine tower initially reported to

20   the Council on July 14th.  As of today, there has been

21   no change to the damaged tower, and it remains

22   standing.  PSE continues to monitor the turbine 24/7.

23   And emergency responders are still on standby in the

24   event of tower failure.

25        PSE is assessing options to safely decommission
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 1   the tower after the wildfire season has ended.  For

 2   public safety, Wild Horse will remain closed to the

 3   public -- to public access for the remainder of 2025.

 4   And we are coordinating with the Washington State

 5   Department of Fish and Wildlife to ensure hunters are

 6   provided with advanced notice about the closure so they

 7   can plan for alternate access during the upcoming

 8   hunting seasons.

 9        That's all I have.

10                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.

11        Council members, are there any comments or

12   questions for Ms. Galbraith given the added issue

13   today?

14        Council Pamplin, I see your hand.  Thank you.

15                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair.  And

16   thanks for the update, Ms. Galbraith.

17        Is -- understanding that you're wanting to keep

18   the site closed for public access, is there areas

19   outside of the vicinity of the -- the turbine that can

20   be opened up?  And if the turbine is successfully

21   decommissioned earlier in this fall, will you be able

22   to open it up through the remainder of the calendar

23   year?  It sounds like it was -- you were saying it was

24   closed through December 31st of 2025, if I understood

25   your remarks correctly.  Thank you.
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 1                      MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes, that's correct.

 2   The site closes typically beginning December 1st for

 3   the winter.  So out of an abundance of caution, PSE has

 4   determined to close the site during the hunting season.

 5   So starting -- it's already closed, and it'll be closed

 6   through the remainder of the year.

 7        At this point, we do not have any plans for

 8   reopening, just because there's too many unknowns at

 9   this point and the risk is too high right now.  So...

10                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.

11                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Other questions?

12        Seeing none.

13        Thank you, Ms. Galbraith.  Appreciate the update.

14                      MS. GALBRAITH:  Thank you.

15                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Moving on to the

16   Chehalis Generation Facility.  Mr. Smith or --

17                      MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon --

18                      CHAIR BECKETT:  -- perhaps --

19                      MR. SMITH:  -- Chair Beckett.

20                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon.

21                      MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair

22   Beckett, EFSEC staff, and Council.  This is Jeremy

23   Smith, the operations manager for -- representing the

24   Chehalis Generation Facility.

25        I have no nonroutine items to report outside of
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 1   what's reported in the pamphlet.

 2                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.

 3        And I believe, Ami Hafkemeyer, you may have a

 4   further comment at this time as well, if I'm correct.

 5                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yes.  Thank you,

 6   Chair Beckett.  And good afternoon, Council.

 7        Recently the facility, operating under use of

 8   their -- their reserve water, was tentatively going to

 9   need to purchase water from the City.  That did not end

10   up happening.  We got sufficient rainfall that they

11   could resume regular water use.

12        But staff did want to take this moment to consider

13   modifying the process around this activity.  We plan to

14   work with the facility and bring some more information

15   to the Council at a future meeting.

16        The first time that the facility needed to

17   purchase additional water was in 2021, and this was

18   before changes to the OPMA that prompted public comment

19   on Council actions.

20        Given the timeline spelled out in the site

21   certificate agreement of a 15-day notification, this

22   does put a bit of a constraint on the opportunity for

23   public comment ahead of Council action regarding

24   purchase of water for the facility.  So staff propose

25   to work with the facility to see what we can do to make
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 1   this process a little bit more friendly to public

 2   comments should the need arise again in the future.

 3                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Certainly appreciate

 4   that sentiment and effort.

 5        Are there other comments or questions from

 6   Council?

 7        Ms. Hafkemeyer.

 8                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I have nothing

 9   further.  But happy to --

10                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.

11                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  -- answer Council

12   questions.

13                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see any at

14   the moment.  Certainly someone -- any Council please

15   raise your hand if you like.  Otherwise, I think most

16   likely you would be encouraged to do what you've

17   described, so -- certainly you do for me.  So thank

18   you.

19        And seeing no other comments.  We will then move

20   on to the Grays Harbor Energy Center.  Mr. Pace.

21                      MR. PACE:  Good afternoon, Chair

22   Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  My name's Eric

23   Pace, the plant engineer for Grays Harbor Energy

24   Center, and I'm representing the site today.

25        Grays Harbor Energy has nothing nonroutine to

0018

 1   report for the period.

 2                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

 3        Next up, Columbia Solar.  Ms. Drachenberg.

 4                      MS. DRACHENBERG:  Good afternoon,

 5   Chair, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Elizabeth

 6   Drachenberg for Columbia Solar.

 7        And there are no nonroutine updates to report.

 8                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

 9        Next up.  And I'll offer to take two items as one.

10   The Columbia Generating Station, WNP 1 and 4.  Kelsey

11   [sic] Elsethagen.  Apologies if I got that off by a

12   little.

13                      MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Good afternoon,

14   Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Kelly

15   Elsethagen providing the update for Columbia Generating

16   Station and WNP 1 and 4.

17        We actually do have a issue that we'd like to

18   report, an environmental compliance issue.

19        On the evening of Friday, August 15th, based on a

20   report of possible oil sheen seen in circulating water

21   cooling towers, out of an abundance of caution, Energy

22   Northwest secured and stopped the discharge to the

23   Columbia River and made notifications to EFSEC and the

24   Washington Department of Ecology.

25        Energy Northwest, GrayMar Environmental, a
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 1   third-party cleanup contractor, and Washington State

 2   Department of Ecology inspected the Columbia River, the

 3   circulating water cooling towers, and the circulating

 4   water pump house the evening of August 15th.  No oil

 5   sheen was observed.

 6        GrayMar Environmental indicated the foam we were

 7   seeing was likely biological based on their past

 8   experience.  Circulating water discharges to the

 9   Columbia River were sampled for fats, oil, and grease.

10   The results were below detection limits.

11        During the investigation, Energy Northwest

12   identified a potential oil loss in one of the reactor

13   feed turbine heat exchangers and took the heat

14   exchanger out of service over the weekend.  Follow-up

15   sampling results for fats, oil, and grease of

16   circulating water were still below detection limits.

17        Energy Northwest restored discharge to the

18   Columbia River August 18th and will submit a five-day

19   report detailing the incident and action taken to EFSEC

20   by the end of today, August 20th.

21                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, thank you for

22   the update.

23        Are there comments or questions from the Council?

24        Seeing none.

25        We will move on to Goose Prairie.  And I believe,
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 1   Ami Hafkemeyer, you are providing that update today.

 2                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yes.  Thank you,

 3   Chair Beckett.

 4        The Council -- I'm sorry.  The facility update is

 5   available in the Council pact.  There were no

 6   nonroutine items for this period to report.

 7                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

 8        Moving on to Ostrea Solar.  Mr. Voltz.

 9                      MR. VOLTZ:  Good afternoon, Chair

10   Beckett, Council members, and staff.  This is Jon Voltz

11   with Cypress Creek Renewables representing Ostrea

12   Solar.

13        This month, construction continues to progress.

14   The eastern parcel is essentially complete, moving on

15   all activities to the western parcel.  Security fencing

16   is complete around the perimeter.

17        We did also receive the main power transformer at

18   the end of July.

19        So moving forward in all aspects.  Nothing

20   nonroutine to report.

21                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank

22   you.

23        Moving, then, on to Carriger Solar.

24        I believe Joanne Snarski will provide the update.

25                      MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Thank you, Chair
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 1   Beckett and Council members.  For the record, this is

 2   Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed

 3   Carriger Solar facility in Klickitat County.

 4        On June 25th, 2025, the Council voted to send a

 5   recommendation to approve the Carriger Solar facility

 6   to the governor.  We sent that on the day following

 7   June 25th to the governor's office.  And at that time,

 8   the governor has 60 days, or until August 25th, to

 9   review our recommendation and all the supporting

10   documentation.  To date, we have not had any response

11   or requests from his office, but we anticipate that by

12   next Monday.

13        And that's all I have.

14                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for the

15   update.

16        Moving on, then, to Horse Heaven wind farm.

17                      MS. MOON:  Thank you, Council -- oh.

18                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Please go ahead.

19                      MS. MOON:  Okay.  Thank you, Council

20   Chair Beckett and EFSEC Council members.  This is Amy

21   Moon reporting on the Horse Heaven wind project, which

22   is in Benton County, Washington.

23        As a refresher, the site certification agreement,

24   or SCA requires that the certificate holder work with

25   the preoperational technical advisory group, which we

0022

 1   call the PTAG, to meet the conditions of the SCA

 2   Articles IV(C) mitigation measures -- and that, for the

 3   court reporter, "Article IV" is in Roman numerals --

 4   and Article IV(G) PTAG, which is also in the SCA, as

 5   well as the Spec-5 mitigation measure.

 6        As I reported at the July Council meeting, the

 7   certificate holder, Scout Clean Energy, submitted a

 8   recommendation to the EFSEC director, Sonia Bumpus,

 9   regarding the mitigation measure Spec-5, ferruginous

10   hawk.

11        The certificate holder recommendation outline the

12   certificate holder's proposed locations for

13   infrastructure placement within the siting corridor to

14   meet the conditions of Spec-5, which is short for

15   "Species-5."  I think we all probably are tracking

16   that.

17        The recommendation package also included a PTAG

18   facilitator report that presents both the Spec-5

19   recommendation areas of agreement as well as the areas

20   of disagreement.  EFSEC staff reviewed the certificate

21   holder's Spec-5 mitigation recommendation as well as

22   the facilitator's report and supporting documents

23   associated with the PTAG Spec-5 discussions.

24        And for a better understanding of Spec-5 and the

25   EFSEC staff review of the certificate holder's
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 1   submittal, EFSEC's State Environmental Policy Act, or

 2   SEPA, specialist Sean Greene has a presentation.  I

 3   have written here "short," but now I understand it may

 4   not be as short as we would all anticipate.  But it's a

 5   lot of information to go over.

 6        So, Sean Greene, if you're ready, I'll pass it off

 7   to you.

 8                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Thank you.  And I

 9   don't know if "short" is accurate, but it is

10   comprehensive at least.

11        And let me share my screen now.

12        Okay.  Can someone confirm that you're seeing the

13   first slide of the presentation?

14        Okay.  Thank you, Chair Beckett.

15        Okay.  So thank you, Amy.  And thank you, Chair

16   Beckett and Council members.  My name is Sean Greene.

17   I am the State Environmental Policy Act, or SEPA,

18   specialist for EFSEC.

19        And the purpose of this presentation is to

20   describe for the Council the recent submission by the

21   certificate holder, Scout Clean Energy, in relation to

22   the Species-5 mitigation measure included within the

23   project site certification agreement.

24        Scout's request includes advice for the Council's

25   consideration from the pre-operational technical
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 1   advisory group, or PTAG, that the site certificate

 2   holder -- that the site certificate agreement required

 3   Scout to convene.  This will include a refresher on the

 4   project, the PTAG, and the relevant mitigation measure.

 5   I will also walk the Council through several documents

 6   produced by the PTAG and the certificate holder for the

 7   Council to review and address the next steps

 8   anticipated by EFSEC staff.

 9        So I know that we have a few new Council members

10   since the Horse Heaven project was last considered by

11   the Council.  And for those who are here, they can

12   probably use a refresher.

13        So Horse Heaven is a 1,150-megawatt mixed wind and

14   solar electric generating facility on 72,428 acres of

15   unincorporated Benton County that was initially

16   recommended for approval to the governor on April 29th

17   of 2024.  Following a governor remand and Council

18   reconsideration, a revised recommendation for approval

19   was submitted on September 17th of 2024.  The final

20   site certification agreement was signed by the governor

21   on October 18th of 2024.

22        For the executed site certification agreement, the

23   project will consist of one of two potential wind

24   turbine configuration options:  One with more turbines

25   of a lower height, or one with fewer turbines but of a
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 1   taller height.  The first option would max out at 222

 2   turbines, and the second option would not exceed 671

 3   feet in height.

 4        Additionally, the project will include up to three

 5   solar arrays capable of producing no more than 800

 6   megawatts of energy and up to two battery energy

 7   storage systems, BESSes, with no more than 300

 8   megawatts of storage capacity.

 9        All of these components are reflected in the

10   figure to the right of this slide, though I should note

11   that some of this extent has subsequently been

12   restricted by multiple redesign and exclusion measures.

13        For reference, the black dots are the tentative

14   proposed locations of the wind turbines, specifically

15   the Option 1 -- the -- the Turbine Option 1.  Please

16   note that I did say "tentative."  Other than areas

17   excluded by various mitigation measures, the

18   certificate holder has the authority to site these

19   turbines anywhere within a designated and defined wind

20   micro-siting corridor that totals 11,850 acres that was

21   reviewed and analyzed during the SEPA review process.

22        Also shown in this figure are the proposed solar

23   arrays.  The yellow highlighted areas are the solar

24   siting areas that have been assessed for potential

25   impacts associated with solar array siting.
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 1        The hashed polygons within the solar siting areas

 2   are the initial proposed locations of the solar arrays,

 3   which will cover no more than 5,447 acres of land.

 4        The final layout of the solar arrays will be

 5   determined prior to construction but will not extend

 6   outside of the solar siting areas.  The east solar

 7   array, meaning the hashed polygons to the bottom right

 8   of this figure, will be of importance later in this

 9   presentation.

10        The total project lease boundary, as I said

11   before, is 72,428 acres, though as you can see from the

12   figure, the final project footprint will be much

13   smaller than that total.  The lease boundary is

14   generally located south and southwest of the city of

15   Kennewick and the larger Tri-Cities urban area.

16        So as part of the environmental review performed

17   by EFSEC staff and our consultants in preparation for

18   the final environmental impact statement, or FEIS, a

19   number of mitigation measures were developed and

20   recommended for inclusion within the final site

21   certification agreement.

22        One of these measures was one specific to the

23   ferruginous hawk, a state -- state endangered species,

24   and was titled Species-5.  Following further

25   development of this measure as part of the Council
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 1   deliberations, it was included within the site

 2   certification agreement.

 3        I won't go through the entirety of Species-5 here,

 4   as it won't fit on a single slide, but the essential

 5   elements are as follows.

 6        First, no wind turbines, solar arrays, or BESS,

 7   which are in combination referred to as primary project

 8   components, shall be sited within 0.6 miles of any

 9   documented ferruginous hawk nest.  This includes all

10   historic nests documented in the priority habitat

11   species database administered by the Washington

12   Department of Fish and Wildlife as well as any nest

13   identified in the certificate holder's nest surveys and

14   any new nest established prior to the start of

15   construction.

16        Second, no primary project component shall be

17   sited within two miles of a documented nest unless one

18   of two -- one of two criteria is shown to be met:

19   Either the nesting site, meaning the structure, like a

20   tree or a cliff face that the nest was built on rather

21   than the nest itself, is no longer available or the

22   foraging habitat within the two-mile buffer around that

23   nest is no longer viable to support the species.

24        If a nesting site needs either of these two

25   criteria, the siting of primary project components
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 1   between 0.6 and two miles of that nesting site is

 2   allowed.  However, the certificate holder must develop,

 3   in consultation with the PTAG, a ferruginous hawk

 4   mitigation and management plan for approval by EFSEC

 5   that would apply to the placement of primary

 6   infrastructure in that 0.6- to 2-mile buffer area.

 7        One caveat to this measure is that the east BESS

 8   is specifically exempted.  This was done because the

 9   east BESS is planned to be colocated with the east

10   substation, which, as a secondary component to the

11   project, is not subject to the exclusion buffers from

12   Species-5.

13        Since relocating the east BESS away from that

14   substation would only result in an increase in

15   environmental impacts with no mitigative effect, it has

16   been exempted from Species-5 so long as it remains

17   colocated with the east substation.

18        The final critical element of Species-5 is the use

19   of a preoperation technical advisory group, or PTAG, to

20   provide EFSEC with technical support in administering

21   this measure.  I will cover the PTAG in more detail in

22   the next slide, but I want to make it clear that they

23   are a purely advisory group that was developed to

24   assist EFSEC in effectively and efficiently managing

25   this and several other mitigation measures.
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 1        So the PTAG was established as part of the

 2   Habitat-4 mitigation measure included within the site

 3   certification agreement, or SCA.  As I noted, this is a

 4   purely advisory body and was put together to serve as a

 5   technical sounding board for a variety of mitigation

 6   measures included within the SCA, including in this

 7   case Species-5.

 8        The purpose of this group is to collect informed

 9   guidance from a selection of technical experts so that

10   EFSEC could make informed and efficient regulatory

11   determinations.  The PTAG has no regulatory authority

12   on its own.  The membership of this group is composed

13   of 13 primary members, several alternatives, and two

14   observers, one of which was me in my role as a SEPA

15   specialist for EFSEC.

16        The membership drew from a variety of groups with

17   technical expertise on the relevant environmental

18   resources.  These groups included state and federal

19   resource agencies, several affected tribes, regional

20   organizations like the Audubon Society, Benton County,

21   independent contracted ecologists, and a local

22   landowner.

23        Between February and May of 2025, this group

24   convened for eight three-hour biweekly virtual meetings

25   and one all-day in-person meeting and site tour.
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 1   During this period, these meetings primarily focused on

 2   analyzing ferruginous hawk nests and habitat mapping

 3   data, developing standardized tools to make

 4   determinations on nesting site availability and

 5   foraging habitat viability, and developing

 6   recommendations on the application of Species-5 to

 7   provide to EFSEC.

 8        There was a particular emphasis on seeking

 9   consensus from the PTAG membership.  This effort was

10   largely successful, as you will see when we start

11   discussing the ferruginous hawk nests.  The PTAG was

12   able to reach consensus recommendation on 40 of the 45

13   nests considered.

14        So the PTAG meetings and discussions resulted in

15   the production of three primary types of documents for

16   the Council's consideration.  The first are the

17   presentations that were shown at the various PTAG

18   meetings and the minutes of those meetings.  These are

19   largely self-explanatory and represent the exact record

20   of the figures and data shown and discussed by the PTAG

21   in their -- in their deliberations.

22        The second document is the facilitator report.

23   This is a report from the independent facilitator who

24   organized the PTAG meetings.  This report was developed

25   by the facilitator and was provided to the PTAG members
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 1   for review and edits prior to its distribution to

 2   EFSEC.

 3        The report is intended to provide an objective

 4   summary of the deliberations, findings, and

 5   recommendations of the PTAG.  It reflects both -- both

 6   scenarios where the PTAG membership reached a consensus

 7   view and scenarios where there was a diversity of

 8   opinion among the membership.  The report seeks to

 9   provide context to those areas of disagreement and

10   directly references the PTAG meeting minutes where

11   appropriate so that Council members can see the

12   discussions verbatim.

13        The final document provided as part of this

14   package is the certificate holder recommendation.

15   Certificate holder recommendation as to which

16   documented hawk nest locations EFSEC should determine

17   to require or not to require a 0.6- to two-mile setback

18   for primary infrastructure.  This is a document

19   produced by the certificate holder following their

20   review of the PTAG's discussions and recommendations.

21        45 total nest locations were evaluated by the PTAG

22   under the SCA Species-5 criteria.  The evaluation of

23   five of these nests resulted in some of the PTAG

24   members providing an opinion that a 0.6- to two-mile

25   setback must be observed.  The certificate holder's
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 1   recommendation agrees that a 0.6- to two-mile buffer

 2   must be observed with respect to one of those five

 3   nests.  But with respect to the remaining four nests in

 4   contention, the certificate holder recommendation

 5   proposes a determination that the primary

 6   infrastructure should be -- that primary infrastructure

 7   should be allowed within that buffer.

 8        The certificate holder's recommendation on these

 9   four nests asks the Council to balance what it asserts

10   to be the minimal impacts to the ferruginous hawk

11   against the considerable impacts to the project's

12   design and output if the full 0.6- to two-mile setbacks

13   were to be required for these nests.

14        Now, before we move on to the background

15   information -- move on from the background information

16   and into the discussion of specific nests and

17   recommendations, I want to take a moment to remind the

18   Council of the confidential nature of the information

19   we'll be discussing.

20        The location data for the ferruginous hawk nests

21   is largely drawn from the Washington Fish and

22   Wildlife -- Washington Department of Fish and

23   Wildlife's priority habitat and species database, which

24   is confidential.  A few of these nests were

25   independently identified by the certificate holder in
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 1   their surveys.  All of these nest location data,

 2   regardless, are highly sensitive, and given the

 3   nature -- the status of the species as endangered

 4   within the state.

 5        Both this meeting and this presentation is

 6   available to the public and will be recorded for future

 7   reference.  As such, staff would request that the

 8   Council members be as circumspect as possible in their

 9   discussion of the nests and their relation to nearby

10   geographic or project features.

11        There is some leeway when necessary.  For example,

12   there is some nest buffer interaction with the east

13   solar array that we will need to address.  For that

14   case, just try to state as little location information

15   as practical.  For instance, there shouldn't be a need

16   to state what direction the nest is or the exact

17   distance it is from the array.

18        The Council has been provided several figures

19   showing the nest locations specifically and how their

20   various buffers interact with the project components.

21   Those figures will not be displayed in this

22   presentation, but I will try to display figures showing

23   the general region of discussion so that observers can

24   get a sense of the areas.

25        Additionally, the Council figures include names
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 1   for the nests that we will be discussing.  As these

 2   names are generally related to the geographic features

 3   around the nests, the Council has been provided a -- a

 4   Word document for this discussion where, for example,

 5   something labeled as the Smith Road nest in the Council

 6   figures would instead be identified a "Nest G" in

 7   discussion.  For all the nests that we'll be

 8   discussing, they have been assigned a letter in that

 9   Word document, and we would request that those nests

10   only be referred to by that letter designation.

11        Okay.  Now that we've covered all of that, we can

12   proceed into the discussion of the PTAG's nest buffer

13   recommendations.

14        First, to address the figure being shown on the

15   screen right now, this is a figure with no confidential

16   data being displayed and is primarily included as a

17   placeholder for viewers of this presentation to look at

18   while I walk through the Council -- while I walk the

19   Council through several figures that do, in fact,

20   contain confidential data.  These confidential figures

21   have been included within the Council packet.

22        So if the Council members can bring up Figure 1

23   from the Council packet.  They should have also

24   received these at -- directly via e-mail yesterday.  I

25   can make an effort to explain what you'll be looking
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 1   at.

 2        So, first, the steel blue shaded circles, which

 3   are also being shown on the nonconfidential map up on

 4   the screen right now, represent exclusion areas that

 5   are unrelated to Species-5.  These include

 6   nonparticipating residences, which have a half-mile

 7   setback, Webber Canyon, which has a one-mile setback to

 8   address traditional cultural property impacts, and

 9   areas of historic wildfires along the steep naturally

10   vegetated slopes near Benton City, which have a

11   quarter-mile setback to avoid interference with aerial

12   firefighting.

13        The small gray circles on the Council's Figure 1

14   represent the 0.6-mile buffers around documented

15   ferruginous hawk nests.  The large gray circle around

16   Nest A is a unique scenario that I'll address in a

17   moment.  Please refer to the cheat sheet that was

18   provided in your Council packet to see what Nest A is

19   labeled as in your figure.

20        So the small gray circles and all of the steel

21   blue circles combined represent areas of exclusion that

22   are either required by the terms of the SCA, or in the

23   case of Nest A, an area where the certificate holder is

24   not proposing to place any primary infrastructure.

25   Therefore, these areas are not subject to any Council
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 1   decision at this point.

 2        The green circles represent the two-mile buffers

 3   around documented ferruginous hawk nests where the PTAG

 4   unanimously recommended that primary project components

 5   could be allowed.  In total, 39 nests received this

 6   recommendation from the PTAG.  For one of those 39

 7   nests, the nesting site was determined to no longer be

 8   available.  For the other 38, the foraging habitat

 9   within two miles of the nesting site was determined to

10   not be viable for the species due to development and

11   habitat conversion in those areas.

12        As unavailable -- as unavailability of a nest site

13   or lack of viable foraging habitat are the two -- two

14   criteria that, if met, would allow placement of primary

15   infrastructure between 0.6 and two miles of the

16   documented nest location, the PTAG agreed that primary

17   components could be sited within that buffer for these

18   nests provided the certificate holder produces an

19   approved species-specific mitigation and management

20   plan.

21                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Hey, Sean.

22                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.

23                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Greene.  I

24   believe Council Young has a question, but also there

25   may be an issue of what is appearing on the screen or
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 1   not.

 2                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.

 3                      CHAIR BECKETT:  But, Council Young,

 4   maybe if you want to jump in.

 5                      MR. YOUNG:  Sure.

 6        I'm looking at the materials that were sent to us.

 7   If a green circle and a gray circle overlap, which of

 8   those two classifications takes precedence?

 9                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.  That's a good

10   question.  The gray circles and the steel blue circles

11   take precedence.  So those are areas of absolute

12   exclusion.  There is no scenario where primary project

13   components could be sited in those locations.  So those

14   take --

15                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.

16                      MR. GREENE:  -- precedence over the

17   green.

18                      MR. YOUNG:  So only -- if a gray

19   circle is overlapped by a green circle, only those

20   portions of the green circle that are outside the gray

21   circle would be in effect?

22                      MR. GREENE:  Yes, that's correct.

23   Only the areas of the green circles outside of the gray

24   and steel blue would, per -- would have received a

25   recommendation from the PTAG that primary project
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 1   components be allowed.

 2                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thank you.

 3                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.

 4        And, Chair Beckett, you had some question about

 5   what was being displayed on the screen right now?

 6                      CHAIR BECKETT:  No.  I think we can

 7   dispense --

 8                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.

 9                      CHAIR BECKETT:  -- with that.  Thank

10   you for checking.

11                      MR. GREENE:  For sure.

12        Okay.  So to continue, the pink circles around

13   Nests B, C, D, E, and F represent the two-mile buffers

14   around those nests where the PTAG -- PTAG membership

15   did not arrive at a consensus recommendation.  In other

16   words, some of the PTAG members recommended a Council

17   determination that nesting sites are available and the

18   foraging habitat is viable and therefore the two-mile

19   buffer be applied, and some recognized a Council

20   determina- -- or recommended a Council determination

21   that the foraging habitat is not viable for species and

22   therefore only the 0.6-mile buffer be retained.  It may

23   look like only four nests are represented by those pink

24   circles, but Nests E and F are essentially located in

25   the same location, so their circles heavily overlap.
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 1        All five of these nesting sites were determined to

 2   still be available by all members of the PTAG, but

 3   there was disagreement on whether the foraging habitat

 4   within two miles was viable or whether the future

 5   anticipated land-use changes in the area and the

 6   infrequency of ferruginous hawk presence indicated that

 7   the foraging habitat is not viable.

 8        One of these nests, Nest B, represents a new nest

 9   that was identified by the certificate holder in their

10   regular report nest surveys in the middle of a series

11   of PTAG meetings.  This newly constructed nest had not

12   previously been recorded in any database and was

13   occupied by a nesting pair of ferruginous hawks who

14   were, in fact, successful in fledging young this past

15   nesting season.

16        Now, regarding Nest A, the PTAG believed that, as

17   written, Species-5 would allow for a segmented buffer

18   so long as it held to the 0.6- or two-mile options from

19   the mitigation measure.  As a result, the PTAG's

20   recommendation was that the application of a two-mile

21   buffer for the northeast, northwest, and southwest

22   quadrants around this nest and a 0.6-mile buffer in the

23   southeast quadrant around this -- around the nest was

24   viable.  This was seen as a way of protecting areas of

25   viable habitat around this nest -- which is mostly
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 1   present to the east, west, and north of the nest --

 2   without unnecessary detriment to the project.

 3        Subsequent to receiving the PTAG's recommendation,

 4   EFSEC staff received guidance from our legal counsel

 5   and senior staff that Species-5 as written only allows

 6   for either a full 0.6 two -- pardon me -- either a full

 7   0.6-mile buffer or a full two-mile buffer, depending on

 8   the previously listed criteria.  Any form of

 9   intermediate buffer would require an SCA amendment,

10   which is an option the certificate holder is not

11   pursuing at this time due to time and cost concerns.

12        Regardless, EFSEC staff also received an opinion

13   from our legal counsel that, because Species-5 is

14   written so as to only apply to primary project

15   components that are proposed within two miles of a

16   documented ferruginous hawk nest and the SCA does not

17   authorize the siting of primary project components

18   within two miles of Nest A, there is no decision to be

19   made by EFSEC with regards to the application of

20   Species-5 to this nest.  As a result, EFSEC staff is

21   recommending that no decision be made on whether Nest A

22   should receive a full -- a full two-mile buffer or not.

23        So I know this is a lot of information and the

24   Council's figure is pretty busy visually, so I want to

25   pause here to see if there are any questions that I can
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 1   answer before I go through the remaining figures.

 2        As a summary, the small gray circles and steel

 3   blue circles are areas where primary components will

 4   not be allowed under any circumstance.  The green areas

 5   are where the components are subject to Species-5 but

 6   all PTAG members are of the opinion that at least one

 7   of the criteria is met to allow primary infrastructure.

 8   And the pink are areas where the components are subject

 9   to Species-5 but some -- and some but not all of the

10   PTAG members were of the opinion that some or all --

11   that -- of -- pardon me -- that -- where some or all --

12   okay.  Some of the PTAG members were of the opinion

13   that the full two-mile setback must be required because

14   the nest sites are available and foraging habitat is

15   viable.

16        Okay.  Council Member Young.

17                      MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, again, summarizing

18   the information that -- that you've presented and what

19   we've received previously, am I correct in concluding

20   that Nest B is the only active ferruginous hawk nest

21   within the project area?

22                      MR. GREENE:  That is correct.

23                      MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.

24                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Are there other

25   questions of the presentation?  We can certainly take
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 1   comment or discussion as well, but let me see if we can

 2   delineate on questions first.

 3        Council Pamplin.

 4                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair.

 5        Mr. Greene, appreciate the context that you're

 6   providing here as we look at these figures.

 7        Considering that it sounds like the group had

 8   consensus around what to do with 39 of the sites but

 9   there is still five or six that are more challenging --

10   and I haven't played with this at all here, but is

11   there -- is there a way to push some of the primary

12   components outside of those sites?  Or, I mean, it's a

13   77,000-acre spot here.  So what does that do as far as

14   reconfiguration, or is the -- is the project proponent,

15   you know, really married to that particular

16   configuration?

17                      MR. GREENE:  Yeah, so -- thanks for

18   the question.  The -- the site certificate holder is

19   fully aware that there will be a substantial project

20   redesign to accommodate exclusion measures either both

21   from Species-5 and the other ones that were mentioned

22   before.  And they are in the process of working through

23   those engineering redesigns now.

24        They have some more specific concerns associated

25   with the application of Species-5, both specific to the
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 1   location of some of the nests in contention and also

 2   large concerns for the -- the total production capacity

 3   of the project just because of how much of the project

 4   would be affected by these -- these full two-mile

 5   exclusion areas of these five nests.

 6        And -- and I know I mentioned 39 and the 40 number

 7   for the nests.  The PTAG came to a consensus on 40 of

 8   the nests of the 45 nests in consideration.  I said 39

 9   before because Nest A, the PTAG did come into a

10   consensus viewpoint, but it was a viewpoint that EFSEC

11   subsequently determined to not be a viable option for

12   the application of Species-5.

13        So it is the five nests that are located in the --

14   the center of the project area that you're looking at

15   that are the ones where there's still an open question

16   about how the Council wants to apply Species-5 or how

17   the Council has determined that Species-5 should be

18   most accurately applied.

19                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.

20                      MR. GREENE:  Yes, Council Member

21   Young.

22                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Young.

23                      MR. YOUNG:  Is there historical

24   information on what years Nests B, C, D, E, and F were

25   active?
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 1                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.  I know that those

 2   are in the -- the studies that the applicant provide --

 3   or pardon me -- the certificate holder provided when

 4   the FEIS was being complete and the SCA was being

 5   drafted.  They might also be included in -- in some of

 6   the PTAG documents that were submitted, but I'm not

 7   sure on that front.

 8        I can say, prior to Nest B being occupied this

 9   past nesting season, it had been several years -- I

10   don't -- I don't want to say the exact number, because

11   I'm not sure.  But it had been several years before any

12   active ferruginous hawk nest had been identified within

13   the entire project area.  And I think, on average,

14   they're seeing a single nesting pair of ferruginous

15   hawks active in this area every three to five years at

16   this point.

17                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  If I wanted to

18   look at that historical information, what document

19   should I go back and look at?

20                      MR. GREENE:  I can look it up after

21   this presentation --

22                      MR. YOUNG:  Yeah.

23                      MR. GREENE:  -- and let you know via

24   e-mail --

25                      MR. YOUNG:  Thanks.
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 1                      MR. GREENE:  -- if that works for

 2   you.

 3                      MR. YOUNG:  That's perfect.  Thank

 4   you.

 5                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Are there other

 6   questions or comments at this point from Council?

 7        I see none at the moment.

 8        Let me double-check with you, Mr. Greene.  Did you

 9   have other -- any other details or further context you

10   wanted to share based on the questions beyond what you

11   already have?

12                      MR. GREENE:  No.  I think that's it

13   for Figure 1.  And if there are no more questions, I

14   can move -- move on to Figure 2 and discuss the

15   specifics of that one.

16                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's proceed, then.

17   Yes.  Thank you.

18                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So moving on to

19   Figure 2.  Council should have access to that in the

20   same location that they received Figure 1.  This is

21   similar to Figure 1 that we just looked at but

22   represents what the exclusion areas would look like if

23   EFSEC were to implement the most restrictive nest

24   buffer recommendations proposed by some members of the

25   PTAG.
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 1        As you can see, Nests A, B, C, D, E, and F would

 2   receive a two-mile setback in this scenario.  Though,

 3   again, staff is not recommending that EFSEC make a

 4   decision on Nest A.

 5        Are there any questions specific to this figure?

 6        Okay.  I see none.

 7                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I see none,

 8   Mr. Greene.

 9                      MR. GREENE:  This was largely a

10   recap of the first figure as well, so we can move on to

11   Figure 3 now, if the Council is ready.

12                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Pamplin does

13   have a comment --

14                      MR. GREENE:  Oh.  Please.

15                      CHAIR BECKETT:  -- or question.

16                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, so on

17   the -- Mr. Greene, on the image that you have displayed

18   for everyone --

19                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.

20                      MR. PAMPLIN:  -- and in the -- in

21   the Spec-5 requirements here, there is the exemption

22   for the east BESS.  Could you comment about that,

23   please, as it relates to the nest discussion here.

24                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.

25        So the east BESS is, explicitly in the language of
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 1   Species-5, exempted from all of Species-5.  I mentioned

 2   in a previous slide that the proposed location of the

 3   east BESS is colocated with the east substation that

 4   the applicant -- or the certificate holder intends to

 5   develop there.

 6        For the purpose of Species-5, the -- the Council

 7   at the time of the SCA determined that it should only

 8   be applied to primary project components, so wind

 9   turbines, solar arrays, and BESSes.  Since the east

10   substation would not -- or would not be subject to

11   Species-5 and the east BESS was colocated with that

12   substation, there would be no additional environmental

13   impacts associated with locating the BESS there.

14        There was some discussion about what would

15   occur if the east BESS was subject to Species-5.  It

16   would have to be located elsewhere, then -- the east

17   substation -- which would increase environmental

18   impacts but have no associated mitigative effect, and

19   it was determined by staff that there would be no

20   benefit to that, so it was explicitly exempted so long

21   as it remains colocated with the east substation.  And

22   for the purposes of applying Species-5 here, it remains

23   exempted.

24                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Greene.

25   Just as a quick follow-up, then.

0048

 1        So the PTAG's discussions did not, like, revisit

 2   the BESS 5 exemption, then, when I'm looking at

 3   Figure 2 that you e-mailed us.

 4                      MR. GREENE:  Correct.  The east BESS

 5   would -- would be allowed to be sited in that location

 6   regardless of the application of Species-5 to other

 7   primary -- primary project components.

 8                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.  Thanks for

 9   taking another lap around the track for me on that one.

10                      MR. GREENE:  Yeah.

11                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Appreciate it.

12                      MR. GREENE:  No worries.

13                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Young, I

14   believe you have your hand up.

15                      MR. YOUNG:  Sure.

16        Do you have any more specific information of,

17   within that east solar area, exactly where the BESS is

18   going to be located?

19        You're saying it would be colocated with the

20   substation.  Does that mean it's immediately adjacent

21   to the substation or just some -- someplace within that

22   east solar area?

23                      MR. GREENE:  Yeah, so it is

24   immediately adjacent to the substation.  It -- it can't

25   be moved outside if it were to be suggested to be

0049

 1   located elsewhere within that solar siting area.  That

 2   would not meet its criteria for exemption from

 3   Species-5, and it would -- it would fall under the

 4   application of Species-5 again.

 5                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  So we're kind of

 6   looking at sort of a big red dot on the map for the --

 7                      MR. GREENE:  Correct.

 8                      MR. YOUNG:  -- the substation.

 9        With respect to that, where would the -- where

10   would the BESS show up, and how big would it be

11   compared to that red dot?

12                      MR. GREENE:  I don't have the

13   acreage of that BESS available, but it would be

14   relatively small.  And it would be right next to the

15   substation, so it would be essentially part of that

16   same red dot.

17                      MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thank you.

18                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.

19                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see other

20   hands, Mr. Greene.  So I don't know if you have other

21   slides you wanted to move to.

22                      MR. GREENE:  Not more slides, but

23   more discussion on the figures that Council has

24   available.

25        So we can proceed to Council Figure 3 now.
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 1        Figure 3 is the first of several certificate

 2   holder recommendations that represent their attempt to

 3   balance the findings of the PTAG with the financial and

 4   engineering needs of the project.

 5        For Nests A, C, D, E, and F, the certificate

 6   holder has recommended that primary project components

 7   be allowed within 0.6 to two miles of the -- of the

 8   nests.  They have also proposed additional restrictions

 9   as part of the hawk mitigation and management plan for

10   some of these nests that I will cover in our discussion

11   of the next figure.

12        For Nest B, which as a reminder was the nest that

13   was active and successfully fledged young this past

14   nesting season, the certificate holder has recommended

15   a full two-mile buffer commensurate with the most --

16   more conservative opinions from PTAG membership.

17        The certificate holder's rationale for these

18   recommendations was largely based on their

19   determination that the foraging habitat surrounding

20   these five nests is not viable for the species, noting

21   that prior to Nest B, there had only been one active

22   ferruginous hawk nest within the area in the previous

23   five-year span.  The certificate holder argues that the

24   factors that have contributed to the decline of nesting

25   activity in this region, including land conversion to
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 1   agricultural and urban and residential development

 2   pressure, have not been addressed by conservation

 3   actions in the area, and the area will only continue to

 4   grow less suitable for this species.

 5        The certificate holder has stated that applying

 6   the larger buffers would reduce the project's

 7   generating capacity by approximately 348 megawatts, or

 8   about 33 percent of the nameplate generating capacity,

 9   and restricting the project to the extent envisioned by

10   the PTAG members from WDFW, U.S. Fish and Wildlife, the

11   Yakama Nation, the Lower Columbia Basin Audubon

12   Society, the Umatilla, and others, would represent a

13   severe curtailment of the project's renewable energy

14   production for the purpose of protecting historic,

15   largely unsuitable habitat for a species that only

16   nests in the region every few years.

17        Further information supporting the certificate

18   holder's recommendation can be found in their

19   certificate holder recommendation document, which is

20   uploaded to the Council SharePoint, and -- or rather

21   might be on the Council SharePoint.  If not, it will be

22   uploaded by the end of today.

23        Are there any figures regarding -- or any

24   questions regarding this figure before I move on to the

25   next figure?
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 1                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I do not see any

 2   hands raised, Mr. Greene.

 3                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So moving on,

 4   then.

 5        As I mentioned in the discussion of the last

 6   figure, the certificate holder has proposed some

 7   additional restrictions on their recommendations that

 8   would be codified in the hawk mitigation and management

 9   plan.  For -- sorry.  We've moved on to the next figure

10   now, I should point out.

11        For Nest A, the certificate holder recommends a

12   determination that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer is

13   required but would nonetheless voluntarily exclude the

14   siting of any primary project components in the

15   northeast, northwest, or southwest quadrants of the

16   0.6- to two-mile buffer represented in this figure by

17   the bright blue circles.

18        This would result in an exclusion area that

19   matches the consensus recommendation of the PTAG in

20   Figure 1 but would not require an SCA amendment.

21        For Nest C, the certificate holder proposes a

22   determination that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer is

23   required but would similarly voluntarily exclude

24   primary project components in the northern half of the

25   0.6- to two-mile buffer as shown with the bright blue
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 1   voluntary exclusion area.

 2        Finally, for Nests E and F, the certificate holder

 3   would propose a voluntary exclusion area for all areas

 4   within the 0.6- to two-mile buffer other than those

 5   that overlap with the two-mile buffer of Nest D.  No

 6   voluntary exclusion areas are proposed for Nest D, and

 7   the certificate holder still recommends a determination

 8   that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer be required for that

 9   nest.

10        This figure represents the certificate holder's

11   preferred application of Species-5, as they believe

12   that it best represents the balance of the

13   environmental needs of the ferruginous hawk with the

14   financial and engineering needs of the project.

15        If this layout is not approved by the Council,

16   however, the certificate holder has prepared a less

17   preferred option with some additional restrictions that

18   I'll cover in our final recommendation figure,

19   Figure 5.

20        Before that, are there any questions specific to

21   this figure, Figure 4?

22                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I do not see any

23   hands raised, Mr. Greene.

24                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.

25                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Proceed.
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 1                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So to reiterate,

 2   certificate holder's preferred recommendation was that

 3   represented in Figure 4.  If that were not to be

 4   approved by EFSEC, however, the certificate holder has

 5   proposed an additional restriction specific to Nest D,

 6   shown here in Figure 5.

 7        The yellow and purple hashed area around Nest D is

 8   the 0.6- to two-mile buffer area.  The certificate

 9   holders's alternate proposal would be a determination

10   that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer be required for this

11   nest but that a commitment from the certificate holder

12   that they -- that would be codified in their hawk

13   nest -- hawk mitigation and management plan to not site

14   any wind turbines within the 0.6- to two-mile buffer

15   would be sufficient.  This proposal would still allow

16   for the siting of solar arrays within the 0.6- to

17   two-mile buffer.

18        And this is where we have to touch on some

19   intentionally obfuscated location information.

20   Nest D's 0.6- to two-mile buffer area would include

21   potential restrictions to the east solar array.  The

22   certificate holder has stated that the development of

23   the east solar array is critical to the project for

24   both financial and site design reasons.  As noted in

25   the figure, the BPA substation and east BESS are not
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 1   subject to Species-5.

 2        For economy-of-scale reasons, a sizable portion of

 3   the power generation from this project is designed to

 4   enter the grid through the east BPA substation while

 5   the remainder enters the grid through the BPA

 6   substation located in the western extreme of the

 7   project area.

 8        The certificate holder has stated that the east

 9   solar array is responsible for approximately 100

10   megawatts of this portion.  And in order for the

11   project to replace the lost input from the east -- into

12   the east substation, extensive collector lines would

13   need to be run from turbines in the western part of the

14   project area to the east substation.

15        The certificate holder argues that the east solar

16   array, which will be sited exclusively on agricultural

17   lands, would be less impactful to ferruginous hawks

18   than the lengthy overhead collection lines that would

19   need to be constructed to replace the lost production.

20   Further discussion of this proposal can be found in the

21   certificate holder's recommendation document.

22        So a few notes on this proposal.  The final

23   environmental impact statement did identify that there

24   are different types and magnitudes of environmental

25   impacts between wind and solar energy development but
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 1   made the decision to include both types of components

 2   in the initial version of Species-5.

 3        As Species-5 went through further development as

 4   part of Council deliberations, the Council was

 5   specifically prompted by staff as to whether the

 6   updated version of Species-5 should apply to wind

 7   turbines only or to all primary project components.

 8   The Council at that time made the decision to apply it

 9   to all primary project components in recognition that

10   they all could have substantial, if different, impacts

11   on the ferruginous hawk.

12        Additionally, formalizing any of the certificate

13   holder's recommendations that include a voluntary

14   exclusion area or the solar-only option for Nest D

15   would require a determination from EFSEC that either

16   the nesting sites are no longer available, which no one

17   is asserting to be the case, or that the foraging

18   habitat within two miles of that nest is not viable.

19   Without such a determination, a full unmodified

20   two-mile buffer is required per the language of

21   Species-5.

22        Are there any questions on this figure?

23                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Greene, I do not

24   see any hands raised.

25                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So I can move on
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 1   to the final figure that we'll be discussing, and that

 2   is Figure 6.

 3        Figure 6 is a land cover map showing several types

 4   of native land cover.  This is a pretty large map, so

 5   the PDF may take a moment to load, and I would

 6   recommend that you zoom in to look at areas of interest

 7   in more detail.

 8        The native land covers identified in this map are

 9   not intended to represent the only areas of ferruginous

10   hawk habitat, as that species will use agricultural

11   lands as marginal habitat.  The native land covers are,

12   however, areas of inherently higher-quality habitat for

13   ferruginous hawks than other land covers in the area.

14        Ferruginous hawks primarily predate on small

15   mammals and reptiles like ground squirrels, pocket

16   gophers, and snakes, which are generally found in

17   higher densities in the types of native land covers

18   displayed on this map.

19        This map does not include any recommendations but

20   is meant as a tool for the Council to get a general

21   idea of where higher-quality ferruginous hawk habitat

22   is present and where that habitat is constrained.  And

23   this data feeds into the determination of habitat

24   viability that is one of the two determining factors

25   for whether nests should or should not receive a 0.6-
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 1   to two-mile buffer.

 2        Are there any questions on this figure?

 3                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I do not see any

 4   hands, Mr. Greene.

 5                      MR. GREENE:  All right.  With that,

 6   staff believes it would be beneficial for the Council

 7   to deliberate on the various recommendations before

 8   them.  Staff is available to answer any questions that

 9   you may have, and it is our intent to develop a formal

10   decision document based on today's discussion that will

11   provide the certificate holder with EFSEC's

12   determination on the application of Species-5 to

13   primary project components.

14        Staff is expecting to develop this document

15   subsequent to this meeting and will publish it for

16   public comment with the expectation that the Council

17   may vote on whether to formalize the decision document

18   at the Council's regularly scheduled September 17th,

19   2025, meeting.

20                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,

21   Mr. Greene.

22        Council Young.

23                      MR. YOUNG:  I'd like to thank you

24   for your presentation.  The graphics are excellent, and

25   your explanation has been very clear.  Thank you.
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 1                      MR. GREENE:  Thank you.

 2                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council

 3   Young.

 4        Council members, are there comments, questions, or

 5   any discussion that you wish to have amongst

 6   yourselves?  In our public forum, just to be clear,

 7   but...

 8        Okay.  Mr. Greene, I see no other hands.  And we

 9   thank you for the very fine update, as Council Young

10   articulated.

11        Last call for any further hands or items.

12        Council Pamplin.

13                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.  Thanks,

14   Mr. Chair.

15        So, Mr. Greene, I mean, there's -- there's quite a

16   few places it sounds like your -- your memo back to

17   EFSEC could go.  And my understanding is you're looking

18   for us right now for -- for -- to kind of talk through

19   some of the preliminary figures that you've described

20   to kind of telegraph perhaps where you should go as far

21   as writing up a memo.  Is that correct?  'Cause I

22   just -- I feel like there's still some work to be done

23   here by the Council, but I want to make sure I

24   understand your request.

25                      MR. GREENE:  Yes, that's correct.
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 1   For -- for the six nests in particular where there is

 2   some level of disagreement by the PTAG, staff is hoping

 3   that the Council will give staff an indication of what

 4   the Council believes is the appropriate application of

 5   Species-5 to those nests.

 6        Again, the -- for Nest A, staff is recommending

 7   that the Council does not take any action.  But for

 8   Nests B, C, D, E, and F -- I think that's all of

 9   them -- staff would appreciate it if the Council had

10   some discussion on those topics that staff could

11   formalize into that document.

12                      CHAIR BECKETT:  So, I guess, as a

13   facilitation comment and question, because I think

14   Mr. Greene acknowledged earlier there's -- there's a

15   lot of graphics, a lot of information that -- which is

16   on screen and that which is appropriately before you

17   confidentially.

18        Are you -- I guess if you have further questions

19   as you digest all of that, I think certainly the staff

20   are available to receive your questions and, you know,

21   work with you individually to -- to help answer those.

22   Obviously if there's general questions or, I think,

23   feedback you have in the moment here that is feasible,

24   then staff would welcome that.

25        If ultimately -- as chair, I would say, if you
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 1   feel you need to digest this more and, you know, have a

 2   further discussion, I think that's part of the ultimate

 3   plan here as well currently and for September.  But,

 4   you know, ultimately we would want to hear your

 5   feedback and reflect how you want to proceed in terms

 6   of pace.  So hope that makes sense.

 7        I know, Council Pamplin, since you were up last,

 8   still on screen, if you have any -- you and Council

 9   Young have been understandably active on this topic

10   today, so I might look to you two if there were other

11   discussion points you thought or at least a flag that

12   were on your minds, again, just so that it can be

13   transparent and that staff would have better guidance,

14   I think, as to --

15                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Well, thanks --

16                      CHAIR BECKETT:  -- what things to

17   do.

18                      MR. PAMPLIN:  -- Mr. Chair.  I

19   appreciate -- and I don't mean to dominate and use all

20   my questions here, but I do appreciate the opportunity

21   to visit here publicly with everybody and with

22   Mr. Greene.

23        Mr. Greene, on Figure 5 -- and part of my -- my

24   challenge here is I am -- I am color-blind, and so

25   I'm --
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 1                      MR. GREENE:  Ah.

 2                      MR. PAMPLIN:  -- trying to interpret

 3   the circles, and so your verbal description was very

 4   helpful for me.  And then using the decoder ring here.

 5   So the northern part of Nest C is -- under Figure 5

 6   would not have the siting of primary components; is

 7   that correct?  And the components in Nest D would be

 8   solar.  Am I interpreting that correctly?

 9                      MR. GREENE:  Sorry.  I'm trying to

10   do this mostly through my head because I don't want to

11   inadvertently show one of the PDFs while I'm sharing my

12   screen.

13        Yes, so the -- the certificate holder's

14   recommendation in Figure 5 is that Nest C receive -- or

15   be determined to not contain -- or not possess viable

16   habitat for the species within the two-mile range of

17   that nest and therefore only receive a 0.6-mile buffer.

18   And then applicant, in their management and mitigation

19   plan, would voluntarily exclude siting any components

20   in the northern half of that 0.6- to two-mile buffer

21   area.

22        The -- app- -- or the certificate holder's

23   recommendation would allow for them to site components

24   in the southern half of that 0.6- to two-mile buffer

25   area.
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 1        And in Nest -- or sorry.  In Figure 5, the

 2   certificate holder's recommendation would be for -- for

 3   nest -- oh, goodness.  I need to pull up my decoder

 4   ring now.  Let me stop sharing my screen for a moment

 5   just in case.

 6                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Because it looks to me

 7   like it would be voluntarily proposing solar in the --

 8   the surrounding area of Nest B.

 9                      MR. GREENE:  Nest B or D?

10                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Protecting Nest "beta"

11   and then --

12                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.

13                      MR. PAMPLIN:  -- solar in Nest

14   "delta."

15                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.  So Nest

16   "delta" -- and the recommendation outlined in Figure 5

17   from the certificate holder would prohibit the

18   siting -- formally would recon- -- would make a

19   determination that there's not sufficient viable

20   habitat for the species within two miles of that nest,

21   and therefore it would only receive a 0.6-mile buffer.

22        The applicant, in their management and mitigation

23   plan, would voluntarily commit to not siting any wind

24   turbines within the 0.6- to two-mile buffer of Nest

25   "delta."  They, in this recommendation, would be
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 1   allowed to site solar within that 0.6- to two-mile

 2   buffer of Nest "delta."

 3                      MR. PAMPLIN:  And in your

 4   description of Figure 5, you were talking about the

 5   challenge of, you know, transferring -- and I'm using

 6   the wrong verbs here.  I apologize, Mr. Greene.  But

 7   the ability to route the energy into the substation.

 8   And so without having wind turbines there, it'd be some

 9   more work to get it over to the western BPA substation,

10   and thus that's why the -- you know, increase the

11   density of solar in that eastern portion of the range;

12   is that correct?

13                      MR. GREENE:  Yes, I believe so.  So

14   the -- as it's design -- as the project is

15   engineering -- design and engineering, it is up -- it

16   is connecting to the grid via two substations:  One on

17   the western extreme of the project area and then one in

18   the east substation which is colocated with the east

19   BESS.

20        The project generally needs to split its

21   production -- energy production between those two

22   substations.  For the east substation, I think -- I

23   don't remember the number.  I said it earlier.  Might

24   have been a hundred megawatts.  I think it's a hundred

25   megawatts.  But a substantial portion of the energy
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 1   production that was intended to enter the grid via the

 2   east substation is to be produced by the east solar

 3   array.

 4        So in order to offset the potential loss of that

 5   energy production, the certificate holder would have to

 6   run collection lines from turbines in the western part

 7   of the project area.  Overhead connector lines.  They

 8   would have to run those east across the site to connect

 9   to the east substation to continue to split the energy

10   production between those two substations.

11                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.

12                      CHAIR BECKETT:  So I know you're

13   digesting all this, so I don't want to rush anybody by

14   any means in terms of other questions or just comments,

15   discussion you wish to share.

16        Okay.  Mr. Greene, we may be coming close here to

17   ending this portion of the meeting.

18        Anything else that you wanted to share upon

19   further reflection of comments or discussion,

20   Mr. Greene?

21                      MR. GREENE:  Just so it -- for --

22   for staff's clarification:  It's -- it sounded like the

23   Council wants to take more time to consider these

24   recommendations before providing staff guidance on a

25   decision document?
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 1                      UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes.

 2                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Young.

 3                      MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, that -- that's

 4   correct.  I understood that you were not seeking a

 5   decision or a recommendation from the Council

 6   immediately this afternoon.

 7                      UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  That's

 8   correct.

 9                      MR. YOUNG:  I'd like to go back and

10   more thoroughly review parts of the PTAG materials and

11   then that -- the information on historical activity and

12   occupancy patterns that you said you could send me an

13   e-mail on.

14        Or have I -- have I misunderstood?  Are you asking

15   for a Council recommendation this afternoon?

16                      MS. BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett, this is

17   Sonia Bumpus, if I may respond.

18                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Please.

19                      MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you for the

20   question, Council Member Young.

21        So that's correct.  We are not -- we're not

22   expecting a decision today.  We were just looking to

23   brief the Council on what the recommendations are that

24   came from the PTAG and also came from the certificate

25   holder and to share with you-all how some of those,
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 1   most of them -- most of them, there was a consensus

 2   reached, but there are a few, as Mr. Greene discussed,

 3   where there are differences in the PTAG recommendations

 4   and the recommendations from the certificate holder.

 5   So what we're looking for today is -- is some

 6   direction.

 7        One thing that we could do is, recognizing that

 8   the Council are trying to digest this information, a

 9   lot of it's technical -- we -- you know, staff are here

10   and available to help draft materials that might help

11   the Council digest this, might help to sort of

12   conceptualize the -- the versions -- right? -- the two,

13   you know, sort of recommended paths.  And so I'm a

14   little hesitant to offer that we -- that we draft, you

15   know, sort of two versions of -- of a decision.

16                      MR. YOUNG:  I think that would -- I

17   think that would be premature.  And I'm not -- I mean,

18   we've got six -- or five options that have been

19   presented and a lot of material to go with that.  I'm

20   not ready to try to boil that down into two draft --

21   two draft recommendations this afternoon.

22                      MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  And that's fine.

23   But I'm throwing that out there because we -- you know,

24   the staff understand that this is a lot to digest, and

25   we're happy to, you know, do what we can in the
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 1   meantime to help -- help the Council digest this and

 2   whether it's, you know, preparing this or preparing

 3   other materials to help understand the options that are

 4   presented here.

 5                      MR. YOUNG:  I think you've done an

 6   admirable job this afternoon of presenting the options.

 7   The -- the graphics are great.  The explanation has

 8   been really good.  I'm just not sure how much further

 9   we need you to try to go on our behalf this afternoon.

10                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, yeah,

11   thanks --

12                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Please --

13                      MR. PAMPLIN:  -- Director Bumpus.

14                      CHAIR BECKETT:  -- Council Pamplin.

15                      MR. PAMPLIN:  And also agreed with

16   Council Member Young about how helpful this

17   presentation has been.

18        I do think, you know -- I would recommend as far

19   as thinking about what can be provided to the Council

20   to then tee up a decision.  And I'm wondering, Director

21   Bumpus, if there's not a memo that just outlines some

22   key bullets associated with each figure.  And in

23   particular, when it gets down to, like, Figure 5 or so,

24   there was some nuances that were -- that were provided

25   about here are things that are -- that are being done,
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 1   and it's consistent with the -- with Spec-5, but then

 2   here's an additional provision that the -- the site

 3   certificate holder would do voluntarily and kind of

 4   what are those parameters that stays within the

 5   flexibility of us approving this as it's kind of a

 6   stand-alone decision that does not require going back

 7   and revising the -- the overall site certificate.

 8        So I just felt like there was probably some

 9   explanation there that I know I would benefit by

10   probably seeing that written down and having it

11   crosswalked with Spec-5, please.

12                      MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Yes, I think --

13   and I'll probably ask Mr. Greene for his input on this

14   as well.  But I do think that we could put some

15   material together to -- to basically frame up the --

16   what the recommendation is, what it would be, what it

17   would mean.  And it sounds like what we would be

18   looking for is to stay within parameters that would not

19   trigger an amendment, kind of starting there with.  And

20   I know that, yes, I see --

21                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Yes, please.

22                      MS. BUMPUS:  Oh, I see Council

23   Member Young's hand is up.

24                      MR. YOUNG:  I would -- I would

25   vigorously oppose that we land on that -- any
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 1   particular course of action and ask staff to draft that

 2   up.

 3                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Yeah, Council Member

 4   Young, yeah, if it sounded like that's what I was

 5   offering, absolutely not.  What I'm trying to ask is

 6   that we have bullets for each of the options that were

 7   presented and some additional context relative to what

 8   can or can't be done that could stay within not having

 9   to revise the overall site certificate.  Just so

10   that -- so that when it does come to narrowing or

11   making a decision, we have that as a background

12   document.

13                      MR. YOUNG:  So are -- thanks, Nate.

14   And I didn't hear that so much from you.  I thought I

15   heard a little bit of that more in what Director Bumpus

16   said about drafting an actual recommendation.  But I'm

17   not sure we're ready to even say that, whatever we end

18   up doing, that it is -- that we've already decided that

19   whatever we recommend must not result in a change to

20   the site certification agreement.  That -- it seems

21   like you are maybe advancing that idea as one baseline

22   component of anything we do, is that it has to result

23   in no modification of the SCA.

24                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Yeah, thanks.  Thanks,

25   Council Member Young.  I -- I guess I'm trying to
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 1   exhaust or explore options within the existing SCA

 2   first, recognizing that an amendment might be needed,

 3   but wanting to understand some of the things that

 4   Mr. Greene was presenting to us that still fell within

 5   the four corners of the site certificate agreement.

 6                      MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, I think getting

 7   that -- maybe that kind of stuff, like, broken down,

 8   like you're saying, coming up with some bullet points,

 9   I think that would -- that would be helpful.

10        And maybe one thing that I'm pulling away from

11   today is that there are certain things out of what's

12   been moving forward with all five of these

13   possibilities, there -- there may be something that --

14   something in there that has to be -- cause an SCA

15   modification, but then there are other things that

16   could be done voluntarily in terms of the site-specific

17   management plans that are not related to the SCA.

18        So we -- we may be looking at a hybrid here

19   anyway.  And to break that all down and organize it, I

20   agree with you.  I think that would be helpful.

21                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.

22                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus.

23                      MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you, Chair

24   Beckett.

25        Yes, so I think that having heard and listened to
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 1   your -- your remarks and discussion here, I do think

 2   that staff can put something together that does that,

 3   that discusses the -- the different options, and also

 4   identifies are these things that fall within the

 5   parameters of the site certification agreement, or are

 6   they options or components of an option that do not,

 7   right?

 8        And so just putting all those out in a succinct

 9   way.  As succinct as we can -- right? -- given that it

10   is highly technical.  But I think we can try to distill

11   that down and indicate where those areas are.

12                      MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, that's great.

13   That would be helpful.

14                      MS. BUMPUS:  Mr. Greene -- I will

15   check with my staff here.  Mr. Greene, do we think that

16   we can do that?  I just want to double-check with you

17   that -- are there any other considerations to this

18   idea?

19                      MR. GREENE:  No, I think what

20   Council Member Pamplin discussed about kind of a

21   crosswalk document where we can go through each of the

22   nests and describe the various options and how they fit

23   or do not fit within the -- the framework of Species-5

24   as -- as written into the site certification agreement

25   could work.  And I think staff can have that prepared
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 1   for the next Council meeting, and the Council can go

 2   through it then and potentially come to a determination

 3   on the -- the final application of Species-5 to each of

 4   these nests.

 5                      MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you.  Thanks for

 6   that.  I appreciate it.

 7                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Anything further,

 8   Director Bumpus, before we double-check with Council?

 9                      MS. BUMPUS:  No.

10                      MR. GREENE:  And sorry.  Just while

11   I'm here, Council Member Young.

12                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.  Please.

13                      MR. GREENE:  I did confirm that

14   the -- the history of nest activity for ferruginous

15   hawks is present in the facilitator report within the

16   PTAG documents, but I will -- I will send that to you

17   directly via e-mail after this -- this meeting as well.

18                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.

19                      MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.

20                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, especially

21   any others who haven't weighed in, any further comment,

22   including based on the discussion between Council Young

23   and Pamplin and staff?

24        And seeing and hearing none.  I believe we will

25   wrap the Horse Heaven project up.
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 1                      MR. GREENE:  Sorry.  One quick

 2   question.

 3                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.

 4                      MR. GREENE:  Council Member Pamplin,

 5   would it assist you if we try to prepare versions of

 6   the figures that don't use colors as much?

 7                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Greene.

 8   This is a lifelong challenge of interpreting species

 9   distribution maps, so thank you.  I will pull in one of

10   my admin assistants as I did earlier this morning and

11   ask them to help me interpret those maps.  Thank you

12   for the outreach on that, but it's just a challenge

13   that I have especially during a live presentation.

14   Thank you.

15                      MR. GREENE:  Okay.  Thank you.

16                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I would thank you,

17   Council Pamplin.  I think it's also an important

18   reminder of, you know -- many of us take things for

19   granted that others just don't have, and so how we

20   best, you know, reflect on that, including in our

21   processes, I think is always healthy.  So thanks for

22   being open about that and unto itself.

23        Okay.  Last call for any comments or questions on

24   Horse Heaven.

25        All right.  Seeing none.
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 1        We will move on to Hop Hill solar, and I believe

 2   Trevin Taylor will provide the update.

 3                      MR. TAYLOR:  This is Trevin Taylor

 4   for John Barnes on -- for Hop Hill application update.

 5   Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council members.

 6        This application is pending supplemental materials

 7   concerning project enlargement.  The applicant has

 8   informed EFSEC during a biweekly meeting that they

 9   anticipate delivering this material in late fall of

10   '25.  Once the material has been received, staff will

11   review and determine if the submitted materials contain

12   adequate information to issue SEPA threshold

13   determination for the project.

14        We continue to coordinate and review the

15   application with our contractor, contract agencies, and

16   tribal governments.

17        Are there any questions?

18                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, any

19   questions on Hop Holar -- Hop Hill solar?  Excuse me.

20        I see none, so I believe then we will move on to

21   Wallula Gap.  And, again, Mr. Taylor, I believe you're

22   up.

23                      MR. TAYLOR:  Thank you again, Chair

24   Beckett and Council members.  This is Trevin Taylor on

25   behalf of John Barnes for the Wallula Gap application
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 1   update.

 2        On August 11, 2025, EFSEC staff met with staff

 3   from Yakama Nation to discuss the findings of

 4   traditional cultural properties study, or TCPs,

 5   conducted by the Yakama Nation.  Results of the study

 6   and meetings with the Yakama Nation are helping to

 7   recognize any SEPA mitigation measures that may be

 8   appropriate for the impacts identified.

 9        We continue to coordinate and review the

10   application with our contracted agencies and tribal

11   governments.

12        Are there any questions?

13                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council?  I do not

14   see any.  Okay.

15                      MR. TAYLOR:  Okay.

16                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,

17   Mr. Taylor.

18        And we will move on to our Goldeneye BESS project.

19   Joanne Snarski, please.

20                      MS. SNARSKI:  Hello again.  This is

21   Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed

22   Goldeneye battery energy storage facility in Skagit

23   County.

24        Staff are continuing to work with our partnering

25   agencies to review and seek information on the
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 1   application for site certification.  Staff are

 2   continuing to work with the Washington Department of

 3   Fish and Wildlife on clarifying issues related to the

 4   drainage ditch within the project boundary to the

 5   adjacent Hansen Creek.  As a reminder, Hansen creek is

 6   a tributary to Skagit River.

 7        I have no further updates.  But I'm available for

 8   questions.

 9                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,

10   Ms. Snarski.

11        Any comments or questions from Council?

12        And seeing none.  We will then move on to our

13   transmission programmatic environmental impact

14   statement update.  And I believe, Mr. Greene, you are

15   back with us here on this one.

16                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Thank you.  This

17   will be much more brief.

18        So thank you, Chair Beckett and Council members.

19   This is again Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.

20        EFSEC staff continues to work with our consultant

21   WSP to make edits, revisions, and refinements to the

22   draft programmatic EIS.  This work includes a digital

23   version of the programmatic EIS that will be hosted

24   online titled as the e-programmatic and other

25   associated tools intended to make the programmatic EIS
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 1   more accessible to users.  We currently anticipate

 2   publishing the final programmatic EIS on October 1st of

 3   2025.

 4        Are there any questions?

 5                      CHAIR BECKETT:  I guess, if I may, I

 6   would -- oh.  Please.  Council Levitt.

 7                      MR. LEVITT:  Yeah, I guess I just

 8   want to offer that I know there has been some interest

 9   from tribes for a specific transmission project along

10   the Columbia River.  And so I know this one is more

11   broad and general in its approach, but I guess I would

12   offer that I think it would be worthwhile to try to

13   involve tribal staff or representatives in getting

14   feedback.  Because although it's general, it will

15   eventually be applied to specific projects.

16                      MR. GREENE:  Yes.  And so a couple

17   points there.  We have received requests for formal

18   consultation from the confederated tribes of the

19   Umatilla and Yakama Nation, and we are currently

20   working with them to try to schedule those formal

21   consultations regarding the transmission programmatic

22   EIS.

23        And specifically the project that you're

24   discussing along the Columbia River, while it is a

25   high-voltage transmission project, it's not within the
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 1   technical scope of this programmatic, because this

 2   programmatic is -- doesn't -- it's the -- the types of

 3   impacts that are associated with that project are very

 4   site-specific and very technology-specific.  It's a

 5   type of construction that has never been used for

 6   transmission projects in this state before, at least at

 7   that scale.

 8        So the programmatic EIS does discuss that those

 9   types of projects would need an independent

10   project-level SEPA review as they exceed the -- the

11   technical specifications of this programmatic.

12                      MR. LEVITT:  Thank you, Mr. Greene.

13                      CHAIR BECKETT:  There any questions

14   from Council?

15        While I'm waiting, I'll just also note for both

16   Council, especially certainly members of the public as

17   well, the conversation with staff, I believe there's

18   understandable intent to have a solid briefing on the

19   programmatic in the October Council meeting, which I

20   believe is October 17th, the third Wednesday.  So just

21   a heads-up in that regard.  And appreciate the efforts

22   there.

23        Seeing no other hands raised.  Then we will move

24   on to Desert Claim, I believe.  And -- oh.  Yes.

25   Sorry.  I have an old agenda here.  What do we have
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 1   next?

 2        On to Badger.

 3                      MS. SNARSKI:  I think that's me,

 4   then.  Okay.

 5                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Yeah, let me just --

 6                      MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you.

 7                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Sorry.  Let me do a

 8   proper introduction.  I --

 9                      MS. SNARSKI:  Okay.

10                      CHAIR BECKETT:  -- made the mistake

11   of not printing out a hard copy agenda in my first

12   online meeting this morning, so apologies to the public

13   and Council about that.

14        So, yes, let's move to the Badger Mountain Solar

15   project, and Joanne Snarski will provide the update.

16                      MS. SNARSKI:  Very good.  Thank you,

17   Chair Beckett.  For the record, this is Joanne Snarski,

18   the siting specialist for the proposed Badger Mountain

19   Solar facility in Douglas County.

20        At the previous Council meeting in June, I

21   explained that the applicant had requested all project

22   activities continue to be placed on hold and that an

23   extension for the application review be granted.

24        On July 29th, Avangrid provided us with a formal

25   request for a one-year extension, siting the factors of
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 1   site control, federal regulatory uncertainty, tax

 2   changes, and other policy-related concerns.  They also

 3   noted that due to the proposed site's location and the

 4   extensive efforts that have been taken on the project

 5   to date, they continue to consider it an asset to their

 6   portfolio.

 7        We opened the extension request for public comment

 8   between August 4th and 17th, and we received 18

 9   comments.  Comments included those from the Yakama

10   Nation as well as the Colville Confederated Tribes,

11   other conservation groups, and local residents.

12        All were opposed to the project and requested

13   denial of the extension.  The primary reasons cited

14   were unresolved issues with traditional cultural

15   properties, lack of site control, impacts to sensitive

16   habitats and species, they do not support the

17   development of solar facilities in general, extension

18   requests are not substantive, and the site is

19   inconsistent with the WSU no-conflict siting.

20        As was stated at the April 16th, 2025, Council

21   meeting, EFSEC does not require site control be

22   demonstrated for the -- for review of the project.

23   However, this is one item the letter from the developer

24   indicated they are working to resolve during this

25   pause.  This is relevant to EFSEC's review because when
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 1   the project requested the pause in 2024, staff were in

 2   the midst of developing a draft environmental impact

 3   statement.

 4        While site control is not required for review of

 5   an application, the developer will need site access to

 6   gather the remaining information needed for the SEPA

 7   review.  It is through the SEPA process and the

 8   adjudicative process that EFSEC expects to continue to

 9   receive meaningful public input should the project

10   resume.

11        With regards to the substantive -- substance of

12   the extension request and how it fits into the overall

13   EFSEC process, Revised Code of Washington 80.50.100

14   states that the recommendations shall be made to the

15   governor within 12 months of receipt of a complete

16   application deemed complete by the director or such

17   later time as is mutually agreed by the Council and the

18   applicant.

19        There are no terms in Revised Code of Washington

20   or EFSEC rules as to what conditions apply to a

21   mutually agreed upon extension.  This leaves the

22   details of the timeline and circumstances surrounding

23   the extension agreements at the discretion of the

24   Council and the applicant.

25        I understand that EFSEC's legal counsel, Jon
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 1   Thompson, is available online and may be able to expand

 2   a little bit more on these subjects, or either of us

 3   can answer additional questions you may have.

 4        That's all I have.

 5                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

 6        Yes, if we could hear from Counsel Thompson,

 7   please.

 8                      MR. THOMPSON:  Let me see here.

 9   There we go.

10        Yeah, so I would just -- on this point, I guess

11   there's been questions about, you know, what's sort of

12   the applicable law to this kind of a request, if any,

13   and maybe what might the considerations be from a legal

14   standpoint.  So if you'd like, I can speak to that.

15        As Ms. Snarski mentioned, there's the -- there's

16   the one reference in the statute to, you know, getting

17   a recommendation to the governor within a year or such

18   other time as is mutually agreed to by the Council and

19   the applicant.  I've always looked at that as a -- it's

20   basically a directive to EFSEC to develop a

21   recommendation within that -- within that kind of rapid

22   time frame as long as that's what the applicant is

23   asking for or -- or as long as the applicant is

24   forthcoming with whatever information is necessary to

25   get to such a recommendation.
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 1        There's no -- yeah, there's no rule or precedent

 2   really as to, like, if it -- if the applicant isn't --

 3   isn't moving forward toward -- or providing the

 4   information necessary to proceed to a recommendation,

 5   you know, is there some point at which the Council

 6   would not agree to a extension and thereby, you know,

 7   effectively dismiss the -- the application.

 8        There's -- there's plenty of precedent in my

 9   reading of, you know, past Council review processes

10   over the decades of it taking -- of these processes

11   generally stretching out over several years sometimes

12   just because of the fits and starts of development

13   processes or applicant, you know, needs.

14        So I don't know there has been an instance of the

15   Council declining to grant an extension.  I think it

16   basically comes down to as a practical matter that if

17   the Council weren't to agree to an extension, that

18   wouldn't preclude the applicant from coming back when

19   it's ready and filing a application for the same

20   project again, but -- but in that case you'd be in the

21   position of arguably having to -- to reconduct the

22   public informational meeting that's required within 60

23   days of the filing of an application and the -- and the

24   land-use consistency determination that the Council

25   does on a similar time frame.
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 1        And as far as I know, there hasn't been any change

 2   in the -- the zoning that applies to this site, so

 3   there -- there wouldn't be a different conclusion that

 4   the site is -- the conclusion of this site was that the

 5   zoning was -- basically prohibited the project at the

 6   site, so it's inconsistent with the local zoning, and

 7   therefore there's going to need to be an adjudication

 8   on whether to -- whether the Council should recommend

 9   preemption of the local zoning to authorize the

10   project.

11        Most of the really substantive public input and

12   comment opportunity still lies ahead in terms of the

13   adjudication and comment on a draft environmental

14   impact statement, which hasn't been published yet.  So,

15   yeah, I'm not -- I mean, it's -- I'm not sure that

16   there's -- yeah, I think that maybe it boils down to a

17   question of does it make sense to have the applicant

18   have to go back and reapply and go through those just

19   initial stages of the application process again.  I'm

20   not sure there'd be much utility in that.

21        The SEPA work that's already been done, of course,

22   could be re- -- kind of reused for new SEPA work.  But,

23   I mean, I think that's -- I don't think there's

24   necessarily a prejudice to any party from a procedural

25   standpoint of granting an extension.  Because, like I
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 1   said, there is that -- a lot of additional process and

 2   input that would -- would need to be taken going

 3   forward.  And all of the input in terms of SEPA and

 4   adjudicative hearings and so forth would have to be

 5   up-to-date as of the current -- current time.

 6        So, anyway, that's some -- that's some -- some

 7   thoughts on this topic.  Hopefully that's helpful.  I'm

 8   happy to answer questions too.

 9                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Yes, that is helpful

10   and was intended to help, you know, clarify as well as

11   acknowledge the public comments.  Certainly I've read

12   those amongst other Council members and staff.  Which

13   appreciate the staff review here before today's meeting

14   as well.  So thanks for trying to draw out some of

15   ultimately what Council should be considering here as

16   well as trying to answer some of the public concern and

17   ultimately criticism of this potential action.

18        So I do see a hand raised.  I'm not tracking who

19   that is on my screen.  If staff could clarify for me.

20        And in the meantime, were there other Council

21   members who wish provide any further comment back to

22   staff and Council's...

23                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I believe the hand

24   raised is Council Member Guilio, the project --

25   County-appointed Council member for this project.
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 1                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

 2        My apologies, Council member.  I try to keep track

 3   of everyone here on each project, but obviously that's

 4   a work in progress.  So my apologies.  Please proceed

 5   with your question or comment.

 6                      MS. GUILIO:  No worries.  I

 7   understand there's lots of moving parts.

 8        I did have a question.  Even if we extend the

 9   request, are there parts of the background work or

10   studies that, if this were to continue past a year or

11   two years if they did an additional extension, would

12   any of that work have to be redone anyways?

13        Is there, like, a period of validity essentially

14   where some of those, if you're four years out, you're

15   five years out, given that there's no completed

16   project, there's no draft EIS, none of that is compiled

17   and commented upon and accepted basically, will there

18   come a point where the extensions has -- is so long at

19   the front end that they would have to start some

20   aspects over anyways?

21                      MR. THOMPSON:  Should I field that,

22   or --

23                      MS. BUMPUS:  I can --

24                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, why

25   don't you go ahead and jump in since you've started to,
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 1   please.

 2                      MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Well, so that

 3   can happen.  There can -- you know, if it were to go on

 4   for many, many years you have fieldwork that you've

 5   done, you've done surveys of the site, and now it's

 6   been several years since and so now the question

 7   becomes is that the actual situation on the site at the

 8   time of permitting.  So I think that that's a very good

 9   consideration.

10        In this case, we were in the midst of preparing an

11   environmental impact statement.  And there were, as I

12   understand it, multiple studies that needed to be done,

13   needed to be prepared, that have not been.  And that's

14   where we have the connection to the issue of site

15   control where they need to be able to access the site

16   in order to do those studies and gather that

17   information that will then inform the EIS.

18        So I think -- I think that in this case we are at

19   a stage where we may not be running up against that

20   risk very much, because that -- that work has not all

21   been completed.  I think if we were further along in

22   the process and we had already done our SEPA review,

23   that, you know, then pausing at that point and waiting

24   several years, I think that would present more

25   challenges potentially.  But I think in this case we're
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 1   still early in the process where work is pending, that

 2   we probably aren't going to run into that.

 3                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Guilio, does

 4   that cover your --

 5                      MS. GUILIO:  That makes sense to me.

 6   Yeah.  So in some ways it's kind of an asset that

 7   they're early on as far as the continuation of the --

 8   the work.  Makes sense.

 9                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.

10        Ms. Hafkemeyer.

11                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.

12        I'd just like to add, for the -- for the work and

13   the documents that have been prepared to this point,

14   staff would, as part of resuming project work, revisit

15   those completed documents and identify whether or not

16   it's appropriate to -- to update studies, update

17   fieldwork, update documents for the time that has

18   lapsed.

19                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Very good.

20        Are there other comments or discussion from

21   Council members?  On both the briefing -- there is

22   obviously the question of action here today on a motion

23   to grant the 12-month extension request.  Having noted

24   that, if there's other further discussion or

25   reflections Council would like to share, certainly
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 1   entertain that now.

 2        Council Pamplin.

 3                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Chair.

 4        You know, I just -- I know we have some time on

 5   our agenda to talk about our public comment period, so

 6   maybe this -- maybe this observation is -- is better in

 7   just a few minutes.

 8        But I just -- as we think about how EFSEC notifies

 9   public comments or request for public comments, having

10   that -- the background information that this was --

11   this -- this public comment period was -- was really

12   about a process item and not soliciting comments on --

13   necessarily on the merits of the project.

14        I mean, people will interpret it as they see fit,

15   but there was a lot of concerns about the merits of

16   this particular application and the impacts to -- to

17   sage grouse and shrub-steppe and other really valid

18   concerns.  And based on the briefing today, we are

19   going to get to those at another subsequent step for --

20   for the review of this project.  But I guess I'm --

21   from a process standpoint, I would be endorsing the

22   extension.  Thanks.

23                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Appreciate the

24   input.

25        Any other comments from Council?  Or questions.
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 1        Okay.  Well, I would just say for my comments

 2   that, much as I believe in trying to move things, you

 3   know, through but ultimately ensure that we're

 4   providing objective review and not rushing to

 5   prejudgment -- those are some of the issues I've -- you

 6   know, have passed through my mind in various

 7   considerations, and so I guess I would certainly

 8   encourage the applicant to reflect on this discussion,

 9   certainly obviously the comments that have been

10   submitted.

11        And I agree with you, Council Pamplin, that

12   ultimately we are trying to go step by step here.  And

13   much as, you know, people have their rights and should

14   put -- you know, in many respects put their comments

15   into the record along the way, at the end of the day

16   the Council is to make sure that we're, you know,

17   taking this through proper procedures and steps

18   ultimately so that we can make the final decision

19   should we reach that point.

20        So knowing there are other issues certainly

21   affecting markets and, you know, other considerations

22   that the applicant has listed in their letter.  And at

23   the same time at the end of the day, as we've heard

24   from many of our important -- all voices are important,

25   but those who have chosen to weigh in with EFSEC, I
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 1   would note, you know, that their concerned and ongoing

 2   participation through an elongated application period

 3   is ultimately an impact, you know, as well.

 4        So would encourage all of us, including the

 5   applicant, to consider those things.  And that would be

 6   my set of comments.

 7        Are there others from Council or questions?  And

 8   otherwise I would soon move to state a motion for, you

 9   know, for potential action.  But before I do that,

10   anything else from Council members for the Badger

11   Mountain Solar project?

12        Okay.  Then is there a motion to approve a

13   12-month extension for the Badger Mountain Solar site

14   certification, site certificate application?  I'm happy

15   to restate that if that's helpful.

16                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, I will --

17   this is Nate.  I move that we grant the 12-month

18   extension on the Badger Mountain application.

19                      MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  Second.

20                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  The

21   motion has been moved and seconded.

22        I would note for the court reporter and for the

23   record that I tried to state the motion as it would be

24   taken up.

25        Thank you for restating it, Council Pamplin.  I
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 1   think we have it covered between the two of us.  Let me

 2   double-check with counsel, Mr. Thompson, in case

 3   anything needs to get restated.  But, again, the motion

 4   is to approve a 12-month extension for the Badger

 5   Mountain Solar site certificate application.  And we

 6   have a motion to that effect and a second.  So it is on

 7   the table.

 8        Let me first check for Jon Thompson, counsel, if

 9   he has any issues with what I've stated.  Otherwise, I

10   will then take it up for any further comment or

11   discussion by the Council.  But, first, Mr. Thompson, I

12   see you off mike.

13                      MR. THOMPSON:  Yeah, I think that

14   was generally well stated.  I mean, it's technically

15   for review of the application.  That's the request.

16   So, yeah, with that clarification, I think -- I think

17   that language works.

18                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.

19        Council members, any further discussion on the

20   motion that is on the table?

21                      MS. SNARSKI:  Can I just ask --

22                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Ms. Snarski.

23                      MS. SNARSKI:  -- a clarifying --

24   yeah -- clarifying question.

25        So that 12-month extension would begin today and

0094

 1   extend through next August; is that correct?

 2                      CHAIR BECKETT:  The intent, I

 3   believe, is to pick it up from the time that it -- that

 4   the prior expired, which I did not have in front of me.

 5                      MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Okay.  And I

 6   think that's technically July.  And that's why I asked.

 7        Do you have a sense of that, Jon, of the

 8   appropriateness of that?  There's someone else.

 9                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Young.

10                      MR. YOUNG:  Just as a point of

11   order.  Is it appropriate to extend an application

12   that's expired?

13                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Thompson.

14                      MR. THOMPSON:  Well, so another

15   aspect of this -- of this statute we were referring to

16   that says 12 months or as long as is agreed to by the

17   Council and the applicant, there's no -- there's no

18   consequence of -- provided in the statute of exceeding

19   that.

20        So, and for example, sometimes statutes will say,

21   you know, if the agency doesn't take action within some

22   period of time, then -- then a, you know,

23   application -- or a permit request or something is

24   deemed granted or something, or it's deemed denied.

25   Anyway, neither of those is the case.
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 1        So, yeah, in effect, you'd be -- you'd be kind

 2   of -- since the prior extension already -- already ran

 3   out, you'd kind of be retroactively, you know, That's

 4   okay, and we're going to extend it 12 months beyond

 5   that date, if that's -- it seems like probably the most

 6   accurate interpretation of what the request is here.

 7   And I think that's -- that's okay from a legal

 8   standpoint.

 9                      MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.

10                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council

11   Young, for the question.  Appreciate it.

12        Ms. Hafkemeyer.

13                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I just wanted to

14   add for some additional context with the expiration,

15   that is to some degree self-imposed.  The initial

16   request received from the developer in April was

17   open-ended.  And so staff, when bringing that request

18   to the Council, had recommended a shorter-term

19   extension to work out something more definitive with

20   the applicant.  The Ju- -- I'm sorry.  The July 30th

21   deadline was not something that was proposed by the

22   applicant initially; rather, a -- a checkpoint where we

23   expected to have more information.

24                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you.

25        So, Mr. Thompson, the motion that's on the table
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 1   is still accurate and subject to action, or if it needs

 2   to be stated differently, then please let me know how

 3   it should be stated.

 4                      MR. THOMPSON:  Yeah, I apologize.

 5   Now I'm a little -- I think we may have a lingering

 6   question of when does this 12-month extension start.

 7   And I guess I might ask Ms. Hafkemeyer if -- if -- was

 8   there a -- was there then an expiration date of the

 9   prior extension, or was it -- it sounded as if you were

10   saying there was just a check-in date.

11                      MS. HAFKEMEYER:  The April extension

12   request letter that we received was open-ended, and so

13   staff recommended setting an extension period through

14   the end -- or through July.  I think, ultimately,

15   between staff and Council discussion, it was decided

16   that the end of July would be an appropriate extension

17   period for that request.  And since this request letter

18   came in with the 12-month extension ahead of July 30th,

19   perhaps it would be appropriate to consider this

20   current extension from August 1 through July 30th of

21   next year.

22                      MR. THOMPSON:  That makes sense.

23                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.

24        All right.  So --

25                      MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, if I can --
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 1   if it's okay with Council Member Young, who seconded my

 2   motion, I guess I would revise my motion to state that

 3   the -- the request for a 12-month extension of the

 4   Badger Mountain Solar permit application review is

 5   approved through July 31st of 2026.

 6                      MR. YOUNG:  I concur.

 7                      CHAIR BECKETT:  And the chair would

 8   note that would be a friendly amendment, and I believe

 9   it is welcome from Council Young, who provided your

10   second, just for the record.

11        So the motion is on the table, has been seconded.

12   Are there any questions or further clarifications

13   Council wish, given the extended discussion here,

14   before I call the vote?

15        Okay.  All in favor of approving the motion,

16   please say "aye."

17                      MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

18                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?

19        Motion is approved.  Thank you, staff.  Thank you,

20   Council members.

21        And with that, Ms. Snarski, is there any other

22   remaining item for Badger Mountain Solar?  I don't know

23   of any, but let me double-check.

24                      MS. SNARSKI:  No, there are no

25   further updates.  Thank you for the clarification as
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 1   well.

 2                      CHAIR BECKETT:  No.  Appreciated the

 3   question.  I assure you.

 4        Okay.  Then we will move to our final item, which

 5   I believe is the update on comment periods by Director

 6   Bumpus.

 7                      MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you, Chair

 8   Beckett and Council members.  Good afternoon.

 9        Just an update on activities that staff are

10   involved in with respect to the way in which EFSEC

11   conducts public comment under the OPMA.

12        So just a bit of a recap here.  And this is

13   something that's come up in prior meetings more

14   recently with the public comment that was conducted for

15   the delegation of authority to the director from the

16   Council.  I believe that was Policy 16-01.

17        So the OPMA requires that we hold public comment

18   before taking final action.  And the comment can be

19   done, prior to the final action, you can request that

20   written comments be submitted in advance and notice,

21   you know, the public comment opportunity.  You can also

22   take verbal comment at the meeting prior to taking

23   final action.

24        So given that EFSEC has received many comments

25   particularly recent that take issue with the duration
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 1   of the comment period, the noticing of the comment

 2   period, and also just information about what the

 3   comment period is in relation to, we are working to

 4   revamp how we carry out our public comment

 5   opportunities under the OPMA.  And one of the things

 6   that we think we need to do is to set a time frame.

 7   We're looking at doing two weeks, providing two weeks

 8   public comment for most materials that are associated

 9   with a final action.

10        The -- one of the benefits we think to doing this

11   is that it provides a longer period of time than we've

12   typically been providing for different documents.

13   It's -- it's been -- it has not been consistent in

14   terms of the amount of time we've provided for

15   different opportunities for public comment, so we want

16   to be more consistent with that.

17        We also are working to make changes to our new

18   website that's recently come online to create a page

19   that's going to provide more information and more

20   detail about what the public comment period is about,

21   what the final action is associated with, what it

22   means, and again, providing more time for public

23   comment in general.

24        So the idea is that we'll provide 14 days public

25   comment for most materials.  We also recognize, though,
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 1   that not all of the final actions that come before the

 2   Council may warrant that long.  So we are looking at

 3   having some categories of materials like housekeeping

 4   items, administrative actions, those types of things

 5   that might only need, you know, say a week.  But we

 6   will be setting, I think, a one-week minimum for this

 7   and -- and really with the goal of providing everybody

 8   a pretty consistent two-week comment opportunity.

 9        And I want to add also, you know, this is in the

10   works.  This is something that we haven't finalized.

11   But we also recognize that there may be cases where we

12   think we need longer than two weeks because of the

13   nature of the action.  So the idea, the behind-the-

14   scenes work with -- between myself and staff is to

15   identify what types of materials, you know, require

16   what duration of comment and make sure that the comment

17   periods are more commensurate with the nature of the

18   action.

19        So, again, lots -- lots happening with respect to

20   this.  I will be providing more information to the

21   Council once we have identified more of the -- nailed

22   down more of the details around how this will work.

23   And we will be, as I said, making changes to the

24   website to also make sure we're communicating this.

25        And this -- you know, this will include
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 1   communicating to our facilities, communicating to all

 2   of the clients that we work with.  Because it does mean

 3   that they will need to get their deliverables and

 4   certain information to us by a pretty -- pretty hard

 5   deadline in order to make sure that we have enough time

 6   to conduct the public comment opportunities and also

 7   very importantly so that Council and staff have enough

 8   time to review the comments that come in and think

 9   about those comments and if we need to get advice from

10   our assistant attorney generals.

11        So these are things that I think are going to

12   improve -- improve our work and the engagement of the

13   public.  So happy to answer questions.

14                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Director

15   Bumpus.

16        Mr. -- Council Levitt.  Take you first.

17                      MR. LEVITT:  Yeah.  Director Bumpus,

18   thank you so much for taking the time to work on this.

19   Both, you know, my appreciation to you and to staff.

20        I do think we, during my tenure as a Council

21   member, have received considerable feedback about, you

22   know, communication around comment periods and the

23   length of comment periods.  So I am hoping this, you

24   know, providing more consistency, hopefully a general

25   rule of thumb that most comment periods should be two
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 1   weeks or longer especially if they're not

 2   administrative in nature.

 3        And, you know, for things that are really quite

 4   complex or potentially contentious, highly detailed in

 5   terms of technical information, you know, I hope those

 6   will be two weeks or longer.  And I look forward to

 7   seeing what you and staff recommend.  So, yeah, again,

 8   thank you for working on it.

 9                      MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you.

10                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Other comments,

11   questions from the Council?

12        I will add one before I double-check again.  But,

13   yes, thank you as well, Director Bumpus and staff.  I

14   would note thank you on the Badger Mountain item,

15   obviously one that has certainly attention to it that

16   did provide 14 days today.  That's just one step in the

17   larger commitment and description that you provided us,

18   Director Bumpus, so -- and ultimately there are, as

19   within most organizations, many moving pieces in terms

20   of how things come forward and materials and posting.

21   And at the end of the day, that's just part of our

22   obligation and job obviously as the agency is entrusted

23   on behalf of the public, which I know staff are

24   committed to and understand, and certainly I am as

25   chair, and I believe my fellow Council members as well.
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 1   So just note that for the collective as well as for the

 2   record.

 3        So any further comments on the public comment

 4   briefing that we've had?

 5        Seeing none.

 6        Director Bumpus, anything else from you today on a

 7   closing note?  Or I will adjourn the meeting.  Let me

 8   check with you first.

 9                      MS. BUMPUS:  I did just have one

10   update, and there will be more information to follow.

11        There were two lawsuits filed with respect to

12   EFSEC's decision to approve the delegation authority.

13   This was the policy I mentioned earlier.  One was

14   file -- one county that the challenges were filed in

15   was Clark County, and the other was Yakima County.

16        We are consulting with our legal counsel on next

17   steps, and we'll be providing more information to the

18   Council about how you can engage with the -- the legal

19   counsel team on what our options are.  So I -- I'll

20   leave it to Jon Thompson if he'd like to add anything

21   to that.

22                      MR. THOMPSON:  I don't have anything

23   to add.  I would just say that the suit in Yakima

24   County was brought by the Yakama Nation, and the suit

25   in Clark County was brought by Tri-Cities C.A.R.E.S. and
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 1   Friends of the Columbia Gorge.

 2        And the claims were basically to the effect that

 3   the delegation policy should have been adopted through

 4   formal rule making or that the Council lacked the

 5   authority to delegate certain decisions to the

 6   director.  There also was a claim in there about the

 7   length of the comment period that was -- that was

 8   provided under the OPMA.

 9        So those are the topics.  And like Ms. Bumpus

10   said, my thought was we could put this on the agenda

11   perhaps for the next Council meeting to have a

12   executive session discussion of options on that.  So...

13                      CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.

14        Appreciate you both bringing that forward here in

15   our -- in our shared forum, obviously public forum.  So

16   appreciate that.

17        Let me double-check.  Anything else, Director

18   Bumpus, on that or any others?

19                      MS. BUMPUS:  Nothing else.  Thank

20   you.

21                      CHAIR BECKETT:  With that, Council

22   members, any closing comments from -- or questions for

23   the record?

24        Well, I would just close by saying thank you, all,

25   especially Council members for your time today, as well
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 1   as ultimately all our participants, whether as project

 2   members or members of the public.

 3        So, with that, at 3:41, our meeting is adjourned.

 4   Thank you very much.

 5                             (Meeting adjourned at

 6                              3:41 p.m.)
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 1   STATE OF WASHINGTON )     I, John M. S. Botelho, CCR, RPR,

                         ) ss  a certified court reporter

 2   County of Pierce    )     in the State of Washington, do

                               hereby certify:

 3

 4

          That the foregoing Monthly Meeting of the Washington

 5   State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was conducted

     in my presence and adjourned on August 20, 2025, and

 6   thereafter was transcribed under my direction; that the

     transcript is a full, true and complete transcript of the

 7   said meeting, transcribed to the best of my ability;

 8        That I am not a relative, employee, attorney or counsel

     of any party to this matter or relative or employee of any

 9   such attorney or counsel and that I am not financially

     interested in the said matter or the outcome thereof;

10

          IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand

11   this 3rd day of September, 2025.
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                               /s/John M. S. Botelho, CCR, RPR

16                             Certified Court Reporter No. 2976
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		40						LN		2		23		false		          23      ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL:				false

		41						LN		2		24		false		          24           Jon Thompson				false

		42						LN		2		25		false		          25           Zack Packer				false

		43						PG		3		0		false		page 3				false

		44						LN		3		1		false		           1                    APPEARANCES (Continuing)				false

		45						LN		3		2		false		           2				false

		46						LN		3		3		false		           3      COUNCIL STAFF:				false

		47						LN		3		4		false		           4           Sonia Bumpus               Audra Allen				false

		48						LN		3		5		false		           5           Ami Hafkemeyer             Maria Belkina				false

		49						LN		3		6		false		           6           Amy Moon                   Lisa McLean				false

		50						LN		3		7		false		           7           Joan Owens                 Adrienne Barker				false

		51						LN		3		8		false		           8           Andrea Grantham            Catherine Taliaferro				false

		52						LN		3		9		false		           9           Sonja Skavland             Alondra Zalewski				false

		53						LN		3		10		false		          10           Sean Greene                Trevin Taylor				false

		54						LN		3		11		false		          11           Joanne Snarski             Dave Walker				false

		55						LN		3		12		false		          12           Alex Shiley                Nabila Gomes				false

		56						LN		3		13		false		          13           Ali Smith				false

		57						LN		3		14		false		          14				false

		58						LN		3		15		false		          15      OPERATIONAL UPDATES:				false

		59						LN		3		16		false		          16           Jarred Caseday				false

		60						LN		3		16		false		                       Kittitas Valley Wind, EDP Renewables				false

		61						LN		3		17		false		          17				false

		62						LN		3		17		false		                       Jennifer Galbraith				false

		63						LN		3		18		false		          18           Wild Horse Wind Power Project, Puget Sound Energy				false

		64						LN		3		19		false		          19           Eric Pace				false

		65						LN		3		19		false		                       Grays Harbor Energy Center, Grays Harbor Energy				false

		66						LN		3		20		false		          20				false

		67						LN		3		20		false		                       Jeremy Smith				false

		68						LN		3		21		false		          21           Chehalis Generation Facility, PacifiCorp				false

		69						LN		3		22		false		          22           Kelly Elsethagen				false

		70						LN		3		22		false		                       Columbia Generating Station & WNP-1/4, Energy				false

		71						LN		3		23		false		          23           Northwest				false

		72						LN		3		24		false		          24           Elizabeth Drachenberg				false

		73						LN		3		24		false		                       Columbia Solar, Tuusso Energy				false

		74						LN		3		25		false		          25				false

		75						PG		4		0		false		page 4				false

		76						LN		4		1		false		           1                    APPEARANCES (Continuing)				false

		77						LN		4		2		false		           2				false

		78						LN		4		3		false		           3      OPERATIONAL UPDATES (Continuing):				false

		79						LN		4		4		false		           4           Jon Voltz				false

		80						LN		4		4		false		                       Ostrea Solar, Cypress Creek Renewables				false

		81						LN		4		5		false		           5				false

		82						LN		4		6		false		           6				false

		83						LN		4		6		false		                  COUNSEL FOR THE ENVIRONMENT:				false

		84						LN		4		7		false		           7				false

		85						LN		4		7		false		                       Sarah Reyneveld				false

		86						LN		4		8		false		           8				false

		87						LN		4		8		false		                       Yuriy Korol				false

		88						LN		4		9		false		           9				false

		89						LN		4		10		false		          10				false

		90						LN		4		11		false		          11				false

		91						LN		4		12		false		          12				false

		92						LN		4		13		false		          13				false

		93						LN		4		14		false		          14				false

		94						LN		4		15		false		          15				false

		95						LN		4		16		false		          16				false

		96						LN		4		17		false		          17				false

		97						LN		4		18		false		          18				false

		98						LN		4		19		false		          19				false

		99						LN		4		20		false		          20				false

		100						LN		4		21		false		          21				false

		101						LN		4		22		false		          22				false

		102						LN		4		23		false		          23				false

		103						LN		4		24		false		          24				false

		104						LN		4		25		false		          25				false

		105						PG		5		0		false		page 5				false

		106						LN		5		1		false		           1                          MEETING INDEX				false

		107						LN		5		2		false		           2      EVENT:                                       PAGE NO.				false

		108						LN		5		3		false		           3    Call to order                                       7				false

		109						LN		5		4		false		           4    Roll call                                           7				false

		110						LN		5		5		false		           5    Proposed agenda                                    11				false

		111						LN		5		6		false		           6    Minutes				false

		112						LN		5		7		false		           7        July 16, 2025, monthly meeting minutes         12				false

		113						LN		5		8		false		           8    Projects				false

		114						LN		5		9		false		           9        Kittitas Valley Wind Project                   13				false

		115						LN		5		10		false		          10        Wild Horse Wind Power Project                  13				false

		116						LN		5		11		false		          11        Chehalis Generation Facility                   15				false

		117						LN		5		12		false		          12        Grays Harbor Energy Center                     17				false

		118						LN		5		13		false		          13        Columbia Solar                                 18				false

		119						LN		5		14		false		          14        Columbia Generating Station                    18				false

		120						LN		5		15		false		          15        WNP - 1/4                                      18				false

		121						LN		5		16		false		          16        Goose Prairie Solar                            19				false

		122						LN		5		17		false		          17        Ostrea Solar                                   20				false

		123						LN		5		18		false		          18        Carriger Solar                                 20				false

		124						LN		5		19		false		          19        Horse Heaven Wind Farm                         21				false

		125						LN		5		20		false		          20        Hop Hill Solar                                 75				false

		126						LN		5		21		false		          21        Wallula Gap Solar                              75				false

		127						LN		5		22		false		          22        Goldeneye BESS                                 76				false

		128						LN		5		23		false		          23        Transmission PEIS                              77				false

		129						LN		5		24		false		          24        Badger Mountain Solar                          80				false

		130						LN		5		25		false		          25				false

		131						PG		6		0		false		page 6				false

		132						LN		6		1		false		           1                    MEETING INDEX (Continuing)				false

		133						LN		6		2		false		           2       EVENT:                                       PAGE NO.				false

		134						LN		6		3		false		           3    Other				false

		135						LN		6		4		false		           4        Update on changes to comment periods           98				false

		136						LN		6		5		false		           5    Adjournment                                       105				false

		137						LN		6		6		false		           6				false

		138						LN		6		7		false		           7				false

		139						LN		6		8		false		           8				false

		140						LN		6		9		false		           9				false

		141						LN		6		10		false		          10				false

		142						LN		6		11		false		          11				false

		143						LN		6		12		false		          12				false

		144						LN		6		13		false		          13				false

		145						LN		6		14		false		          14				false

		146						LN		6		15		false		          15				false

		147						LN		6		16		false		          16				false

		148						LN		6		17		false		          17				false

		149						LN		6		18		false		          18				false

		150						LN		6		19		false		          19				false

		151						LN		6		20		false		          20				false

		152						LN		6		21		false		          21				false

		153						LN		6		22		false		          22				false

		154						LN		6		23		false		          23				false

		155						LN		6		24		false		          24				false

		156						LN		6		25		false		          25				false

		157						PG		7		0		false		page 7				false

		158						LN		7		1		false		           1                        BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,				false

		159						LN		7		2		false		           2      August 20, 2025, at 1:31 p.m. Pacific time, the				false

		160						LN		7		3		false		           3      following Monthly Meeting of the Washington State				false

		161						LN		7		4		false		           4      Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held,				false

		162						LN		7		5		false		           5      remotely via Microsoft Teams videoconference, to wit:				false

		163						LN		7		6		false		           6				false

		164						LN		7		7		false		           7                          <<<<<< >>>>>>				false

		165						LN		7		8		false		           8				false

		166						LN		7		9		false		           9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon,				false

		167						LN		7		10		false		          10      everyone.  This is Kurt Beckett, chair of the Energy				false

		168						LN		7		11		false		          11      Facility Site Evaluation Council, calling our				false

		169						LN		7		12		false		          12      Wednesday, August 20th, meeting to order at 1:31.				false

		170						LN		7		13		false		          13          And, Ms. Barker, if you could please call the				false

		171						LN		7		14		false		          14      roll.				false

		172						LN		7		15		false		          15                        MS. BARKER:  Certainly.				false

		173						LN		7		16		false		          16          Department of Commerce.				false

		174						LN		7		17		false		          17                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne,				false

		175						LN		7		18		false		          18      present.				false

		176						LN		7		19		false		          19                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Ecology.				false

		177						LN		7		20		false		          20                        MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt, present.				false

		178						LN		7		21		false		          21                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Fish and				false

		179						LN		7		22		false		          22      Wildlife.				false

		180						LN		7		23		false		          23                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin,				false

		181						LN		7		24		false		          24      present.				false

		182						LN		7		25		false		          25                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Natural				false

		183						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		184						LN		8		1		false		            1     Resources.				false

		185						LN		8		2		false		            2                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young, present.				false

		186						LN		8		3		false		            3                        MS. BARKER:  Utilities and				false

		187						LN		8		4		false		            4     Transportation Commission.				false

		188						LN		8		5		false		            5                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster,				false

		189						LN		8		6		false		            6     present.				false

		190						LN		8		7		false		            7                        MS. BARKER:  Local government and				false

		191						LN		8		8		false		            8     optional State agencies.				false

		192						LN		8		9		false		            9          For the Badger Mountain project, Jordyn Guilio.				false

		193						LN		8		10		false		           10          For the Hop Hill project, Paul Krupin.				false

		194						LN		8		11		false		           11                        MR. KRUPIN:  Paul Krupin, present.				false

		195						LN		8		12		false		           12                        MS. BARKER:  For the Carriger Solar				false

		196						LN		8		13		false		           13     project, Matt Chiles.				false

		197						LN		8		14		false		           14                        MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, Klickitat				false

		198						LN		8		15		false		           15     County, present.				false

		199						LN		8		16		false		           16                        MS. BARKER:  For the Wallula Gap				false

		200						LN		8		17		false		           17     project, Adam Fyall.				false

		201						LN		8		18		false		           18                        MR. FYALL:  Adam Fyall, Benton				false

		202						LN		8		19		false		           19     County, is here.  Thank you.				false

		203						LN		8		20		false		           20                        MS. BARKER:  For the Goldeneye BESS				false

		204						LN		8		21		false		           21     project, Robby Eckroth.				false

		205						LN		8		22		false		           22                        MR. ECKROTH:  Robby Eckroth,				false

		206						LN		8		23		false		           23     present.				false

		207						LN		8		24		false		           24                        MS. BARKER:  Assistant attorney				false

		208						LN		8		25		false		           25     generals.				false

		209						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		210						LN		9		1		false		            1          Jon Thompson.				false

		211						LN		9		2		false		            2                        MR. THOMPSON:  Present.				false

		212						LN		9		3		false		            3                        MS. BARKER:  Zack Packer.				false

		213						LN		9		4		false		            4                        MR. PACKER:  Present.				false

		214						LN		9		5		false		            5                        MS. BARKER:  Talia Thuet.				false

		215						LN		9		6		false		            6          For the EFSEC staff, I will call those anticipated				false

		216						LN		9		7		false		            7     to speak today.				false

		217						LN		9		8		false		            8          Sonia Bumpus.				false

		218						LN		9		9		false		            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  Present.				false

		219						LN		9		10		false		           10                        MS. BARKER:  Ami Hafkemeyer.				false

		220						LN		9		11		false		           11                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.				false

		221						LN		9		12		false		           12                        MS. BARKER:  Amy Moon.				false

		222						LN		9		13		false		           13                        MS. MOON:  I'm here, present.				false

		223						LN		9		14		false		           14                        MS. BARKER:  Sean Greene.				false

		224						LN		9		15		false		           15                        MR. GREENE:  Present.				false

		225						LN		9		16		false		           16                        MS. BARKER:  Joanne Snarski.				false

		226						LN		9		17		false		           17                        MS. SNARSKI:  Present.				false

		227						LN		9		18		false		           18                        MS. BARKER:  Trevin Taylor.				false

		228						LN		9		19		false		           19                        MR. TAYLOR:  Present.				false

		229						LN		9		20		false		           20                        MS. BARKER:  For operational				false

		230						LN		9		21		false		           21     updates:  Kittitas Valley wind project.				false

		231						LN		9		22		false		           22                        MR. CASEDAY:  Jarred Caseday,				false

		232						LN		9		23		false		           23     present.				false

		233						LN		9		24		false		           24                        MS. BARKER:  Wild Horse Wind Power				false

		234						LN		9		25		false		           25     Project.				false

		235						PG		10		0		false		page 10				false

		236						LN		10		1		false		            1                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Jennifer Galbraith,				false

		237						LN		10		2		false		            2     present.				false

		238						LN		10		3		false		            3                        MS. BARKER:  Grays Harbor Energy				false

		239						LN		10		4		false		            4     Center.				false

		240						LN		10		5		false		            5                        MR. PACE:  Eric Pace --				false

		241						LN		10		6		false		            6                        MS. BARKER:  Chehalis --				false

		242						LN		10		7		false		            7                        MR. PACE:  -- present.				false

		243						LN		10		8		false		            8                        MS. BARKER:  I'm sorry.				false

		244						LN		10		9		false		            9                        MR. PACE:  Pace, present.				false

		245						LN		10		10		false		           10                        MS. BARKER:  Chehalis Generation				false

		246						LN		10		11		false		           11     Facility.				false

		247						LN		10		12		false		           12                        MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.				false

		248						LN		10		13		false		           13                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Generating				false

		249						LN		10		14		false		           14     Station.				false

		250						LN		10		15		false		           15                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Kelly Elsethagen,				false

		251						LN		10		16		false		           16     present.				false

		252						LN		10		17		false		           17                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Solar.				false

		253						LN		10		18		false		           18                        MS. DRACHENBERG:  Elizabeth				false

		254						LN		10		19		false		           19     Drachenberg, present.				false

		255						LN		10		20		false		           20                        MS. BARKER:  Goose Prairie Solar.				false

		256						LN		10		21		false		           21          Ostrea Solar.				false

		257						LN		10		22		false		           22                        MR. VOLTZ:  Jon Voltz, present.				false

		258						LN		10		23		false		           23                        MS. BARKER:  Is there anyone online				false

		259						LN		10		24		false		           24     for the counsel for the environment?				false

		260						LN		10		25		false		           25                        MS. REYNEVELD:  Yes.  Sarah				false

		261						PG		11		0		false		page 11				false

		262						LN		11		1		false		            1     Reyneveld and Yuriy Korol are present.				false

		263						LN		11		2		false		            2                        MS. BARKER:  Chair, there is a				false

		264						LN		11		3		false		            3     quorum for all councils.				false

		265						LN		11		4		false		            4                        MR. PAMPLIN:  You're muted, Chair.				false

		266						LN		11		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's hope that's				false

		267						LN		11		6		false		            6     the last time.  Thank you, Council Pamplin.  Saving me				false

		268						LN		11		7		false		            7     as always.				false

		269						LN		11		8		false		            8          Council, we have a agenda before us for today's				false

		270						LN		11		9		false		            9     meeting.  I would entertain a motion to adopt the				false

		271						LN		11		10		false		           10     agenda.				false

		272						LN		11		11		false		           11          Is there a motion?				false

		273						LN		11		12		false		           12                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.				false

		274						LN		11		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		275						LN		11		14		false		           14          A second?				false

		276						LN		11		15		false		           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Second.  I'll second.				false

		277						LN		11		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council				false

		278						LN		11		17		false		           17     Pamplin.				false

		279						LN		11		18		false		           18          Council, there's a motion and a second on the				false

		280						LN		11		19		false		           19     table.				false

		281						LN		11		20		false		           20          Are there any -- is there any discussion or				false

		282						LN		11		21		false		           21     changes to the agenda?				false

		283						LN		11		22		false		           22          Try and keep an eye on hands raised here.  We are				false

		284						LN		11		23		false		           23     virtual today, and my first time chairing a virtual				false

		285						LN		11		24		false		           24     meeting.  So thanks, everyone, for bearing with me.				false

		286						LN		11		25		false		           25          Hearing none.  All those in favor of adopting the				false

		287						PG		12		0		false		page 12				false

		288						LN		12		1		false		            1     agenda, please say "aye."				false

		289						LN		12		2		false		            2                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		290						LN		12		3		false		            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?				false

		291						LN		12		4		false		            4          Thank you.  We've adopted the agenda.				false

		292						LN		12		5		false		            5          Next item up, we have the monthly meeting minutes				false

		293						LN		12		6		false		            6     from our July 16th, 2025, EFSEC Council meeting.				false

		294						LN		12		7		false		            7          Is there a motion to adopt the minutes?				false

		295						LN		12		8		false		            8                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster.  So				false

		296						LN		12		9		false		            9     moved.				false

		297						LN		12		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, is there a				false

		298						LN		12		11		false		           11     second?				false

		299						LN		12		12		false		           12                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne.				false

		300						LN		12		13		false		           13     Second.				false

		301						LN		12		14		false		           14                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council				false

		302						LN		12		15		false		           15     Osborne.				false

		303						LN		12		16		false		           16          The minutes have been put on the table.  Are there				false

		304						LN		12		17		false		           17     any edits or discussion or amendments to the monthly				false

		305						LN		12		18		false		           18     meeting minutes?				false

		306						LN		12		19		false		           19          I did not have any.  I will speak for myself				false

		307						LN		12		20		false		           20     obviously.				false

		308						LN		12		21		false		           21          Okay.  With that, then, all those in favor of				false

		309						LN		12		22		false		           22     adopting the July 16th meeting minutes, please say				false

		310						LN		12		23		false		           23     "aye."				false

		311						LN		12		24		false		           24                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		312						LN		12		25		false		           25                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?				false

		313						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		314						LN		13		1		false		            1          The minutes are adopted.				false

		315						LN		13		2		false		            2          Moving on to project updates.  The Kittitas Valley				false

		316						LN		13		3		false		            3     wind project.  Mr. Caseday.				false

		317						LN		13		4		false		            4                        MR. CASEDAY:  Yes.  Good afternoon,				false

		318						LN		13		5		false		            5     Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is				false

		319						LN		13		6		false		            6     Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables for the wind --				false

		320						LN		13		7		false		            7     excuse me -- for Kittitas Valley wind power project.				false

		321						LN		13		8		false		            8          We had nothing nonroutine to report for the				false

		322						LN		13		9		false		            9     period.				false

		323						LN		13		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		324						LN		13		11		false		           11                        MR. CASEDAY:  Thank you.				false

		325						LN		13		12		false		           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Next up, Wild Horse				false

		326						LN		13		13		false		           13     Wind Power Project.  Ms. Galbraith.				false

		327						LN		13		14		false		           14                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes.  Thank you,				false

		328						LN		13		15		false		           15     Chair Beckett, Council members, and staff.  This is				false

		329						LN		13		16		false		           16     Jennifer Galbraith with Puget Sound Energy representing				false

		330						LN		13		17		false		           17     the Wild Horse wind facility.				false

		331						LN		13		18		false		           18          The only nonroutine update I have is related to				false

		332						LN		13		19		false		           19     the damaged wind turbine tower initially reported to				false

		333						LN		13		20		false		           20     the Council on July 14th.  As of today, there has been				false

		334						LN		13		21		false		           21     no change to the damaged tower, and it remains				false

		335						LN		13		22		false		           22     standing.  PSE continues to monitor the turbine 24/7.				false

		336						LN		13		23		false		           23     And emergency responders are still on standby in the				false

		337						LN		13		24		false		           24     event of tower failure.				false

		338						LN		13		25		false		           25          PSE is assessing options to safely decommission				false

		339						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		340						LN		14		1		false		            1     the tower after the wildfire season has ended.  For				false

		341						LN		14		2		false		            2     public safety, Wild Horse will remain closed to the				false

		342						LN		14		3		false		            3     public -- to public access for the remainder of 2025.				false

		343						LN		14		4		false		            4     And we are coordinating with the Washington State				false

		344						LN		14		5		false		            5     Department of Fish and Wildlife to ensure hunters are				false

		345						LN		14		6		false		            6     provided with advanced notice about the closure so they				false

		346						LN		14		7		false		            7     can plan for alternate access during the upcoming				false

		347						LN		14		8		false		            8     hunting seasons.				false

		348						LN		14		9		false		            9          That's all I have.				false

		349						LN		14		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.				false

		350						LN		14		11		false		           11          Council members, are there any comments or				false

		351						LN		14		12		false		           12     questions for Ms. Galbraith given the added issue				false

		352						LN		14		13		false		           13     today?				false

		353						LN		14		14		false		           14          Council Pamplin, I see your hand.  Thank you.				false

		354						LN		14		15		false		           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair.  And				false

		355						LN		14		16		false		           16     thanks for the update, Ms. Galbraith.				false

		356						LN		14		17		false		           17          Is -- understanding that you're wanting to keep				false

		357						LN		14		18		false		           18     the site closed for public access, is there areas				false

		358						LN		14		19		false		           19     outside of the vicinity of the -- the turbine that can				false

		359						LN		14		20		false		           20     be opened up?  And if the turbine is successfully				false

		360						LN		14		21		false		           21     decommissioned earlier in this fall, will you be able				false

		361						LN		14		22		false		           22     to open it up through the remainder of the calendar				false

		362						LN		14		23		false		           23     year?  It sounds like it was -- you were saying it was				false

		363						LN		14		24		false		           24     closed through December 31st of 2025, if I understood				false

		364						LN		14		25		false		           25     your remarks correctly.  Thank you.				false

		365						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		366						LN		15		1		false		            1                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes, that's correct.				false

		367						LN		15		2		false		            2     The site closes typically beginning December 1st for				false

		368						LN		15		3		false		            3     the winter.  So out of an abundance of caution, PSE has				false

		369						LN		15		4		false		            4     determined to close the site during the hunting season.				false

		370						LN		15		5		false		            5     So starting -- it's already closed, and it'll be closed				false

		371						LN		15		6		false		            6     through the remainder of the year.				false

		372						LN		15		7		false		            7          At this point, we do not have any plans for				false

		373						LN		15		8		false		            8     reopening, just because there's too many unknowns at				false

		374						LN		15		9		false		            9     this point and the risk is too high right now.  So...				false

		375						LN		15		10		false		           10                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.				false

		376						LN		15		11		false		           11                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Other questions?				false

		377						LN		15		12		false		           12          Seeing none.				false

		378						LN		15		13		false		           13          Thank you, Ms. Galbraith.  Appreciate the update.				false

		379						LN		15		14		false		           14                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Thank you.				false

		380						LN		15		15		false		           15                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Moving on to the				false

		381						LN		15		16		false		           16     Chehalis Generation Facility.  Mr. Smith or --				false

		382						LN		15		17		false		           17                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon --				false

		383						LN		15		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- perhaps --				false

		384						LN		15		19		false		           19                        MR. SMITH:  -- Chair Beckett.				false

		385						LN		15		20		false		           20                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon.				false

		386						LN		15		21		false		           21                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		387						LN		15		22		false		           22     Beckett, EFSEC staff, and Council.  This is Jeremy				false

		388						LN		15		23		false		           23     Smith, the operations manager for -- representing the				false

		389						LN		15		24		false		           24     Chehalis Generation Facility.				false

		390						LN		15		25		false		           25          I have no nonroutine items to report outside of				false

		391						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		392						LN		16		1		false		            1     what's reported in the pamphlet.				false

		393						LN		16		2		false		            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.				false

		394						LN		16		3		false		            3          And I believe, Ami Hafkemeyer, you may have a				false

		395						LN		16		4		false		            4     further comment at this time as well, if I'm correct.				false

		396						LN		16		5		false		            5                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yes.  Thank you,				false

		397						LN		16		6		false		            6     Chair Beckett.  And good afternoon, Council.				false

		398						LN		16		7		false		            7          Recently the facility, operating under use of				false

		399						LN		16		8		false		            8     their -- their reserve water, was tentatively going to				false

		400						LN		16		9		false		            9     need to purchase water from the City.  That did not end				false

		401						LN		16		10		false		           10     up happening.  We got sufficient rainfall that they				false

		402						LN		16		11		false		           11     could resume regular water use.				false

		403						LN		16		12		false		           12          But staff did want to take this moment to consider				false

		404						LN		16		13		false		           13     modifying the process around this activity.  We plan to				false

		405						LN		16		14		false		           14     work with the facility and bring some more information				false

		406						LN		16		15		false		           15     to the Council at a future meeting.				false

		407						LN		16		16		false		           16          The first time that the facility needed to				false

		408						LN		16		17		false		           17     purchase additional water was in 2021, and this was				false

		409						LN		16		18		false		           18     before changes to the OPMA that prompted public comment				false

		410						LN		16		19		false		           19     on Council actions.				false

		411						LN		16		20		false		           20          Given the timeline spelled out in the site				false

		412						LN		16		21		false		           21     certificate agreement of a 15-day notification, this				false

		413						LN		16		22		false		           22     does put a bit of a constraint on the opportunity for				false

		414						LN		16		23		false		           23     public comment ahead of Council action regarding				false

		415						LN		16		24		false		           24     purchase of water for the facility.  So staff propose				false

		416						LN		16		25		false		           25     to work with the facility to see what we can do to make				false

		417						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		418						LN		17		1		false		            1     this process a little bit more friendly to public				false

		419						LN		17		2		false		            2     comments should the need arise again in the future.				false

		420						LN		17		3		false		            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Certainly appreciate				false

		421						LN		17		4		false		            4     that sentiment and effort.				false

		422						LN		17		5		false		            5          Are there other comments or questions from				false

		423						LN		17		6		false		            6     Council?				false

		424						LN		17		7		false		            7          Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		425						LN		17		8		false		            8                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I have nothing				false

		426						LN		17		9		false		            9     further.  But happy to --				false

		427						LN		17		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.				false

		428						LN		17		11		false		           11                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  -- answer Council				false

		429						LN		17		12		false		           12     questions.				false

		430						LN		17		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see any at				false

		431						LN		17		14		false		           14     the moment.  Certainly someone -- any Council please				false

		432						LN		17		15		false		           15     raise your hand if you like.  Otherwise, I think most				false

		433						LN		17		16		false		           16     likely you would be encouraged to do what you've				false

		434						LN		17		17		false		           17     described, so -- certainly you do for me.  So thank				false

		435						LN		17		18		false		           18     you.				false

		436						LN		17		19		false		           19          And seeing no other comments.  We will then move				false

		437						LN		17		20		false		           20     on to the Grays Harbor Energy Center.  Mr. Pace.				false

		438						LN		17		21		false		           21                        MR. PACE:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		439						LN		17		22		false		           22     Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  My name's Eric				false

		440						LN		17		23		false		           23     Pace, the plant engineer for Grays Harbor Energy				false

		441						LN		17		24		false		           24     Center, and I'm representing the site today.				false

		442						LN		17		25		false		           25          Grays Harbor Energy has nothing nonroutine to				false

		443						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		444						LN		18		1		false		            1     report for the period.				false

		445						LN		18		2		false		            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		446						LN		18		3		false		            3          Next up, Columbia Solar.  Ms. Drachenberg.				false

		447						LN		18		4		false		            4                        MS. DRACHENBERG:  Good afternoon,				false

		448						LN		18		5		false		            5     Chair, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Elizabeth				false

		449						LN		18		6		false		            6     Drachenberg for Columbia Solar.				false

		450						LN		18		7		false		            7          And there are no nonroutine updates to report.				false

		451						LN		18		8		false		            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		452						LN		18		9		false		            9          Next up.  And I'll offer to take two items as one.				false

		453						LN		18		10		false		           10     The Columbia Generating Station, WNP 1 and 4.  Kelsey				false

		454						LN		18		11		false		           11     [sic] Elsethagen.  Apologies if I got that off by a				false

		455						LN		18		12		false		           12     little.				false

		456						LN		18		13		false		           13                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Good afternoon,				false

		457						LN		18		14		false		           14     Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Kelly				false

		458						LN		18		15		false		           15     Elsethagen providing the update for Columbia Generating				false

		459						LN		18		16		false		           16     Station and WNP 1 and 4.				false

		460						LN		18		17		false		           17          We actually do have a issue that we'd like to				false

		461						LN		18		18		false		           18     report, an environmental compliance issue.				false

		462						LN		18		19		false		           19          On the evening of Friday, August 15th, based on a				false

		463						LN		18		20		false		           20     report of possible oil sheen seen in circulating water				false

		464						LN		18		21		false		           21     cooling towers, out of an abundance of caution, Energy				false

		465						LN		18		22		false		           22     Northwest secured and stopped the discharge to the				false

		466						LN		18		23		false		           23     Columbia River and made notifications to EFSEC and the				false

		467						LN		18		24		false		           24     Washington Department of Ecology.				false

		468						LN		18		25		false		           25          Energy Northwest, GrayMar Environmental, a				false

		469						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		470						LN		19		1		false		            1     third-party cleanup contractor, and Washington State				false

		471						LN		19		2		false		            2     Department of Ecology inspected the Columbia River, the				false

		472						LN		19		3		false		            3     circulating water cooling towers, and the circulating				false

		473						LN		19		4		false		            4     water pump house the evening of August 15th.  No oil				false

		474						LN		19		5		false		            5     sheen was observed.				false

		475						LN		19		6		false		            6          GrayMar Environmental indicated the foam we were				false

		476						LN		19		7		false		            7     seeing was likely biological based on their past				false

		477						LN		19		8		false		            8     experience.  Circulating water discharges to the				false

		478						LN		19		9		false		            9     Columbia River were sampled for fats, oil, and grease.				false

		479						LN		19		10		false		           10     The results were below detection limits.				false

		480						LN		19		11		false		           11          During the investigation, Energy Northwest				false

		481						LN		19		12		false		           12     identified a potential oil loss in one of the reactor				false

		482						LN		19		13		false		           13     feed turbine heat exchangers and took the heat				false

		483						LN		19		14		false		           14     exchanger out of service over the weekend.  Follow-up				false

		484						LN		19		15		false		           15     sampling results for fats, oil, and grease of				false

		485						LN		19		16		false		           16     circulating water were still below detection limits.				false

		486						LN		19		17		false		           17          Energy Northwest restored discharge to the				false

		487						LN		19		18		false		           18     Columbia River August 18th and will submit a five-day				false

		488						LN		19		19		false		           19     report detailing the incident and action taken to EFSEC				false

		489						LN		19		20		false		           20     by the end of today, August 20th.				false

		490						LN		19		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, thank you for				false

		491						LN		19		22		false		           22     the update.				false

		492						LN		19		23		false		           23          Are there comments or questions from the Council?				false

		493						LN		19		24		false		           24          Seeing none.				false

		494						LN		19		25		false		           25          We will move on to Goose Prairie.  And I believe,				false

		495						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		496						LN		20		1		false		            1     Ami Hafkemeyer, you are providing that update today.				false

		497						LN		20		2		false		            2                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yes.  Thank you,				false

		498						LN		20		3		false		            3     Chair Beckett.				false

		499						LN		20		4		false		            4          The Council -- I'm sorry.  The facility update is				false

		500						LN		20		5		false		            5     available in the Council pact.  There were no				false

		501						LN		20		6		false		            6     nonroutine items for this period to report.				false

		502						LN		20		7		false		            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		503						LN		20		8		false		            8          Moving on to Ostrea Solar.  Mr. Voltz.				false

		504						LN		20		9		false		            9                        MR. VOLTZ:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		505						LN		20		10		false		           10     Beckett, Council members, and staff.  This is Jon Voltz				false

		506						LN		20		11		false		           11     with Cypress Creek Renewables representing Ostrea				false

		507						LN		20		12		false		           12     Solar.				false

		508						LN		20		13		false		           13          This month, construction continues to progress.				false

		509						LN		20		14		false		           14     The eastern parcel is essentially complete, moving on				false

		510						LN		20		15		false		           15     all activities to the western parcel.  Security fencing				false

		511						LN		20		16		false		           16     is complete around the perimeter.				false

		512						LN		20		17		false		           17          We did also receive the main power transformer at				false

		513						LN		20		18		false		           18     the end of July.				false

		514						LN		20		19		false		           19          So moving forward in all aspects.  Nothing				false

		515						LN		20		20		false		           20     nonroutine to report.				false

		516						LN		20		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank				false

		517						LN		20		22		false		           22     you.				false

		518						LN		20		23		false		           23          Moving, then, on to Carriger Solar.				false

		519						LN		20		24		false		           24          I believe Joanne Snarski will provide the update.				false

		520						LN		20		25		false		           25                        MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Thank you, Chair				false

		521						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		522						LN		21		1		false		            1     Beckett and Council members.  For the record, this is				false

		523						LN		21		2		false		            2     Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed				false

		524						LN		21		3		false		            3     Carriger Solar facility in Klickitat County.				false

		525						LN		21		4		false		            4          On June 25th, 2025, the Council voted to send a				false

		526						LN		21		5		false		            5     recommendation to approve the Carriger Solar facility				false

		527						LN		21		6		false		            6     to the governor.  We sent that on the day following				false

		528						LN		21		7		false		            7     June 25th to the governor's office.  And at that time,				false

		529						LN		21		8		false		            8     the governor has 60 days, or until August 25th, to				false

		530						LN		21		9		false		            9     review our recommendation and all the supporting				false

		531						LN		21		10		false		           10     documentation.  To date, we have not had any response				false

		532						LN		21		11		false		           11     or requests from his office, but we anticipate that by				false

		533						LN		21		12		false		           12     next Monday.				false

		534						LN		21		13		false		           13          And that's all I have.				false

		535						LN		21		14		false		           14                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for the				false

		536						LN		21		15		false		           15     update.				false

		537						LN		21		16		false		           16          Moving on, then, to Horse Heaven wind farm.				false

		538						LN		21		17		false		           17                        MS. MOON:  Thank you, Council -- oh.				false

		539						LN		21		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Please go ahead.				false

		540						LN		21		19		false		           19                        MS. MOON:  Okay.  Thank you, Council				false

		541						LN		21		20		false		           20     Chair Beckett and EFSEC Council members.  This is Amy				false

		542						LN		21		21		false		           21     Moon reporting on the Horse Heaven wind project, which				false

		543						LN		21		22		false		           22     is in Benton County, Washington.				false

		544						LN		21		23		false		           23          As a refresher, the site certification agreement,				false

		545						LN		21		24		false		           24     or SCA requires that the certificate holder work with				false

		546						LN		21		25		false		           25     the preoperational technical advisory group, which we				false

		547						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		548						LN		22		1		false		            1     call the PTAG, to meet the conditions of the SCA				false

		549						LN		22		2		false		            2     Articles IV(C) mitigation measures -- and that, for the				false

		550						LN		22		3		false		            3     court reporter, "Article IV" is in Roman numerals --				false

		551						LN		22		4		false		            4     and Article IV(G) PTAG, which is also in the SCA, as				false

		552						LN		22		5		false		            5     well as the Spec-5 mitigation measure.				false

		553						LN		22		6		false		            6          As I reported at the July Council meeting, the				false

		554						LN		22		7		false		            7     certificate holder, Scout Clean Energy, submitted a				false

		555						LN		22		8		false		            8     recommendation to the EFSEC director, Sonia Bumpus,				false

		556						LN		22		9		false		            9     regarding the mitigation measure Spec-5, ferruginous				false

		557						LN		22		10		false		           10     hawk.				false

		558						LN		22		11		false		           11          The certificate holder recommendation outline the				false

		559						LN		22		12		false		           12     certificate holder's proposed locations for				false

		560						LN		22		13		false		           13     infrastructure placement within the siting corridor to				false

		561						LN		22		14		false		           14     meet the conditions of Spec-5, which is short for				false

		562						LN		22		15		false		           15     "Species-5."  I think we all probably are tracking				false

		563						LN		22		16		false		           16     that.				false

		564						LN		22		17		false		           17          The recommendation package also included a PTAG				false

		565						LN		22		18		false		           18     facilitator report that presents both the Spec-5				false

		566						LN		22		19		false		           19     recommendation areas of agreement as well as the areas				false

		567						LN		22		20		false		           20     of disagreement.  EFSEC staff reviewed the certificate				false

		568						LN		22		21		false		           21     holder's Spec-5 mitigation recommendation as well as				false

		569						LN		22		22		false		           22     the facilitator's report and supporting documents				false

		570						LN		22		23		false		           23     associated with the PTAG Spec-5 discussions.				false

		571						LN		22		24		false		           24          And for a better understanding of Spec-5 and the				false

		572						LN		22		25		false		           25     EFSEC staff review of the certificate holder's				false
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		574						LN		23		1		false		            1     submittal, EFSEC's State Environmental Policy Act, or				false

		575						LN		23		2		false		            2     SEPA, specialist Sean Greene has a presentation.  I				false

		576						LN		23		3		false		            3     have written here "short," but now I understand it may				false

		577						LN		23		4		false		            4     not be as short as we would all anticipate.  But it's a				false

		578						LN		23		5		false		            5     lot of information to go over.				false

		579						LN		23		6		false		            6          So, Sean Greene, if you're ready, I'll pass it off				false

		580						LN		23		7		false		            7     to you.				false

		581						LN		23		8		false		            8                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Thank you.  And I				false

		582						LN		23		9		false		            9     don't know if "short" is accurate, but it is				false

		583						LN		23		10		false		           10     comprehensive at least.				false

		584						LN		23		11		false		           11          And let me share my screen now.				false

		585						LN		23		12		false		           12          Okay.  Can someone confirm that you're seeing the				false

		586						LN		23		13		false		           13     first slide of the presentation?				false

		587						LN		23		14		false		           14          Okay.  Thank you, Chair Beckett.				false

		588						LN		23		15		false		           15          Okay.  So thank you, Amy.  And thank you, Chair				false

		589						LN		23		16		false		           16     Beckett and Council members.  My name is Sean Greene.				false

		590						LN		23		17		false		           17     I am the State Environmental Policy Act, or SEPA,				false

		591						LN		23		18		false		           18     specialist for EFSEC.				false

		592						LN		23		19		false		           19          And the purpose of this presentation is to				false

		593						LN		23		20		false		           20     describe for the Council the recent submission by the				false

		594						LN		23		21		false		           21     certificate holder, Scout Clean Energy, in relation to				false

		595						LN		23		22		false		           22     the Species-5 mitigation measure included within the				false

		596						LN		23		23		false		           23     project site certification agreement.				false

		597						LN		23		24		false		           24          Scout's request includes advice for the Council's				false

		598						LN		23		25		false		           25     consideration from the pre-operational technical				false
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		600						LN		24		1		false		            1     advisory group, or PTAG, that the site certificate				false

		601						LN		24		2		false		            2     holder -- that the site certificate agreement required				false

		602						LN		24		3		false		            3     Scout to convene.  This will include a refresher on the				false

		603						LN		24		4		false		            4     project, the PTAG, and the relevant mitigation measure.				false

		604						LN		24		5		false		            5     I will also walk the Council through several documents				false

		605						LN		24		6		false		            6     produced by the PTAG and the certificate holder for the				false

		606						LN		24		7		false		            7     Council to review and address the next steps				false

		607						LN		24		8		false		            8     anticipated by EFSEC staff.				false

		608						LN		24		9		false		            9          So I know that we have a few new Council members				false

		609						LN		24		10		false		           10     since the Horse Heaven project was last considered by				false

		610						LN		24		11		false		           11     the Council.  And for those who are here, they can				false

		611						LN		24		12		false		           12     probably use a refresher.				false

		612						LN		24		13		false		           13          So Horse Heaven is a 1,150-megawatt mixed wind and				false

		613						LN		24		14		false		           14     solar electric generating facility on 72,428 acres of				false

		614						LN		24		15		false		           15     unincorporated Benton County that was initially				false

		615						LN		24		16		false		           16     recommended for approval to the governor on April 29th				false

		616						LN		24		17		false		           17     of 2024.  Following a governor remand and Council				false

		617						LN		24		18		false		           18     reconsideration, a revised recommendation for approval				false

		618						LN		24		19		false		           19     was submitted on September 17th of 2024.  The final				false

		619						LN		24		20		false		           20     site certification agreement was signed by the governor				false

		620						LN		24		21		false		           21     on October 18th of 2024.				false

		621						LN		24		22		false		           22          For the executed site certification agreement, the				false

		622						LN		24		23		false		           23     project will consist of one of two potential wind				false

		623						LN		24		24		false		           24     turbine configuration options:  One with more turbines				false

		624						LN		24		25		false		           25     of a lower height, or one with fewer turbines but of a				false
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		626						LN		25		1		false		            1     taller height.  The first option would max out at 222				false

		627						LN		25		2		false		            2     turbines, and the second option would not exceed 671				false

		628						LN		25		3		false		            3     feet in height.				false

		629						LN		25		4		false		            4          Additionally, the project will include up to three				false

		630						LN		25		5		false		            5     solar arrays capable of producing no more than 800				false

		631						LN		25		6		false		            6     megawatts of energy and up to two battery energy				false

		632						LN		25		7		false		            7     storage systems, BESSes, with no more than 300				false

		633						LN		25		8		false		            8     megawatts of storage capacity.				false

		634						LN		25		9		false		            9          All of these components are reflected in the				false

		635						LN		25		10		false		           10     figure to the right of this slide, though I should note				false

		636						LN		25		11		false		           11     that some of this extent has subsequently been				false

		637						LN		25		12		false		           12     restricted by multiple redesign and exclusion measures.				false

		638						LN		25		13		false		           13          For reference, the black dots are the tentative				false

		639						LN		25		14		false		           14     proposed locations of the wind turbines, specifically				false

		640						LN		25		15		false		           15     the Option 1 -- the -- the Turbine Option 1.  Please				false

		641						LN		25		16		false		           16     note that I did say "tentative."  Other than areas				false

		642						LN		25		17		false		           17     excluded by various mitigation measures, the				false

		643						LN		25		18		false		           18     certificate holder has the authority to site these				false

		644						LN		25		19		false		           19     turbines anywhere within a designated and defined wind				false

		645						LN		25		20		false		           20     micro-siting corridor that totals 11,850 acres that was				false

		646						LN		25		21		false		           21     reviewed and analyzed during the SEPA review process.				false

		647						LN		25		22		false		           22          Also shown in this figure are the proposed solar				false

		648						LN		25		23		false		           23     arrays.  The yellow highlighted areas are the solar				false

		649						LN		25		24		false		           24     siting areas that have been assessed for potential				false

		650						LN		25		25		false		           25     impacts associated with solar array siting.				false
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		652						LN		26		1		false		            1          The hashed polygons within the solar siting areas				false

		653						LN		26		2		false		            2     are the initial proposed locations of the solar arrays,				false

		654						LN		26		3		false		            3     which will cover no more than 5,447 acres of land.				false

		655						LN		26		4		false		            4          The final layout of the solar arrays will be				false

		656						LN		26		5		false		            5     determined prior to construction but will not extend				false

		657						LN		26		6		false		            6     outside of the solar siting areas.  The east solar				false

		658						LN		26		7		false		            7     array, meaning the hashed polygons to the bottom right				false

		659						LN		26		8		false		            8     of this figure, will be of importance later in this				false

		660						LN		26		9		false		            9     presentation.				false

		661						LN		26		10		false		           10          The total project lease boundary, as I said				false

		662						LN		26		11		false		           11     before, is 72,428 acres, though as you can see from the				false

		663						LN		26		12		false		           12     figure, the final project footprint will be much				false

		664						LN		26		13		false		           13     smaller than that total.  The lease boundary is				false

		665						LN		26		14		false		           14     generally located south and southwest of the city of				false

		666						LN		26		15		false		           15     Kennewick and the larger Tri-Cities urban area.				false

		667						LN		26		16		false		           16          So as part of the environmental review performed				false

		668						LN		26		17		false		           17     by EFSEC staff and our consultants in preparation for				false

		669						LN		26		18		false		           18     the final environmental impact statement, or FEIS, a				false

		670						LN		26		19		false		           19     number of mitigation measures were developed and				false

		671						LN		26		20		false		           20     recommended for inclusion within the final site				false

		672						LN		26		21		false		           21     certification agreement.				false

		673						LN		26		22		false		           22          One of these measures was one specific to the				false

		674						LN		26		23		false		           23     ferruginous hawk, a state -- state endangered species,				false

		675						LN		26		24		false		           24     and was titled Species-5.  Following further				false

		676						LN		26		25		false		           25     development of this measure as part of the Council				false
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		678						LN		27		1		false		            1     deliberations, it was included within the site				false

		679						LN		27		2		false		            2     certification agreement.				false

		680						LN		27		3		false		            3          I won't go through the entirety of Species-5 here,				false

		681						LN		27		4		false		            4     as it won't fit on a single slide, but the essential				false

		682						LN		27		5		false		            5     elements are as follows.				false

		683						LN		27		6		false		            6          First, no wind turbines, solar arrays, or BESS,				false

		684						LN		27		7		false		            7     which are in combination referred to as primary project				false

		685						LN		27		8		false		            8     components, shall be sited within 0.6 miles of any				false

		686						LN		27		9		false		            9     documented ferruginous hawk nest.  This includes all				false

		687						LN		27		10		false		           10     historic nests documented in the priority habitat				false

		688						LN		27		11		false		           11     species database administered by the Washington				false

		689						LN		27		12		false		           12     Department of Fish and Wildlife as well as any nest				false

		690						LN		27		13		false		           13     identified in the certificate holder's nest surveys and				false

		691						LN		27		14		false		           14     any new nest established prior to the start of				false

		692						LN		27		15		false		           15     construction.				false

		693						LN		27		16		false		           16          Second, no primary project component shall be				false

		694						LN		27		17		false		           17     sited within two miles of a documented nest unless one				false

		695						LN		27		18		false		           18     of two -- one of two criteria is shown to be met:				false

		696						LN		27		19		false		           19     Either the nesting site, meaning the structure, like a				false

		697						LN		27		20		false		           20     tree or a cliff face that the nest was built on rather				false

		698						LN		27		21		false		           21     than the nest itself, is no longer available or the				false

		699						LN		27		22		false		           22     foraging habitat within the two-mile buffer around that				false

		700						LN		27		23		false		           23     nest is no longer viable to support the species.				false

		701						LN		27		24		false		           24          If a nesting site needs either of these two				false

		702						LN		27		25		false		           25     criteria, the siting of primary project components				false
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		704						LN		28		1		false		            1     between 0.6 and two miles of that nesting site is				false

		705						LN		28		2		false		            2     allowed.  However, the certificate holder must develop,				false

		706						LN		28		3		false		            3     in consultation with the PTAG, a ferruginous hawk				false

		707						LN		28		4		false		            4     mitigation and management plan for approval by EFSEC				false

		708						LN		28		5		false		            5     that would apply to the placement of primary				false

		709						LN		28		6		false		            6     infrastructure in that 0.6- to 2-mile buffer area.				false

		710						LN		28		7		false		            7          One caveat to this measure is that the east BESS				false

		711						LN		28		8		false		            8     is specifically exempted.  This was done because the				false

		712						LN		28		9		false		            9     east BESS is planned to be colocated with the east				false

		713						LN		28		10		false		           10     substation, which, as a secondary component to the				false

		714						LN		28		11		false		           11     project, is not subject to the exclusion buffers from				false

		715						LN		28		12		false		           12     Species-5.				false

		716						LN		28		13		false		           13          Since relocating the east BESS away from that				false

		717						LN		28		14		false		           14     substation would only result in an increase in				false

		718						LN		28		15		false		           15     environmental impacts with no mitigative effect, it has				false

		719						LN		28		16		false		           16     been exempted from Species-5 so long as it remains				false

		720						LN		28		17		false		           17     colocated with the east substation.				false

		721						LN		28		18		false		           18          The final critical element of Species-5 is the use				false

		722						LN		28		19		false		           19     of a preoperation technical advisory group, or PTAG, to				false

		723						LN		28		20		false		           20     provide EFSEC with technical support in administering				false

		724						LN		28		21		false		           21     this measure.  I will cover the PTAG in more detail in				false

		725						LN		28		22		false		           22     the next slide, but I want to make it clear that they				false

		726						LN		28		23		false		           23     are a purely advisory group that was developed to				false

		727						LN		28		24		false		           24     assist EFSEC in effectively and efficiently managing				false

		728						LN		28		25		false		           25     this and several other mitigation measures.				false
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		730						LN		29		1		false		            1          So the PTAG was established as part of the				false

		731						LN		29		2		false		            2     Habitat-4 mitigation measure included within the site				false

		732						LN		29		3		false		            3     certification agreement, or SCA.  As I noted, this is a				false

		733						LN		29		4		false		            4     purely advisory body and was put together to serve as a				false

		734						LN		29		5		false		            5     technical sounding board for a variety of mitigation				false

		735						LN		29		6		false		            6     measures included within the SCA, including in this				false

		736						LN		29		7		false		            7     case Species-5.				false

		737						LN		29		8		false		            8          The purpose of this group is to collect informed				false

		738						LN		29		9		false		            9     guidance from a selection of technical experts so that				false

		739						LN		29		10		false		           10     EFSEC could make informed and efficient regulatory				false

		740						LN		29		11		false		           11     determinations.  The PTAG has no regulatory authority				false

		741						LN		29		12		false		           12     on its own.  The membership of this group is composed				false

		742						LN		29		13		false		           13     of 13 primary members, several alternatives, and two				false

		743						LN		29		14		false		           14     observers, one of which was me in my role as a SEPA				false

		744						LN		29		15		false		           15     specialist for EFSEC.				false

		745						LN		29		16		false		           16          The membership drew from a variety of groups with				false

		746						LN		29		17		false		           17     technical expertise on the relevant environmental				false

		747						LN		29		18		false		           18     resources.  These groups included state and federal				false

		748						LN		29		19		false		           19     resource agencies, several affected tribes, regional				false

		749						LN		29		20		false		           20     organizations like the Audubon Society, Benton County,				false

		750						LN		29		21		false		           21     independent contracted ecologists, and a local				false

		751						LN		29		22		false		           22     landowner.				false

		752						LN		29		23		false		           23          Between February and May of 2025, this group				false

		753						LN		29		24		false		           24     convened for eight three-hour biweekly virtual meetings				false

		754						LN		29		25		false		           25     and one all-day in-person meeting and site tour.				false
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		756						LN		30		1		false		            1     During this period, these meetings primarily focused on				false

		757						LN		30		2		false		            2     analyzing ferruginous hawk nests and habitat mapping				false

		758						LN		30		3		false		            3     data, developing standardized tools to make				false

		759						LN		30		4		false		            4     determinations on nesting site availability and				false

		760						LN		30		5		false		            5     foraging habitat viability, and developing				false

		761						LN		30		6		false		            6     recommendations on the application of Species-5 to				false

		762						LN		30		7		false		            7     provide to EFSEC.				false

		763						LN		30		8		false		            8          There was a particular emphasis on seeking				false

		764						LN		30		9		false		            9     consensus from the PTAG membership.  This effort was				false

		765						LN		30		10		false		           10     largely successful, as you will see when we start				false

		766						LN		30		11		false		           11     discussing the ferruginous hawk nests.  The PTAG was				false

		767						LN		30		12		false		           12     able to reach consensus recommendation on 40 of the 45				false

		768						LN		30		13		false		           13     nests considered.				false

		769						LN		30		14		false		           14          So the PTAG meetings and discussions resulted in				false

		770						LN		30		15		false		           15     the production of three primary types of documents for				false

		771						LN		30		16		false		           16     the Council's consideration.  The first are the				false

		772						LN		30		17		false		           17     presentations that were shown at the various PTAG				false

		773						LN		30		18		false		           18     meetings and the minutes of those meetings.  These are				false

		774						LN		30		19		false		           19     largely self-explanatory and represent the exact record				false

		775						LN		30		20		false		           20     of the figures and data shown and discussed by the PTAG				false

		776						LN		30		21		false		           21     in their -- in their deliberations.				false

		777						LN		30		22		false		           22          The second document is the facilitator report.				false

		778						LN		30		23		false		           23     This is a report from the independent facilitator who				false

		779						LN		30		24		false		           24     organized the PTAG meetings.  This report was developed				false

		780						LN		30		25		false		           25     by the facilitator and was provided to the PTAG members				false
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		782						LN		31		1		false		            1     for review and edits prior to its distribution to				false

		783						LN		31		2		false		            2     EFSEC.				false

		784						LN		31		3		false		            3          The report is intended to provide an objective				false

		785						LN		31		4		false		            4     summary of the deliberations, findings, and				false

		786						LN		31		5		false		            5     recommendations of the PTAG.  It reflects both -- both				false

		787						LN		31		6		false		            6     scenarios where the PTAG membership reached a consensus				false

		788						LN		31		7		false		            7     view and scenarios where there was a diversity of				false

		789						LN		31		8		false		            8     opinion among the membership.  The report seeks to				false

		790						LN		31		9		false		            9     provide context to those areas of disagreement and				false

		791						LN		31		10		false		           10     directly references the PTAG meeting minutes where				false

		792						LN		31		11		false		           11     appropriate so that Council members can see the				false

		793						LN		31		12		false		           12     discussions verbatim.				false

		794						LN		31		13		false		           13          The final document provided as part of this				false

		795						LN		31		14		false		           14     package is the certificate holder recommendation.				false

		796						LN		31		15		false		           15     Certificate holder recommendation as to which				false

		797						LN		31		16		false		           16     documented hawk nest locations EFSEC should determine				false

		798						LN		31		17		false		           17     to require or not to require a 0.6- to two-mile setback				false

		799						LN		31		18		false		           18     for primary infrastructure.  This is a document				false

		800						LN		31		19		false		           19     produced by the certificate holder following their				false

		801						LN		31		20		false		           20     review of the PTAG's discussions and recommendations.				false

		802						LN		31		21		false		           21          45 total nest locations were evaluated by the PTAG				false

		803						LN		31		22		false		           22     under the SCA Species-5 criteria.  The evaluation of				false

		804						LN		31		23		false		           23     five of these nests resulted in some of the PTAG				false

		805						LN		31		24		false		           24     members providing an opinion that a 0.6- to two-mile				false

		806						LN		31		25		false		           25     setback must be observed.  The certificate holder's				false
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		808						LN		32		1		false		            1     recommendation agrees that a 0.6- to two-mile buffer				false

		809						LN		32		2		false		            2     must be observed with respect to one of those five				false

		810						LN		32		3		false		            3     nests.  But with respect to the remaining four nests in				false

		811						LN		32		4		false		            4     contention, the certificate holder recommendation				false

		812						LN		32		5		false		            5     proposes a determination that the primary				false

		813						LN		32		6		false		            6     infrastructure should be -- that primary infrastructure				false

		814						LN		32		7		false		            7     should be allowed within that buffer.				false

		815						LN		32		8		false		            8          The certificate holder's recommendation on these				false

		816						LN		32		9		false		            9     four nests asks the Council to balance what it asserts				false

		817						LN		32		10		false		           10     to be the minimal impacts to the ferruginous hawk				false

		818						LN		32		11		false		           11     against the considerable impacts to the project's				false

		819						LN		32		12		false		           12     design and output if the full 0.6- to two-mile setbacks				false

		820						LN		32		13		false		           13     were to be required for these nests.				false

		821						LN		32		14		false		           14          Now, before we move on to the background				false

		822						LN		32		15		false		           15     information -- move on from the background information				false

		823						LN		32		16		false		           16     and into the discussion of specific nests and				false

		824						LN		32		17		false		           17     recommendations, I want to take a moment to remind the				false

		825						LN		32		18		false		           18     Council of the confidential nature of the information				false

		826						LN		32		19		false		           19     we'll be discussing.				false

		827						LN		32		20		false		           20          The location data for the ferruginous hawk nests				false

		828						LN		32		21		false		           21     is largely drawn from the Washington Fish and				false

		829						LN		32		22		false		           22     Wildlife -- Washington Department of Fish and				false

		830						LN		32		23		false		           23     Wildlife's priority habitat and species database, which				false

		831						LN		32		24		false		           24     is confidential.  A few of these nests were				false

		832						LN		32		25		false		           25     independently identified by the certificate holder in				false

		833						PG		33		0		false		page 33				false

		834						LN		33		1		false		            1     their surveys.  All of these nest location data,				false

		835						LN		33		2		false		            2     regardless, are highly sensitive, and given the				false

		836						LN		33		3		false		            3     nature -- the status of the species as endangered				false

		837						LN		33		4		false		            4     within the state.				false

		838						LN		33		5		false		            5          Both this meeting and this presentation is				false

		839						LN		33		6		false		            6     available to the public and will be recorded for future				false

		840						LN		33		7		false		            7     reference.  As such, staff would request that the				false

		841						LN		33		8		false		            8     Council members be as circumspect as possible in their				false

		842						LN		33		9		false		            9     discussion of the nests and their relation to nearby				false

		843						LN		33		10		false		           10     geographic or project features.				false

		844						LN		33		11		false		           11          There is some leeway when necessary.  For example,				false

		845						LN		33		12		false		           12     there is some nest buffer interaction with the east				false

		846						LN		33		13		false		           13     solar array that we will need to address.  For that				false

		847						LN		33		14		false		           14     case, just try to state as little location information				false

		848						LN		33		15		false		           15     as practical.  For instance, there shouldn't be a need				false

		849						LN		33		16		false		           16     to state what direction the nest is or the exact				false

		850						LN		33		17		false		           17     distance it is from the array.				false

		851						LN		33		18		false		           18          The Council has been provided several figures				false

		852						LN		33		19		false		           19     showing the nest locations specifically and how their				false

		853						LN		33		20		false		           20     various buffers interact with the project components.				false

		854						LN		33		21		false		           21     Those figures will not be displayed in this				false

		855						LN		33		22		false		           22     presentation, but I will try to display figures showing				false

		856						LN		33		23		false		           23     the general region of discussion so that observers can				false

		857						LN		33		24		false		           24     get a sense of the areas.				false

		858						LN		33		25		false		           25          Additionally, the Council figures include names				false

		859						PG		34		0		false		page 34				false

		860						LN		34		1		false		            1     for the nests that we will be discussing.  As these				false

		861						LN		34		2		false		            2     names are generally related to the geographic features				false

		862						LN		34		3		false		            3     around the nests, the Council has been provided a -- a				false

		863						LN		34		4		false		            4     Word document for this discussion where, for example,				false

		864						LN		34		5		false		            5     something labeled as the Smith Road nest in the Council				false

		865						LN		34		6		false		            6     figures would instead be identified a "Nest G" in				false

		866						LN		34		7		false		            7     discussion.  For all the nests that we'll be				false

		867						LN		34		8		false		            8     discussing, they have been assigned a letter in that				false

		868						LN		34		9		false		            9     Word document, and we would request that those nests				false

		869						LN		34		10		false		           10     only be referred to by that letter designation.				false

		870						LN		34		11		false		           11          Okay.  Now that we've covered all of that, we can				false

		871						LN		34		12		false		           12     proceed into the discussion of the PTAG's nest buffer				false

		872						LN		34		13		false		           13     recommendations.				false

		873						LN		34		14		false		           14          First, to address the figure being shown on the				false

		874						LN		34		15		false		           15     screen right now, this is a figure with no confidential				false

		875						LN		34		16		false		           16     data being displayed and is primarily included as a				false

		876						LN		34		17		false		           17     placeholder for viewers of this presentation to look at				false

		877						LN		34		18		false		           18     while I walk through the Council -- while I walk the				false

		878						LN		34		19		false		           19     Council through several figures that do, in fact,				false

		879						LN		34		20		false		           20     contain confidential data.  These confidential figures				false

		880						LN		34		21		false		           21     have been included within the Council packet.				false

		881						LN		34		22		false		           22          So if the Council members can bring up Figure 1				false

		882						LN		34		23		false		           23     from the Council packet.  They should have also				false

		883						LN		34		24		false		           24     received these at -- directly via e-mail yesterday.  I				false

		884						LN		34		25		false		           25     can make an effort to explain what you'll be looking				false

		885						PG		35		0		false		page 35				false

		886						LN		35		1		false		            1     at.				false

		887						LN		35		2		false		            2          So, first, the steel blue shaded circles, which				false

		888						LN		35		3		false		            3     are also being shown on the nonconfidential map up on				false

		889						LN		35		4		false		            4     the screen right now, represent exclusion areas that				false

		890						LN		35		5		false		            5     are unrelated to Species-5.  These include				false

		891						LN		35		6		false		            6     nonparticipating residences, which have a half-mile				false

		892						LN		35		7		false		            7     setback, Webber Canyon, which has a one-mile setback to				false

		893						LN		35		8		false		            8     address traditional cultural property impacts, and				false

		894						LN		35		9		false		            9     areas of historic wildfires along the steep naturally				false

		895						LN		35		10		false		           10     vegetated slopes near Benton City, which have a				false

		896						LN		35		11		false		           11     quarter-mile setback to avoid interference with aerial				false

		897						LN		35		12		false		           12     firefighting.				false

		898						LN		35		13		false		           13          The small gray circles on the Council's Figure 1				false

		899						LN		35		14		false		           14     represent the 0.6-mile buffers around documented				false

		900						LN		35		15		false		           15     ferruginous hawk nests.  The large gray circle around				false

		901						LN		35		16		false		           16     Nest A is a unique scenario that I'll address in a				false

		902						LN		35		17		false		           17     moment.  Please refer to the cheat sheet that was				false

		903						LN		35		18		false		           18     provided in your Council packet to see what Nest A is				false

		904						LN		35		19		false		           19     labeled as in your figure.				false

		905						LN		35		20		false		           20          So the small gray circles and all of the steel				false

		906						LN		35		21		false		           21     blue circles combined represent areas of exclusion that				false

		907						LN		35		22		false		           22     are either required by the terms of the SCA, or in the				false

		908						LN		35		23		false		           23     case of Nest A, an area where the certificate holder is				false

		909						LN		35		24		false		           24     not proposing to place any primary infrastructure.				false

		910						LN		35		25		false		           25     Therefore, these areas are not subject to any Council				false

		911						PG		36		0		false		page 36				false

		912						LN		36		1		false		            1     decision at this point.				false

		913						LN		36		2		false		            2          The green circles represent the two-mile buffers				false

		914						LN		36		3		false		            3     around documented ferruginous hawk nests where the PTAG				false

		915						LN		36		4		false		            4     unanimously recommended that primary project components				false

		916						LN		36		5		false		            5     could be allowed.  In total, 39 nests received this				false

		917						LN		36		6		false		            6     recommendation from the PTAG.  For one of those 39				false

		918						LN		36		7		false		            7     nests, the nesting site was determined to no longer be				false

		919						LN		36		8		false		            8     available.  For the other 38, the foraging habitat				false

		920						LN		36		9		false		            9     within two miles of the nesting site was determined to				false

		921						LN		36		10		false		           10     not be viable for the species due to development and				false

		922						LN		36		11		false		           11     habitat conversion in those areas.				false

		923						LN		36		12		false		           12          As unavailable -- as unavailability of a nest site				false

		924						LN		36		13		false		           13     or lack of viable foraging habitat are the two -- two				false

		925						LN		36		14		false		           14     criteria that, if met, would allow placement of primary				false

		926						LN		36		15		false		           15     infrastructure between 0.6 and two miles of the				false

		927						LN		36		16		false		           16     documented nest location, the PTAG agreed that primary				false

		928						LN		36		17		false		           17     components could be sited within that buffer for these				false

		929						LN		36		18		false		           18     nests provided the certificate holder produces an				false

		930						LN		36		19		false		           19     approved species-specific mitigation and management				false

		931						LN		36		20		false		           20     plan.				false

		932						LN		36		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Hey, Sean.				false

		933						LN		36		22		false		           22                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.				false

		934						LN		36		23		false		           23                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Greene.  I				false

		935						LN		36		24		false		           24     believe Council Young has a question, but also there				false

		936						LN		36		25		false		           25     may be an issue of what is appearing on the screen or				false

		937						PG		37		0		false		page 37				false

		938						LN		37		1		false		            1     not.				false

		939						LN		37		2		false		            2                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.				false

		940						LN		37		3		false		            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  But, Council Young,				false

		941						LN		37		4		false		            4     maybe if you want to jump in.				false

		942						LN		37		5		false		            5                        MR. YOUNG:  Sure.				false

		943						LN		37		6		false		            6          I'm looking at the materials that were sent to us.				false

		944						LN		37		7		false		            7     If a green circle and a gray circle overlap, which of				false

		945						LN		37		8		false		            8     those two classifications takes precedence?				false

		946						LN		37		9		false		            9                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  That's a good				false

		947						LN		37		10		false		           10     question.  The gray circles and the steel blue circles				false

		948						LN		37		11		false		           11     take precedence.  So those are areas of absolute				false

		949						LN		37		12		false		           12     exclusion.  There is no scenario where primary project				false

		950						LN		37		13		false		           13     components could be sited in those locations.  So those				false

		951						LN		37		14		false		           14     take --				false

		952						LN		37		15		false		           15                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.				false

		953						LN		37		16		false		           16                        MR. GREENE:  -- precedence over the				false

		954						LN		37		17		false		           17     green.				false

		955						LN		37		18		false		           18                        MR. YOUNG:  So only -- if a gray				false

		956						LN		37		19		false		           19     circle is overlapped by a green circle, only those				false

		957						LN		37		20		false		           20     portions of the green circle that are outside the gray				false

		958						LN		37		21		false		           21     circle would be in effect?				false

		959						LN		37		22		false		           22                        MR. GREENE:  Yes, that's correct.				false

		960						LN		37		23		false		           23     Only the areas of the green circles outside of the gray				false

		961						LN		37		24		false		           24     and steel blue would, per -- would have received a				false

		962						LN		37		25		false		           25     recommendation from the PTAG that primary project				false

		963						PG		38		0		false		page 38				false

		964						LN		38		1		false		            1     components be allowed.				false

		965						LN		38		2		false		            2                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		966						LN		38		3		false		            3                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.				false

		967						LN		38		4		false		            4          And, Chair Beckett, you had some question about				false

		968						LN		38		5		false		            5     what was being displayed on the screen right now?				false

		969						LN		38		6		false		            6                        CHAIR BECKETT:  No.  I think we can				false

		970						LN		38		7		false		            7     dispense --				false

		971						LN		38		8		false		            8                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.				false

		972						LN		38		9		false		            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- with that.  Thank				false

		973						LN		38		10		false		           10     you for checking.				false

		974						LN		38		11		false		           11                        MR. GREENE:  For sure.				false

		975						LN		38		12		false		           12          Okay.  So to continue, the pink circles around				false

		976						LN		38		13		false		           13     Nests B, C, D, E, and F represent the two-mile buffers				false

		977						LN		38		14		false		           14     around those nests where the PTAG -- PTAG membership				false

		978						LN		38		15		false		           15     did not arrive at a consensus recommendation.  In other				false

		979						LN		38		16		false		           16     words, some of the PTAG members recommended a Council				false

		980						LN		38		17		false		           17     determination that nesting sites are available and the				false

		981						LN		38		18		false		           18     foraging habitat is viable and therefore the two-mile				false

		982						LN		38		19		false		           19     buffer be applied, and some recognized a Council				false

		983						LN		38		20		false		           20     determina- -- or recommended a Council determination				false

		984						LN		38		21		false		           21     that the foraging habitat is not viable for species and				false

		985						LN		38		22		false		           22     therefore only the 0.6-mile buffer be retained.  It may				false

		986						LN		38		23		false		           23     look like only four nests are represented by those pink				false

		987						LN		38		24		false		           24     circles, but Nests E and F are essentially located in				false

		988						LN		38		25		false		           25     the same location, so their circles heavily overlap.				false

		989						PG		39		0		false		page 39				false

		990						LN		39		1		false		            1          All five of these nesting sites were determined to				false

		991						LN		39		2		false		            2     still be available by all members of the PTAG, but				false

		992						LN		39		3		false		            3     there was disagreement on whether the foraging habitat				false

		993						LN		39		4		false		            4     within two miles was viable or whether the future				false

		994						LN		39		5		false		            5     anticipated land-use changes in the area and the				false

		995						LN		39		6		false		            6     infrequency of ferruginous hawk presence indicated that				false

		996						LN		39		7		false		            7     the foraging habitat is not viable.				false

		997						LN		39		8		false		            8          One of these nests, Nest B, represents a new nest				false

		998						LN		39		9		false		            9     that was identified by the certificate holder in their				false

		999						LN		39		10		false		           10     regular report nest surveys in the middle of a series				false

		1000						LN		39		11		false		           11     of PTAG meetings.  This newly constructed nest had not				false

		1001						LN		39		12		false		           12     previously been recorded in any database and was				false

		1002						LN		39		13		false		           13     occupied by a nesting pair of ferruginous hawks who				false

		1003						LN		39		14		false		           14     were, in fact, successful in fledging young this past				false

		1004						LN		39		15		false		           15     nesting season.				false

		1005						LN		39		16		false		           16          Now, regarding Nest A, the PTAG believed that, as				false

		1006						LN		39		17		false		           17     written, Species-5 would allow for a segmented buffer				false

		1007						LN		39		18		false		           18     so long as it held to the 0.6- or two-mile options from				false

		1008						LN		39		19		false		           19     the mitigation measure.  As a result, the PTAG's				false

		1009						LN		39		20		false		           20     recommendation was that the application of a two-mile				false

		1010						LN		39		21		false		           21     buffer for the northeast, northwest, and southwest				false

		1011						LN		39		22		false		           22     quadrants around this nest and a 0.6-mile buffer in the				false

		1012						LN		39		23		false		           23     southeast quadrant around this -- around the nest was				false

		1013						LN		39		24		false		           24     viable.  This was seen as a way of protecting areas of				false

		1014						LN		39		25		false		           25     viable habitat around this nest -- which is mostly				false

		1015						PG		40		0		false		page 40				false

		1016						LN		40		1		false		            1     present to the east, west, and north of the nest --				false

		1017						LN		40		2		false		            2     without unnecessary detriment to the project.				false

		1018						LN		40		3		false		            3          Subsequent to receiving the PTAG's recommendation,				false

		1019						LN		40		4		false		            4     EFSEC staff received guidance from our legal counsel				false

		1020						LN		40		5		false		            5     and senior staff that Species-5 as written only allows				false

		1021						LN		40		6		false		            6     for either a full 0.6 two -- pardon me -- either a full				false

		1022						LN		40		7		false		            7     0.6-mile buffer or a full two-mile buffer, depending on				false

		1023						LN		40		8		false		            8     the previously listed criteria.  Any form of				false

		1024						LN		40		9		false		            9     intermediate buffer would require an SCA amendment,				false

		1025						LN		40		10		false		           10     which is an option the certificate holder is not				false

		1026						LN		40		11		false		           11     pursuing at this time due to time and cost concerns.				false

		1027						LN		40		12		false		           12          Regardless, EFSEC staff also received an opinion				false

		1028						LN		40		13		false		           13     from our legal counsel that, because Species-5 is				false

		1029						LN		40		14		false		           14     written so as to only apply to primary project				false

		1030						LN		40		15		false		           15     components that are proposed within two miles of a				false

		1031						LN		40		16		false		           16     documented ferruginous hawk nest and the SCA does not				false

		1032						LN		40		17		false		           17     authorize the siting of primary project components				false

		1033						LN		40		18		false		           18     within two miles of Nest A, there is no decision to be				false

		1034						LN		40		19		false		           19     made by EFSEC with regards to the application of				false

		1035						LN		40		20		false		           20     Species-5 to this nest.  As a result, EFSEC staff is				false

		1036						LN		40		21		false		           21     recommending that no decision be made on whether Nest A				false

		1037						LN		40		22		false		           22     should receive a full -- a full two-mile buffer or not.				false

		1038						LN		40		23		false		           23          So I know this is a lot of information and the				false

		1039						LN		40		24		false		           24     Council's figure is pretty busy visually, so I want to				false

		1040						LN		40		25		false		           25     pause here to see if there are any questions that I can				false

		1041						PG		41		0		false		page 41				false

		1042						LN		41		1		false		            1     answer before I go through the remaining figures.				false

		1043						LN		41		2		false		            2          As a summary, the small gray circles and steel				false

		1044						LN		41		3		false		            3     blue circles are areas where primary components will				false

		1045						LN		41		4		false		            4     not be allowed under any circumstance.  The green areas				false

		1046						LN		41		5		false		            5     are where the components are subject to Species-5 but				false

		1047						LN		41		6		false		            6     all PTAG members are of the opinion that at least one				false

		1048						LN		41		7		false		            7     of the criteria is met to allow primary infrastructure.				false

		1049						LN		41		8		false		            8     And the pink are areas where the components are subject				false

		1050						LN		41		9		false		            9     to Species-5 but some -- and some but not all of the				false

		1051						LN		41		10		false		           10     PTAG members were of the opinion that some or all --				false

		1052						LN		41		11		false		           11     that -- of -- pardon me -- that -- where some or all --				false

		1053						LN		41		12		false		           12     okay.  Some of the PTAG members were of the opinion				false

		1054						LN		41		13		false		           13     that the full two-mile setback must be required because				false

		1055						LN		41		14		false		           14     the nest sites are available and foraging habitat is				false

		1056						LN		41		15		false		           15     viable.				false

		1057						LN		41		16		false		           16          Okay.  Council Member Young.				false

		1058						LN		41		17		false		           17                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, again, summarizing				false

		1059						LN		41		18		false		           18     the information that -- that you've presented and what				false

		1060						LN		41		19		false		           19     we've received previously, am I correct in concluding				false

		1061						LN		41		20		false		           20     that Nest B is the only active ferruginous hawk nest				false

		1062						LN		41		21		false		           21     within the project area?				false

		1063						LN		41		22		false		           22                        MR. GREENE:  That is correct.				false

		1064						LN		41		23		false		           23                        MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.				false

		1065						LN		41		24		false		           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Are there other				false

		1066						LN		41		25		false		           25     questions of the presentation?  We can certainly take				false

		1067						PG		42		0		false		page 42				false

		1068						LN		42		1		false		            1     comment or discussion as well, but let me see if we can				false

		1069						LN		42		2		false		            2     delineate on questions first.				false

		1070						LN		42		3		false		            3          Council Pamplin.				false

		1071						LN		42		4		false		            4                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair.				false

		1072						LN		42		5		false		            5          Mr. Greene, appreciate the context that you're				false

		1073						LN		42		6		false		            6     providing here as we look at these figures.				false

		1074						LN		42		7		false		            7          Considering that it sounds like the group had				false

		1075						LN		42		8		false		            8     consensus around what to do with 39 of the sites but				false

		1076						LN		42		9		false		            9     there is still five or six that are more challenging --				false

		1077						LN		42		10		false		           10     and I haven't played with this at all here, but is				false

		1078						LN		42		11		false		           11     there -- is there a way to push some of the primary				false

		1079						LN		42		12		false		           12     components outside of those sites?  Or, I mean, it's a				false

		1080						LN		42		13		false		           13     77,000-acre spot here.  So what does that do as far as				false

		1081						LN		42		14		false		           14     reconfiguration, or is the -- is the project proponent,				false

		1082						LN		42		15		false		           15     you know, really married to that particular				false

		1083						LN		42		16		false		           16     configuration?				false

		1084						LN		42		17		false		           17                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, so -- thanks for				false

		1085						LN		42		18		false		           18     the question.  The -- the site certificate holder is				false

		1086						LN		42		19		false		           19     fully aware that there will be a substantial project				false

		1087						LN		42		20		false		           20     redesign to accommodate exclusion measures either both				false

		1088						LN		42		21		false		           21     from Species-5 and the other ones that were mentioned				false

		1089						LN		42		22		false		           22     before.  And they are in the process of working through				false

		1090						LN		42		23		false		           23     those engineering redesigns now.				false

		1091						LN		42		24		false		           24          They have some more specific concerns associated				false

		1092						LN		42		25		false		           25     with the application of Species-5, both specific to the				false

		1093						PG		43		0		false		page 43				false

		1094						LN		43		1		false		            1     location of some of the nests in contention and also				false

		1095						LN		43		2		false		            2     large concerns for the -- the total production capacity				false

		1096						LN		43		3		false		            3     of the project just because of how much of the project				false

		1097						LN		43		4		false		            4     would be affected by these -- these full two-mile				false

		1098						LN		43		5		false		            5     exclusion areas of these five nests.				false

		1099						LN		43		6		false		            6          And -- and I know I mentioned 39 and the 40 number				false

		1100						LN		43		7		false		            7     for the nests.  The PTAG came to a consensus on 40 of				false

		1101						LN		43		8		false		            8     the nests of the 45 nests in consideration.  I said 39				false

		1102						LN		43		9		false		            9     before because Nest A, the PTAG did come into a				false

		1103						LN		43		10		false		           10     consensus viewpoint, but it was a viewpoint that EFSEC				false

		1104						LN		43		11		false		           11     subsequently determined to not be a viable option for				false

		1105						LN		43		12		false		           12     the application of Species-5.				false

		1106						LN		43		13		false		           13          So it is the five nests that are located in the --				false

		1107						LN		43		14		false		           14     the center of the project area that you're looking at				false

		1108						LN		43		15		false		           15     that are the ones where there's still an open question				false

		1109						LN		43		16		false		           16     about how the Council wants to apply Species-5 or how				false

		1110						LN		43		17		false		           17     the Council has determined that Species-5 should be				false

		1111						LN		43		18		false		           18     most accurately applied.				false

		1112						LN		43		19		false		           19                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.				false

		1113						LN		43		20		false		           20                        MR. GREENE:  Yes, Council Member				false

		1114						LN		43		21		false		           21     Young.				false

		1115						LN		43		22		false		           22                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Young.				false

		1116						LN		43		23		false		           23                        MR. YOUNG:  Is there historical				false

		1117						LN		43		24		false		           24     information on what years Nests B, C, D, E, and F were				false

		1118						LN		43		25		false		           25     active?				false

		1119						PG		44		0		false		page 44				false

		1120						LN		44		1		false		            1                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  I know that those				false

		1121						LN		44		2		false		            2     are in the -- the studies that the applicant provide --				false

		1122						LN		44		3		false		            3     or pardon me -- the certificate holder provided when				false

		1123						LN		44		4		false		            4     the FEIS was being complete and the SCA was being				false

		1124						LN		44		5		false		            5     drafted.  They might also be included in -- in some of				false

		1125						LN		44		6		false		            6     the PTAG documents that were submitted, but I'm not				false

		1126						LN		44		7		false		            7     sure on that front.				false

		1127						LN		44		8		false		            8          I can say, prior to Nest B being occupied this				false

		1128						LN		44		9		false		            9     past nesting season, it had been several years -- I				false

		1129						LN		44		10		false		           10     don't -- I don't want to say the exact number, because				false

		1130						LN		44		11		false		           11     I'm not sure.  But it had been several years before any				false

		1131						LN		44		12		false		           12     active ferruginous hawk nest had been identified within				false

		1132						LN		44		13		false		           13     the entire project area.  And I think, on average,				false

		1133						LN		44		14		false		           14     they're seeing a single nesting pair of ferruginous				false

		1134						LN		44		15		false		           15     hawks active in this area every three to five years at				false

		1135						LN		44		16		false		           16     this point.				false

		1136						LN		44		17		false		           17                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  If I wanted to				false

		1137						LN		44		18		false		           18     look at that historical information, what document				false

		1138						LN		44		19		false		           19     should I go back and look at?				false

		1139						LN		44		20		false		           20                        MR. GREENE:  I can look it up after				false

		1140						LN		44		21		false		           21     this presentation --				false

		1141						LN		44		22		false		           22                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah.				false

		1142						LN		44		23		false		           23                        MR. GREENE:  -- and let you know via				false

		1143						LN		44		24		false		           24     e-mail --				false

		1144						LN		44		25		false		           25                        MR. YOUNG:  Thanks.				false

		1145						PG		45		0		false		page 45				false

		1146						LN		45		1		false		            1                        MR. GREENE:  -- if that works for				false

		1147						LN		45		2		false		            2     you.				false

		1148						LN		45		3		false		            3                        MR. YOUNG:  That's perfect.  Thank				false

		1149						LN		45		4		false		            4     you.				false

		1150						LN		45		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Are there other				false

		1151						LN		45		6		false		            6     questions or comments at this point from Council?				false

		1152						LN		45		7		false		            7          I see none at the moment.				false

		1153						LN		45		8		false		            8          Let me double-check with you, Mr. Greene.  Did you				false

		1154						LN		45		9		false		            9     have other -- any other details or further context you				false

		1155						LN		45		10		false		           10     wanted to share based on the questions beyond what you				false

		1156						LN		45		11		false		           11     already have?				false

		1157						LN		45		12		false		           12                        MR. GREENE:  No.  I think that's it				false

		1158						LN		45		13		false		           13     for Figure 1.  And if there are no more questions, I				false

		1159						LN		45		14		false		           14     can move -- move on to Figure 2 and discuss the				false

		1160						LN		45		15		false		           15     specifics of that one.				false

		1161						LN		45		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's proceed, then.				false

		1162						LN		45		17		false		           17     Yes.  Thank you.				false

		1163						LN		45		18		false		           18                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So moving on to				false

		1164						LN		45		19		false		           19     Figure 2.  Council should have access to that in the				false

		1165						LN		45		20		false		           20     same location that they received Figure 1.  This is				false

		1166						LN		45		21		false		           21     similar to Figure 1 that we just looked at but				false

		1167						LN		45		22		false		           22     represents what the exclusion areas would look like if				false

		1168						LN		45		23		false		           23     EFSEC were to implement the most restrictive nest				false

		1169						LN		45		24		false		           24     buffer recommendations proposed by some members of the				false

		1170						LN		45		25		false		           25     PTAG.				false

		1171						PG		46		0		false		page 46				false

		1172						LN		46		1		false		            1          As you can see, Nests A, B, C, D, E, and F would				false

		1173						LN		46		2		false		            2     receive a two-mile setback in this scenario.  Though,				false

		1174						LN		46		3		false		            3     again, staff is not recommending that EFSEC make a				false

		1175						LN		46		4		false		            4     decision on Nest A.				false

		1176						LN		46		5		false		            5          Are there any questions specific to this figure?				false

		1177						LN		46		6		false		            6          Okay.  I see none.				false

		1178						LN		46		7		false		            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I see none,				false

		1179						LN		46		8		false		            8     Mr. Greene.				false

		1180						LN		46		9		false		            9                        MR. GREENE:  This was largely a				false

		1181						LN		46		10		false		           10     recap of the first figure as well, so we can move on to				false

		1182						LN		46		11		false		           11     Figure 3 now, if the Council is ready.				false

		1183						LN		46		12		false		           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Pamplin does				false

		1184						LN		46		13		false		           13     have a comment --				false

		1185						LN		46		14		false		           14                        MR. GREENE:  Oh.  Please.				false

		1186						LN		46		15		false		           15                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- or question.				false

		1187						LN		46		16		false		           16                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, so on				false

		1188						LN		46		17		false		           17     the -- Mr. Greene, on the image that you have displayed				false

		1189						LN		46		18		false		           18     for everyone --				false

		1190						LN		46		19		false		           19                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.				false

		1191						LN		46		20		false		           20                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- and in the -- in				false

		1192						LN		46		21		false		           21     the Spec-5 requirements here, there is the exemption				false

		1193						LN		46		22		false		           22     for the east BESS.  Could you comment about that,				false

		1194						LN		46		23		false		           23     please, as it relates to the nest discussion here.				false

		1195						LN		46		24		false		           24                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.				false

		1196						LN		46		25		false		           25          So the east BESS is, explicitly in the language of				false

		1197						PG		47		0		false		page 47				false

		1198						LN		47		1		false		            1     Species-5, exempted from all of Species-5.  I mentioned				false

		1199						LN		47		2		false		            2     in a previous slide that the proposed location of the				false

		1200						LN		47		3		false		            3     east BESS is colocated with the east substation that				false

		1201						LN		47		4		false		            4     the applicant -- or the certificate holder intends to				false

		1202						LN		47		5		false		            5     develop there.				false

		1203						LN		47		6		false		            6          For the purpose of Species-5, the -- the Council				false

		1204						LN		47		7		false		            7     at the time of the SCA determined that it should only				false

		1205						LN		47		8		false		            8     be applied to primary project components, so wind				false

		1206						LN		47		9		false		            9     turbines, solar arrays, and BESSes.  Since the east				false

		1207						LN		47		10		false		           10     substation would not -- or would not be subject to				false

		1208						LN		47		11		false		           11     Species-5 and the east BESS was colocated with that				false

		1209						LN		47		12		false		           12     substation, there would be no additional environmental				false

		1210						LN		47		13		false		           13     impacts associated with locating the BESS there.				false

		1211						LN		47		14		false		           14          There was some discussion about what would				false

		1212						LN		47		15		false		           15     occur if the east BESS was subject to Species-5.  It				false

		1213						LN		47		16		false		           16     would have to be located elsewhere, then -- the east				false

		1214						LN		47		17		false		           17     substation -- which would increase environmental				false

		1215						LN		47		18		false		           18     impacts but have no associated mitigative effect, and				false

		1216						LN		47		19		false		           19     it was determined by staff that there would be no				false

		1217						LN		47		20		false		           20     benefit to that, so it was explicitly exempted so long				false

		1218						LN		47		21		false		           21     as it remains colocated with the east substation.  And				false

		1219						LN		47		22		false		           22     for the purposes of applying Species-5 here, it remains				false

		1220						LN		47		23		false		           23     exempted.				false

		1221						LN		47		24		false		           24                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Greene.				false

		1222						LN		47		25		false		           25     Just as a quick follow-up, then.				false

		1223						PG		48		0		false		page 48				false

		1224						LN		48		1		false		            1          So the PTAG's discussions did not, like, revisit				false

		1225						LN		48		2		false		            2     the BESS 5 exemption, then, when I'm looking at				false

		1226						LN		48		3		false		            3     Figure 2 that you e-mailed us.				false

		1227						LN		48		4		false		            4                        MR. GREENE:  Correct.  The east BESS				false

		1228						LN		48		5		false		            5     would -- would be allowed to be sited in that location				false

		1229						LN		48		6		false		            6     regardless of the application of Species-5 to other				false

		1230						LN		48		7		false		            7     primary -- primary project components.				false

		1231						LN		48		8		false		            8                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.  Thanks for				false

		1232						LN		48		9		false		            9     taking another lap around the track for me on that one.				false

		1233						LN		48		10		false		           10                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah.				false

		1234						LN		48		11		false		           11                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Appreciate it.				false

		1235						LN		48		12		false		           12                        MR. GREENE:  No worries.				false

		1236						LN		48		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Young, I				false

		1237						LN		48		14		false		           14     believe you have your hand up.				false

		1238						LN		48		15		false		           15                        MR. YOUNG:  Sure.				false

		1239						LN		48		16		false		           16          Do you have any more specific information of,				false

		1240						LN		48		17		false		           17     within that east solar area, exactly where the BESS is				false

		1241						LN		48		18		false		           18     going to be located?				false

		1242						LN		48		19		false		           19          You're saying it would be colocated with the				false

		1243						LN		48		20		false		           20     substation.  Does that mean it's immediately adjacent				false

		1244						LN		48		21		false		           21     to the substation or just some -- someplace within that				false

		1245						LN		48		22		false		           22     east solar area?				false

		1246						LN		48		23		false		           23                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, so it is				false

		1247						LN		48		24		false		           24     immediately adjacent to the substation.  It -- it can't				false

		1248						LN		48		25		false		           25     be moved outside if it were to be suggested to be				false

		1249						PG		49		0		false		page 49				false

		1250						LN		49		1		false		            1     located elsewhere within that solar siting area.  That				false

		1251						LN		49		2		false		            2     would not meet its criteria for exemption from				false

		1252						LN		49		3		false		            3     Species-5, and it would -- it would fall under the				false

		1253						LN		49		4		false		            4     application of Species-5 again.				false

		1254						LN		49		5		false		            5                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  So we're kind of				false

		1255						LN		49		6		false		            6     looking at sort of a big red dot on the map for the --				false

		1256						LN		49		7		false		            7                        MR. GREENE:  Correct.				false

		1257						LN		49		8		false		            8                        MR. YOUNG:  -- the substation.				false

		1258						LN		49		9		false		            9          With respect to that, where would the -- where				false

		1259						LN		49		10		false		           10     would the BESS show up, and how big would it be				false

		1260						LN		49		11		false		           11     compared to that red dot?				false

		1261						LN		49		12		false		           12                        MR. GREENE:  I don't have the				false

		1262						LN		49		13		false		           13     acreage of that BESS available, but it would be				false

		1263						LN		49		14		false		           14     relatively small.  And it would be right next to the				false

		1264						LN		49		15		false		           15     substation, so it would be essentially part of that				false

		1265						LN		49		16		false		           16     same red dot.				false

		1266						LN		49		17		false		           17                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		1267						LN		49		18		false		           18                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.				false

		1268						LN		49		19		false		           19                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see other				false

		1269						LN		49		20		false		           20     hands, Mr. Greene.  So I don't know if you have other				false

		1270						LN		49		21		false		           21     slides you wanted to move to.				false

		1271						LN		49		22		false		           22                        MR. GREENE:  Not more slides, but				false

		1272						LN		49		23		false		           23     more discussion on the figures that Council has				false

		1273						LN		49		24		false		           24     available.				false

		1274						LN		49		25		false		           25          So we can proceed to Council Figure 3 now.				false

		1275						PG		50		0		false		page 50				false

		1276						LN		50		1		false		            1          Figure 3 is the first of several certificate				false

		1277						LN		50		2		false		            2     holder recommendations that represent their attempt to				false

		1278						LN		50		3		false		            3     balance the findings of the PTAG with the financial and				false

		1279						LN		50		4		false		            4     engineering needs of the project.				false

		1280						LN		50		5		false		            5          For Nests A, C, D, E, and F, the certificate				false

		1281						LN		50		6		false		            6     holder has recommended that primary project components				false

		1282						LN		50		7		false		            7     be allowed within 0.6 to two miles of the -- of the				false

		1283						LN		50		8		false		            8     nests.  They have also proposed additional restrictions				false

		1284						LN		50		9		false		            9     as part of the hawk mitigation and management plan for				false

		1285						LN		50		10		false		           10     some of these nests that I will cover in our discussion				false

		1286						LN		50		11		false		           11     of the next figure.				false

		1287						LN		50		12		false		           12          For Nest B, which as a reminder was the nest that				false

		1288						LN		50		13		false		           13     was active and successfully fledged young this past				false

		1289						LN		50		14		false		           14     nesting season, the certificate holder has recommended				false

		1290						LN		50		15		false		           15     a full two-mile buffer commensurate with the most --				false

		1291						LN		50		16		false		           16     more conservative opinions from PTAG membership.				false

		1292						LN		50		17		false		           17          The certificate holder's rationale for these				false

		1293						LN		50		18		false		           18     recommendations was largely based on their				false

		1294						LN		50		19		false		           19     determination that the foraging habitat surrounding				false

		1295						LN		50		20		false		           20     these five nests is not viable for the species, noting				false

		1296						LN		50		21		false		           21     that prior to Nest B, there had only been one active				false

		1297						LN		50		22		false		           22     ferruginous hawk nest within the area in the previous				false

		1298						LN		50		23		false		           23     five-year span.  The certificate holder argues that the				false

		1299						LN		50		24		false		           24     factors that have contributed to the decline of nesting				false

		1300						LN		50		25		false		           25     activity in this region, including land conversion to				false

		1301						PG		51		0		false		page 51				false

		1302						LN		51		1		false		            1     agricultural and urban and residential development				false

		1303						LN		51		2		false		            2     pressure, have not been addressed by conservation				false

		1304						LN		51		3		false		            3     actions in the area, and the area will only continue to				false
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		1550						LN		60		15		false		           15     lot of graphics, a lot of information that -- which is				false

		1551						LN		60		16		false		           16     on screen and that which is appropriately before you				false

		1552						LN		60		17		false		           17     confidentially.				false

		1553						LN		60		18		false		           18          Are you -- I guess if you have further questions				false

		1554						LN		60		19		false		           19     as you digest all of that, I think certainly the staff				false

		1555						LN		60		20		false		           20     are available to receive your questions and, you know,				false

		1556						LN		60		21		false		           21     work with you individually to -- to help answer those.				false

		1557						LN		60		22		false		           22     Obviously if there's general questions or, I think,				false

		1558						LN		60		23		false		           23     feedback you have in the moment here that is feasible,				false

		1559						LN		60		24		false		           24     then staff would welcome that.				false

		1560						LN		60		25		false		           25          If ultimately -- as chair, I would say, if you				false

		1561						PG		61		0		false		page 61				false

		1562						LN		61		1		false		            1     feel you need to digest this more and, you know, have a				false

		1563						LN		61		2		false		            2     further discussion, I think that's part of the ultimate				false

		1564						LN		61		3		false		            3     plan here as well currently and for September.  But,				false

		1565						LN		61		4		false		            4     you know, ultimately we would want to hear your				false

		1566						LN		61		5		false		            5     feedback and reflect how you want to proceed in terms				false

		1567						LN		61		6		false		            6     of pace.  So hope that makes sense.				false

		1568						LN		61		7		false		            7          I know, Council Pamplin, since you were up last,				false

		1569						LN		61		8		false		            8     still on screen, if you have any -- you and Council				false

		1570						LN		61		9		false		            9     Young have been understandably active on this topic				false

		1571						LN		61		10		false		           10     today, so I might look to you two if there were other				false

		1572						LN		61		11		false		           11     discussion points you thought or at least a flag that				false

		1573						LN		61		12		false		           12     were on your minds, again, just so that it can be				false

		1574						LN		61		13		false		           13     transparent and that staff would have better guidance,				false

		1575						LN		61		14		false		           14     I think, as to --				false

		1576						LN		61		15		false		           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Well, thanks --				false

		1577						LN		61		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- what things to				false

		1578						LN		61		17		false		           17     do.				false

		1579						LN		61		18		false		           18                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- Mr. Chair.  I				false

		1580						LN		61		19		false		           19     appreciate -- and I don't mean to dominate and use all				false

		1581						LN		61		20		false		           20     my questions here, but I do appreciate the opportunity				false

		1582						LN		61		21		false		           21     to visit here publicly with everybody and with				false

		1583						LN		61		22		false		           22     Mr. Greene.				false

		1584						LN		61		23		false		           23          Mr. Greene, on Figure 5 -- and part of my -- my				false

		1585						LN		61		24		false		           24     challenge here is I am -- I am color-blind, and so				false

		1586						LN		61		25		false		           25     I'm --				false

		1587						PG		62		0		false		page 62				false

		1588						LN		62		1		false		            1                        MR. GREENE:  Ah.				false

		1589						LN		62		2		false		            2                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- trying to interpret				false

		1590						LN		62		3		false		            3     the circles, and so your verbal description was very				false

		1591						LN		62		4		false		            4     helpful for me.  And then using the decoder ring here.				false

		1592						LN		62		5		false		            5     So the northern part of Nest C is -- under Figure 5				false

		1593						LN		62		6		false		            6     would not have the siting of primary components; is				false

		1594						LN		62		7		false		            7     that correct?  And the components in Nest D would be				false

		1595						LN		62		8		false		            8     solar.  Am I interpreting that correctly?				false

		1596						LN		62		9		false		            9                        MR. GREENE:  Sorry.  I'm trying to				false

		1597						LN		62		10		false		           10     do this mostly through my head because I don't want to				false

		1598						LN		62		11		false		           11     inadvertently show one of the PDFs while I'm sharing my				false

		1599						LN		62		12		false		           12     screen.				false

		1600						LN		62		13		false		           13          Yes, so the -- the certificate holder's				false

		1601						LN		62		14		false		           14     recommendation in Figure 5 is that Nest C receive -- or				false

		1602						LN		62		15		false		           15     be determined to not contain -- or not possess viable				false

		1603						LN		62		16		false		           16     habitat for the species within the two-mile range of				false

		1604						LN		62		17		false		           17     that nest and therefore only receive a 0.6-mile buffer.				false

		1605						LN		62		18		false		           18     And then applicant, in their management and mitigation				false

		1606						LN		62		19		false		           19     plan, would voluntarily exclude siting any components				false

		1607						LN		62		20		false		           20     in the northern half of that 0.6- to two-mile buffer				false

		1608						LN		62		21		false		           21     area.				false

		1609						LN		62		22		false		           22          The -- app- -- or the certificate holder's				false

		1610						LN		62		23		false		           23     recommendation would allow for them to site components				false

		1611						LN		62		24		false		           24     in the southern half of that 0.6- to two-mile buffer				false

		1612						LN		62		25		false		           25     area.				false

		1613						PG		63		0		false		page 63				false

		1614						LN		63		1		false		            1          And in Nest -- or sorry.  In Figure 5, the				false

		1615						LN		63		2		false		            2     certificate holder's recommendation would be for -- for				false

		1616						LN		63		3		false		            3     nest -- oh, goodness.  I need to pull up my decoder				false

		1617						LN		63		4		false		            4     ring now.  Let me stop sharing my screen for a moment				false

		1618						LN		63		5		false		            5     just in case.				false

		1619						LN		63		6		false		            6                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Because it looks to me				false

		1620						LN		63		7		false		            7     like it would be voluntarily proposing solar in the --				false

		1621						LN		63		8		false		            8     the surrounding area of Nest B.				false

		1622						LN		63		9		false		            9                        MR. GREENE:  Nest B or D?				false

		1623						LN		63		10		false		           10                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Protecting Nest "beta"				false

		1624						LN		63		11		false		           11     and then --				false

		1625						LN		63		12		false		           12                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.				false

		1626						LN		63		13		false		           13                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- solar in Nest				false

		1627						LN		63		14		false		           14     "delta."				false

		1628						LN		63		15		false		           15                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  So Nest				false

		1629						LN		63		16		false		           16     "delta" -- and the recommendation outlined in Figure 5				false

		1630						LN		63		17		false		           17     from the certificate holder would prohibit the				false

		1631						LN		63		18		false		           18     siting -- formally would recon- -- would make a				false

		1632						LN		63		19		false		           19     determination that there's not sufficient viable				false

		1633						LN		63		20		false		           20     habitat for the species within two miles of that nest,				false

		1634						LN		63		21		false		           21     and therefore it would only receive a 0.6-mile buffer.				false

		1635						LN		63		22		false		           22          The applicant, in their management and mitigation				false

		1636						LN		63		23		false		           23     plan, would voluntarily commit to not siting any wind				false

		1637						LN		63		24		false		           24     turbines within the 0.6- to two-mile buffer of Nest				false

		1638						LN		63		25		false		           25     "delta."  They, in this recommendation, would be				false

		1639						PG		64		0		false		page 64				false

		1640						LN		64		1		false		            1     allowed to site solar within that 0.6- to two-mile				false

		1641						LN		64		2		false		            2     buffer of Nest "delta."				false

		1642						LN		64		3		false		            3                        MR. PAMPLIN:  And in your				false

		1643						LN		64		4		false		            4     description of Figure 5, you were talking about the				false

		1644						LN		64		5		false		            5     challenge of, you know, transferring -- and I'm using				false

		1645						LN		64		6		false		            6     the wrong verbs here.  I apologize, Mr. Greene.  But				false

		1646						LN		64		7		false		            7     the ability to route the energy into the substation.				false

		1647						LN		64		8		false		            8     And so without having wind turbines there, it'd be some				false

		1648						LN		64		9		false		            9     more work to get it over to the western BPA substation,				false

		1649						LN		64		10		false		           10     and thus that's why the -- you know, increase the				false

		1650						LN		64		11		false		           11     density of solar in that eastern portion of the range;				false

		1651						LN		64		12		false		           12     is that correct?				false

		1652						LN		64		13		false		           13                        MR. GREENE:  Yes, I believe so.  So				false

		1653						LN		64		14		false		           14     the -- as it's design -- as the project is				false

		1654						LN		64		15		false		           15     engineering -- design and engineering, it is up -- it				false

		1655						LN		64		16		false		           16     is connecting to the grid via two substations:  One on				false

		1656						LN		64		17		false		           17     the western extreme of the project area and then one in				false

		1657						LN		64		18		false		           18     the east substation which is colocated with the east				false

		1658						LN		64		19		false		           19     BESS.				false

		1659						LN		64		20		false		           20          The project generally needs to split its				false

		1660						LN		64		21		false		           21     production -- energy production between those two				false

		1661						LN		64		22		false		           22     substations.  For the east substation, I think -- I				false

		1662						LN		64		23		false		           23     don't remember the number.  I said it earlier.  Might				false

		1663						LN		64		24		false		           24     have been a hundred megawatts.  I think it's a hundred				false

		1664						LN		64		25		false		           25     megawatts.  But a substantial portion of the energy				false

		1665						PG		65		0		false		page 65				false

		1666						LN		65		1		false		            1     production that was intended to enter the grid via the				false

		1667						LN		65		2		false		            2     east substation is to be produced by the east solar				false

		1668						LN		65		3		false		            3     array.				false

		1669						LN		65		4		false		            4          So in order to offset the potential loss of that				false

		1670						LN		65		5		false		            5     energy production, the certificate holder would have to				false

		1671						LN		65		6		false		            6     run collection lines from turbines in the western part				false

		1672						LN		65		7		false		            7     of the project area.  Overhead connector lines.  They				false

		1673						LN		65		8		false		            8     would have to run those east across the site to connect				false

		1674						LN		65		9		false		            9     to the east substation to continue to split the energy				false

		1675						LN		65		10		false		           10     production between those two substations.				false

		1676						LN		65		11		false		           11                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.				false

		1677						LN		65		12		false		           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  So I know you're				false

		1678						LN		65		13		false		           13     digesting all this, so I don't want to rush anybody by				false

		1679						LN		65		14		false		           14     any means in terms of other questions or just comments,				false

		1680						LN		65		15		false		           15     discussion you wish to share.				false

		1681						LN		65		16		false		           16          Okay.  Mr. Greene, we may be coming close here to				false

		1682						LN		65		17		false		           17     ending this portion of the meeting.				false

		1683						LN		65		18		false		           18          Anything else that you wanted to share upon				false

		1684						LN		65		19		false		           19     further reflection of comments or discussion,				false

		1685						LN		65		20		false		           20     Mr. Greene?				false

		1686						LN		65		21		false		           21                        MR. GREENE:  Just so it -- for --				false

		1687						LN		65		22		false		           22     for staff's clarification:  It's -- it sounded like the				false

		1688						LN		65		23		false		           23     Council wants to take more time to consider these				false

		1689						LN		65		24		false		           24     recommendations before providing staff guidance on a				false

		1690						LN		65		25		false		           25     decision document?				false

		1691						PG		66		0		false		page 66				false

		1692						LN		66		1		false		            1                        UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes.				false

		1693						LN		66		2		false		            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Young.				false

		1694						LN		66		3		false		            3                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, that -- that's				false

		1695						LN		66		4		false		            4     correct.  I understood that you were not seeking a				false

		1696						LN		66		5		false		            5     decision or a recommendation from the Council				false

		1697						LN		66		6		false		            6     immediately this afternoon.				false

		1698						LN		66		7		false		            7                        UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  That's				false

		1699						LN		66		8		false		            8     correct.				false

		1700						LN		66		9		false		            9                        MR. YOUNG:  I'd like to go back and				false

		1701						LN		66		10		false		           10     more thoroughly review parts of the PTAG materials and				false

		1702						LN		66		11		false		           11     then that -- the information on historical activity and				false

		1703						LN		66		12		false		           12     occupancy patterns that you said you could send me an				false

		1704						LN		66		13		false		           13     e-mail on.				false

		1705						LN		66		14		false		           14          Or have I -- have I misunderstood?  Are you asking				false

		1706						LN		66		15		false		           15     for a Council recommendation this afternoon?				false

		1707						LN		66		16		false		           16                        MS. BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett, this is				false

		1708						LN		66		17		false		           17     Sonia Bumpus, if I may respond.				false

		1709						LN		66		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Please.				false

		1710						LN		66		19		false		           19                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you for the				false

		1711						LN		66		20		false		           20     question, Council Member Young.				false

		1712						LN		66		21		false		           21          So that's correct.  We are not -- we're not				false

		1713						LN		66		22		false		           22     expecting a decision today.  We were just looking to				false

		1714						LN		66		23		false		           23     brief the Council on what the recommendations are that				false

		1715						LN		66		24		false		           24     came from the PTAG and also came from the certificate				false

		1716						LN		66		25		false		           25     holder and to share with you-all how some of those,				false

		1717						PG		67		0		false		page 67				false

		1718						LN		67		1		false		            1     most of them -- most of them, there was a consensus				false

		1719						LN		67		2		false		            2     reached, but there are a few, as Mr. Greene discussed,				false

		1720						LN		67		3		false		            3     where there are differences in the PTAG recommendations				false

		1721						LN		67		4		false		            4     and the recommendations from the certificate holder.				false

		1722						LN		67		5		false		            5     So what we're looking for today is -- is some				false

		1723						LN		67		6		false		            6     direction.				false

		1724						LN		67		7		false		            7          One thing that we could do is, recognizing that				false

		1725						LN		67		8		false		            8     the Council are trying to digest this information, a				false

		1726						LN		67		9		false		            9     lot of it's technical -- we -- you know, staff are here				false

		1727						LN		67		10		false		           10     and available to help draft materials that might help				false

		1728						LN		67		11		false		           11     the Council digest this, might help to sort of				false

		1729						LN		67		12		false		           12     conceptualize the -- the versions -- right? -- the two,				false

		1730						LN		67		13		false		           13     you know, sort of recommended paths.  And so I'm a				false

		1731						LN		67		14		false		           14     little hesitant to offer that we -- that we draft, you				false

		1732						LN		67		15		false		           15     know, sort of two versions of -- of a decision.				false

		1733						LN		67		16		false		           16                        MR. YOUNG:  I think that would -- I				false

		1734						LN		67		17		false		           17     think that would be premature.  And I'm not -- I mean,				false

		1735						LN		67		18		false		           18     we've got six -- or five options that have been				false

		1736						LN		67		19		false		           19     presented and a lot of material to go with that.  I'm				false

		1737						LN		67		20		false		           20     not ready to try to boil that down into two draft --				false

		1738						LN		67		21		false		           21     two draft recommendations this afternoon.				false

		1739						LN		67		22		false		           22                        MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  And that's fine.				false

		1740						LN		67		23		false		           23     But I'm throwing that out there because we -- you know,				false

		1741						LN		67		24		false		           24     the staff understand that this is a lot to digest, and				false

		1742						LN		67		25		false		           25     we're happy to, you know, do what we can in the				false

		1743						PG		68		0		false		page 68				false

		1744						LN		68		1		false		            1     meantime to help -- help the Council digest this and				false

		1745						LN		68		2		false		            2     whether it's, you know, preparing this or preparing				false

		1746						LN		68		3		false		            3     other materials to help understand the options that are				false

		1747						LN		68		4		false		            4     presented here.				false

		1748						LN		68		5		false		            5                        MR. YOUNG:  I think you've done an				false

		1749						LN		68		6		false		            6     admirable job this afternoon of presenting the options.				false

		1750						LN		68		7		false		            7     The -- the graphics are great.  The explanation has				false

		1751						LN		68		8		false		            8     been really good.  I'm just not sure how much further				false

		1752						LN		68		9		false		            9     we need you to try to go on our behalf this afternoon.				false

		1753						LN		68		10		false		           10                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, yeah,				false

		1754						LN		68		11		false		           11     thanks --				false

		1755						LN		68		12		false		           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Please --				false

		1756						LN		68		13		false		           13                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- Director Bumpus.				false

		1757						LN		68		14		false		           14                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- Council Pamplin.				false

		1758						LN		68		15		false		           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  And also agreed with				false

		1759						LN		68		16		false		           16     Council Member Young about how helpful this				false

		1760						LN		68		17		false		           17     presentation has been.				false

		1761						LN		68		18		false		           18          I do think, you know -- I would recommend as far				false

		1762						LN		68		19		false		           19     as thinking about what can be provided to the Council				false

		1763						LN		68		20		false		           20     to then tee up a decision.  And I'm wondering, Director				false

		1764						LN		68		21		false		           21     Bumpus, if there's not a memo that just outlines some				false

		1765						LN		68		22		false		           22     key bullets associated with each figure.  And in				false

		1766						LN		68		23		false		           23     particular, when it gets down to, like, Figure 5 or so,				false

		1767						LN		68		24		false		           24     there was some nuances that were -- that were provided				false

		1768						LN		68		25		false		           25     about here are things that are -- that are being done,				false

		1769						PG		69		0		false		page 69				false

		1770						LN		69		1		false		            1     and it's consistent with the -- with Spec-5, but then				false

		1771						LN		69		2		false		            2     here's an additional provision that the -- the site				false

		1772						LN		69		3		false		            3     certificate holder would do voluntarily and kind of				false

		1773						LN		69		4		false		            4     what are those parameters that stays within the				false

		1774						LN		69		5		false		            5     flexibility of us approving this as it's kind of a				false

		1775						LN		69		6		false		            6     stand-alone decision that does not require going back				false

		1776						LN		69		7		false		            7     and revising the -- the overall site certificate.				false

		1777						LN		69		8		false		            8          So I just felt like there was probably some				false

		1778						LN		69		9		false		            9     explanation there that I know I would benefit by				false

		1779						LN		69		10		false		           10     probably seeing that written down and having it				false

		1780						LN		69		11		false		           11     crosswalked with Spec-5, please.				false

		1781						LN		69		12		false		           12                        MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Yes, I think --				false

		1782						LN		69		13		false		           13     and I'll probably ask Mr. Greene for his input on this				false

		1783						LN		69		14		false		           14     as well.  But I do think that we could put some				false

		1784						LN		69		15		false		           15     material together to -- to basically frame up the --				false

		1785						LN		69		16		false		           16     what the recommendation is, what it would be, what it				false

		1786						LN		69		17		false		           17     would mean.  And it sounds like what we would be				false

		1787						LN		69		18		false		           18     looking for is to stay within parameters that would not				false

		1788						LN		69		19		false		           19     trigger an amendment, kind of starting there with.  And				false

		1789						LN		69		20		false		           20     I know that, yes, I see --				false

		1790						LN		69		21		false		           21                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Yes, please.				false

		1791						LN		69		22		false		           22                        MS. BUMPUS:  Oh, I see Council				false

		1792						LN		69		23		false		           23     Member Young's hand is up.				false

		1793						LN		69		24		false		           24                        MR. YOUNG:  I would -- I would				false

		1794						LN		69		25		false		           25     vigorously oppose that we land on that -- any				false

		1795						PG		70		0		false		page 70				false

		1796						LN		70		1		false		            1     particular course of action and ask staff to draft that				false

		1797						LN		70		2		false		            2     up.				false

		1798						LN		70		3		false		            3                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Yeah, Council Member				false

		1799						LN		70		4		false		            4     Young, yeah, if it sounded like that's what I was				false

		1800						LN		70		5		false		            5     offering, absolutely not.  What I'm trying to ask is				false

		1801						LN		70		6		false		            6     that we have bullets for each of the options that were				false

		1802						LN		70		7		false		            7     presented and some additional context relative to what				false

		1803						LN		70		8		false		            8     can or can't be done that could stay within not having				false

		1804						LN		70		9		false		            9     to revise the overall site certificate.  Just so				false

		1805						LN		70		10		false		           10     that -- so that when it does come to narrowing or				false

		1806						LN		70		11		false		           11     making a decision, we have that as a background				false

		1807						LN		70		12		false		           12     document.				false

		1808						LN		70		13		false		           13                        MR. YOUNG:  So are -- thanks, Nate.				false

		1809						LN		70		14		false		           14     And I didn't hear that so much from you.  I thought I				false

		1810						LN		70		15		false		           15     heard a little bit of that more in what Director Bumpus				false

		1811						LN		70		16		false		           16     said about drafting an actual recommendation.  But I'm				false

		1812						LN		70		17		false		           17     not sure we're ready to even say that, whatever we end				false

		1813						LN		70		18		false		           18     up doing, that it is -- that we've already decided that				false

		1814						LN		70		19		false		           19     whatever we recommend must not result in a change to				false

		1815						LN		70		20		false		           20     the site certification agreement.  That -- it seems				false

		1816						LN		70		21		false		           21     like you are maybe advancing that idea as one baseline				false

		1817						LN		70		22		false		           22     component of anything we do, is that it has to result				false

		1818						LN		70		23		false		           23     in no modification of the SCA.				false

		1819						LN		70		24		false		           24                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Yeah, thanks.  Thanks,				false

		1820						LN		70		25		false		           25     Council Member Young.  I -- I guess I'm trying to				false

		1821						PG		71		0		false		page 71				false

		1822						LN		71		1		false		            1     exhaust or explore options within the existing SCA				false

		1823						LN		71		2		false		            2     first, recognizing that an amendment might be needed,				false

		1824						LN		71		3		false		            3     but wanting to understand some of the things that				false

		1825						LN		71		4		false		            4     Mr. Greene was presenting to us that still fell within				false

		1826						LN		71		5		false		            5     the four corners of the site certificate agreement.				false

		1827						LN		71		6		false		            6                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, I think getting				false

		1828						LN		71		7		false		            7     that -- maybe that kind of stuff, like, broken down,				false

		1829						LN		71		8		false		            8     like you're saying, coming up with some bullet points,				false

		1830						LN		71		9		false		            9     I think that would -- that would be helpful.				false

		1831						LN		71		10		false		           10          And maybe one thing that I'm pulling away from				false

		1832						LN		71		11		false		           11     today is that there are certain things out of what's				false

		1833						LN		71		12		false		           12     been moving forward with all five of these				false

		1834						LN		71		13		false		           13     possibilities, there -- there may be something that --				false

		1835						LN		71		14		false		           14     something in there that has to be -- cause an SCA				false

		1836						LN		71		15		false		           15     modification, but then there are other things that				false

		1837						LN		71		16		false		           16     could be done voluntarily in terms of the site-specific				false

		1838						LN		71		17		false		           17     management plans that are not related to the SCA.				false

		1839						LN		71		18		false		           18          So we -- we may be looking at a hybrid here				false

		1840						LN		71		19		false		           19     anyway.  And to break that all down and organize it, I				false

		1841						LN		71		20		false		           20     agree with you.  I think that would be helpful.				false

		1842						LN		71		21		false		           21                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.				false

		1843						LN		71		22		false		           22                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus.				false

		1844						LN		71		23		false		           23                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you, Chair				false

		1845						LN		71		24		false		           24     Beckett.				false

		1846						LN		71		25		false		           25          Yes, so I think that having heard and listened to				false

		1847						PG		72		0		false		page 72				false

		1848						LN		72		1		false		            1     your -- your remarks and discussion here, I do think				false

		1849						LN		72		2		false		            2     that staff can put something together that does that,				false

		1850						LN		72		3		false		            3     that discusses the -- the different options, and also				false

		1851						LN		72		4		false		            4     identifies are these things that fall within the				false

		1852						LN		72		5		false		            5     parameters of the site certification agreement, or are				false

		1853						LN		72		6		false		            6     they options or components of an option that do not,				false

		1854						LN		72		7		false		            7     right?				false

		1855						LN		72		8		false		            8          And so just putting all those out in a succinct				false

		1856						LN		72		9		false		            9     way.  As succinct as we can -- right? -- given that it				false

		1857						LN		72		10		false		           10     is highly technical.  But I think we can try to distill				false

		1858						LN		72		11		false		           11     that down and indicate where those areas are.				false

		1859						LN		72		12		false		           12                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, that's great.				false

		1860						LN		72		13		false		           13     That would be helpful.				false

		1861						LN		72		14		false		           14                        MS. BUMPUS:  Mr. Greene -- I will				false

		1862						LN		72		15		false		           15     check with my staff here.  Mr. Greene, do we think that				false

		1863						LN		72		16		false		           16     we can do that?  I just want to double-check with you				false

		1864						LN		72		17		false		           17     that -- are there any other considerations to this				false

		1865						LN		72		18		false		           18     idea?				false

		1866						LN		72		19		false		           19                        MR. GREENE:  No, I think what				false

		1867						LN		72		20		false		           20     Council Member Pamplin discussed about kind of a				false

		1868						LN		72		21		false		           21     crosswalk document where we can go through each of the				false

		1869						LN		72		22		false		           22     nests and describe the various options and how they fit				false

		1870						LN		72		23		false		           23     or do not fit within the -- the framework of Species-5				false

		1871						LN		72		24		false		           24     as -- as written into the site certification agreement				false

		1872						LN		72		25		false		           25     could work.  And I think staff can have that prepared				false

		1873						PG		73		0		false		page 73				false

		1874						LN		73		1		false		            1     for the next Council meeting, and the Council can go				false

		1875						LN		73		2		false		            2     through it then and potentially come to a determination				false

		1876						LN		73		3		false		            3     on the -- the final application of Species-5 to each of				false

		1877						LN		73		4		false		            4     these nests.				false

		1878						LN		73		5		false		            5                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you.  Thanks for				false

		1879						LN		73		6		false		            6     that.  I appreciate it.				false

		1880						LN		73		7		false		            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Anything further,				false

		1881						LN		73		8		false		            8     Director Bumpus, before we double-check with Council?				false

		1882						LN		73		9		false		            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  No.				false

		1883						LN		73		10		false		           10                        MR. GREENE:  And sorry.  Just while				false

		1884						LN		73		11		false		           11     I'm here, Council Member Young.				false

		1885						LN		73		12		false		           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.  Please.				false

		1886						LN		73		13		false		           13                        MR. GREENE:  I did confirm that				false

		1887						LN		73		14		false		           14     the -- the history of nest activity for ferruginous				false

		1888						LN		73		15		false		           15     hawks is present in the facilitator report within the				false

		1889						LN		73		16		false		           16     PTAG documents, but I will -- I will send that to you				false

		1890						LN		73		17		false		           17     directly via e-mail after this -- this meeting as well.				false

		1891						LN		73		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.				false

		1892						LN		73		19		false		           19                        MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.				false

		1893						LN		73		20		false		           20                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, especially				false

		1894						LN		73		21		false		           21     any others who haven't weighed in, any further comment,				false

		1895						LN		73		22		false		           22     including based on the discussion between Council Young				false

		1896						LN		73		23		false		           23     and Pamplin and staff?				false

		1897						LN		73		24		false		           24          And seeing and hearing none.  I believe we will				false

		1898						LN		73		25		false		           25     wrap the Horse Heaven project up.				false

		1899						PG		74		0		false		page 74				false

		1900						LN		74		1		false		            1                        MR. GREENE:  Sorry.  One quick				false

		1901						LN		74		2		false		            2     question.				false

		1902						LN		74		3		false		            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.				false

		1903						LN		74		4		false		            4                        MR. GREENE:  Council Member Pamplin,				false

		1904						LN		74		5		false		            5     would it assist you if we try to prepare versions of				false

		1905						LN		74		6		false		            6     the figures that don't use colors as much?				false

		1906						LN		74		7		false		            7                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Greene.				false

		1907						LN		74		8		false		            8     This is a lifelong challenge of interpreting species				false

		1908						LN		74		9		false		            9     distribution maps, so thank you.  I will pull in one of				false

		1909						LN		74		10		false		           10     my admin assistants as I did earlier this morning and				false

		1910						LN		74		11		false		           11     ask them to help me interpret those maps.  Thank you				false

		1911						LN		74		12		false		           12     for the outreach on that, but it's just a challenge				false

		1912						LN		74		13		false		           13     that I have especially during a live presentation.				false

		1913						LN		74		14		false		           14     Thank you.				false

		1914						LN		74		15		false		           15                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		1915						LN		74		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I would thank you,				false

		1916						LN		74		17		false		           17     Council Pamplin.  I think it's also an important				false

		1917						LN		74		18		false		           18     reminder of, you know -- many of us take things for				false

		1918						LN		74		19		false		           19     granted that others just don't have, and so how we				false

		1919						LN		74		20		false		           20     best, you know, reflect on that, including in our				false

		1920						LN		74		21		false		           21     processes, I think is always healthy.  So thanks for				false

		1921						LN		74		22		false		           22     being open about that and unto itself.				false

		1922						LN		74		23		false		           23          Okay.  Last call for any comments or questions on				false

		1923						LN		74		24		false		           24     Horse Heaven.				false

		1924						LN		74		25		false		           25          All right.  Seeing none.				false

		1925						PG		75		0		false		page 75				false

		1926						LN		75		1		false		            1          We will move on to Hop Hill solar, and I believe				false

		1927						LN		75		2		false		            2     Trevin Taylor will provide the update.				false

		1928						LN		75		3		false		            3                        MR. TAYLOR:  This is Trevin Taylor				false

		1929						LN		75		4		false		            4     for John Barnes on -- for Hop Hill application update.				false

		1930						LN		75		5		false		            5     Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council members.				false

		1931						LN		75		6		false		            6          This application is pending supplemental materials				false

		1932						LN		75		7		false		            7     concerning project enlargement.  The applicant has				false

		1933						LN		75		8		false		            8     informed EFSEC during a biweekly meeting that they				false

		1934						LN		75		9		false		            9     anticipate delivering this material in late fall of				false

		1935						LN		75		10		false		           10     '25.  Once the material has been received, staff will				false

		1936						LN		75		11		false		           11     review and determine if the submitted materials contain				false

		1937						LN		75		12		false		           12     adequate information to issue SEPA threshold				false

		1938						LN		75		13		false		           13     determination for the project.				false

		1939						LN		75		14		false		           14          We continue to coordinate and review the				false

		1940						LN		75		15		false		           15     application with our contractor, contract agencies, and				false

		1941						LN		75		16		false		           16     tribal governments.				false

		1942						LN		75		17		false		           17          Are there any questions?				false

		1943						LN		75		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, any				false

		1944						LN		75		19		false		           19     questions on Hop Holar -- Hop Hill solar?  Excuse me.				false

		1945						LN		75		20		false		           20          I see none, so I believe then we will move on to				false

		1946						LN		75		21		false		           21     Wallula Gap.  And, again, Mr. Taylor, I believe you're				false

		1947						LN		75		22		false		           22     up.				false

		1948						LN		75		23		false		           23                        MR. TAYLOR:  Thank you again, Chair				false

		1949						LN		75		24		false		           24     Beckett and Council members.  This is Trevin Taylor on				false

		1950						LN		75		25		false		           25     behalf of John Barnes for the Wallula Gap application				false

		1951						PG		76		0		false		page 76				false

		1952						LN		76		1		false		            1     update.				false

		1953						LN		76		2		false		            2          On August 11, 2025, EFSEC staff met with staff				false

		1954						LN		76		3		false		            3     from Yakama Nation to discuss the findings of				false

		1955						LN		76		4		false		            4     traditional cultural properties study, or TCPs,				false

		1956						LN		76		5		false		            5     conducted by the Yakama Nation.  Results of the study				false

		1957						LN		76		6		false		            6     and meetings with the Yakama Nation are helping to				false

		1958						LN		76		7		false		            7     recognize any SEPA mitigation measures that may be				false

		1959						LN		76		8		false		            8     appropriate for the impacts identified.				false

		1960						LN		76		9		false		            9          We continue to coordinate and review the				false

		1961						LN		76		10		false		           10     application with our contracted agencies and tribal				false

		1962						LN		76		11		false		           11     governments.				false

		1963						LN		76		12		false		           12          Are there any questions?				false

		1964						LN		76		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council?  I do not				false

		1965						LN		76		14		false		           14     see any.  Okay.				false

		1966						LN		76		15		false		           15                        MR. TAYLOR:  Okay.				false

		1967						LN		76		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,				false

		1968						LN		76		17		false		           17     Mr. Taylor.				false

		1969						LN		76		18		false		           18          And we will move on to our Goldeneye BESS project.				false

		1970						LN		76		19		false		           19     Joanne Snarski, please.				false

		1971						LN		76		20		false		           20                        MS. SNARSKI:  Hello again.  This is				false

		1972						LN		76		21		false		           21     Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed				false

		1973						LN		76		22		false		           22     Goldeneye battery energy storage facility in Skagit				false

		1974						LN		76		23		false		           23     County.				false

		1975						LN		76		24		false		           24          Staff are continuing to work with our partnering				false

		1976						LN		76		25		false		           25     agencies to review and seek information on the				false

		1977						PG		77		0		false		page 77				false

		1978						LN		77		1		false		            1     application for site certification.  Staff are				false

		1979						LN		77		2		false		            2     continuing to work with the Washington Department of				false

		1980						LN		77		3		false		            3     Fish and Wildlife on clarifying issues related to the				false

		1981						LN		77		4		false		            4     drainage ditch within the project boundary to the				false

		1982						LN		77		5		false		            5     adjacent Hansen Creek.  As a reminder, Hansen creek is				false

		1983						LN		77		6		false		            6     a tributary to Skagit River.				false

		1984						LN		77		7		false		            7          I have no further updates.  But I'm available for				false

		1985						LN		77		8		false		            8     questions.				false

		1986						LN		77		9		false		            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,				false

		1987						LN		77		10		false		           10     Ms. Snarski.				false

		1988						LN		77		11		false		           11          Any comments or questions from Council?				false

		1989						LN		77		12		false		           12          And seeing none.  We will then move on to our				false

		1990						LN		77		13		false		           13     transmission programmatic environmental impact				false

		1991						LN		77		14		false		           14     statement update.  And I believe, Mr. Greene, you are				false

		1992						LN		77		15		false		           15     back with us here on this one.				false

		1993						LN		77		16		false		           16                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Thank you.  This				false

		1994						LN		77		17		false		           17     will be much more brief.				false

		1995						LN		77		18		false		           18          So thank you, Chair Beckett and Council members.				false

		1996						LN		77		19		false		           19     This is again Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.				false

		1997						LN		77		20		false		           20          EFSEC staff continues to work with our consultant				false

		1998						LN		77		21		false		           21     WSP to make edits, revisions, and refinements to the				false

		1999						LN		77		22		false		           22     draft programmatic EIS.  This work includes a digital				false

		2000						LN		77		23		false		           23     version of the programmatic EIS that will be hosted				false

		2001						LN		77		24		false		           24     online titled as the e-programmatic and other				false

		2002						LN		77		25		false		           25     associated tools intended to make the programmatic EIS				false

		2003						PG		78		0		false		page 78				false

		2004						LN		78		1		false		            1     more accessible to users.  We currently anticipate				false

		2005						LN		78		2		false		            2     publishing the final programmatic EIS on October 1st of				false

		2006						LN		78		3		false		            3     2025.				false

		2007						LN		78		4		false		            4          Are there any questions?				false

		2008						LN		78		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I guess, if I may, I				false

		2009						LN		78		6		false		            6     would -- oh.  Please.  Council Levitt.				false

		2010						LN		78		7		false		            7                        MR. LEVITT:  Yeah, I guess I just				false

		2011						LN		78		8		false		            8     want to offer that I know there has been some interest				false

		2012						LN		78		9		false		            9     from tribes for a specific transmission project along				false

		2013						LN		78		10		false		           10     the Columbia River.  And so I know this one is more				false

		2014						LN		78		11		false		           11     broad and general in its approach, but I guess I would				false

		2015						LN		78		12		false		           12     offer that I think it would be worthwhile to try to				false

		2016						LN		78		13		false		           13     involve tribal staff or representatives in getting				false

		2017						LN		78		14		false		           14     feedback.  Because although it's general, it will				false

		2018						LN		78		15		false		           15     eventually be applied to specific projects.				false

		2019						LN		78		16		false		           16                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  And so a couple				false

		2020						LN		78		17		false		           17     points there.  We have received requests for formal				false

		2021						LN		78		18		false		           18     consultation from the confederated tribes of the				false

		2022						LN		78		19		false		           19     Umatilla and Yakama Nation, and we are currently				false

		2023						LN		78		20		false		           20     working with them to try to schedule those formal				false

		2024						LN		78		21		false		           21     consultations regarding the transmission programmatic				false

		2025						LN		78		22		false		           22     EIS.				false

		2026						LN		78		23		false		           23          And specifically the project that you're				false

		2027						LN		78		24		false		           24     discussing along the Columbia River, while it is a				false

		2028						LN		78		25		false		           25     high-voltage transmission project, it's not within the				false

		2029						PG		79		0		false		page 79				false

		2030						LN		79		1		false		            1     technical scope of this programmatic, because this				false

		2031						LN		79		2		false		            2     programmatic is -- doesn't -- it's the -- the types of				false

		2032						LN		79		3		false		            3     impacts that are associated with that project are very				false

		2033						LN		79		4		false		            4     site-specific and very technology-specific.  It's a				false

		2034						LN		79		5		false		            5     type of construction that has never been used for				false

		2035						LN		79		6		false		            6     transmission projects in this state before, at least at				false

		2036						LN		79		7		false		            7     that scale.				false

		2037						LN		79		8		false		            8          So the programmatic EIS does discuss that those				false

		2038						LN		79		9		false		            9     types of projects would need an independent				false

		2039						LN		79		10		false		           10     project-level SEPA review as they exceed the -- the				false

		2040						LN		79		11		false		           11     technical specifications of this programmatic.				false

		2041						LN		79		12		false		           12                        MR. LEVITT:  Thank you, Mr. Greene.				false

		2042						LN		79		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  There any questions				false

		2043						LN		79		14		false		           14     from Council?				false

		2044						LN		79		15		false		           15          While I'm waiting, I'll just also note for both				false

		2045						LN		79		16		false		           16     Council, especially certainly members of the public as				false

		2046						LN		79		17		false		           17     well, the conversation with staff, I believe there's				false

		2047						LN		79		18		false		           18     understandable intent to have a solid briefing on the				false

		2048						LN		79		19		false		           19     programmatic in the October Council meeting, which I				false

		2049						LN		79		20		false		           20     believe is October 17th, the third Wednesday.  So just				false

		2050						LN		79		21		false		           21     a heads-up in that regard.  And appreciate the efforts				false

		2051						LN		79		22		false		           22     there.				false

		2052						LN		79		23		false		           23          Seeing no other hands raised.  Then we will move				false

		2053						LN		79		24		false		           24     on to Desert Claim, I believe.  And -- oh.  Yes.				false

		2054						LN		79		25		false		           25     Sorry.  I have an old agenda here.  What do we have				false

		2055						PG		80		0		false		page 80				false

		2056						LN		80		1		false		            1     next?				false

		2057						LN		80		2		false		            2          On to Badger.				false

		2058						LN		80		3		false		            3                        MS. SNARSKI:  I think that's me,				false

		2059						LN		80		4		false		            4     then.  Okay.				false

		2060						LN		80		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Yeah, let me just --				false

		2061						LN		80		6		false		            6                        MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you.				false

		2062						LN		80		7		false		            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Sorry.  Let me do a				false

		2063						LN		80		8		false		            8     proper introduction.  I --				false

		2064						LN		80		9		false		            9                        MS. SNARSKI:  Okay.				false

		2065						LN		80		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- made the mistake				false

		2066						LN		80		11		false		           11     of not printing out a hard copy agenda in my first				false

		2067						LN		80		12		false		           12     online meeting this morning, so apologies to the public				false

		2068						LN		80		13		false		           13     and Council about that.				false

		2069						LN		80		14		false		           14          So, yes, let's move to the Badger Mountain Solar				false

		2070						LN		80		15		false		           15     project, and Joanne Snarski will provide the update.				false

		2071						LN		80		16		false		           16                        MS. SNARSKI:  Very good.  Thank you,				false

		2072						LN		80		17		false		           17     Chair Beckett.  For the record, this is Joanne Snarski,				false

		2073						LN		80		18		false		           18     the siting specialist for the proposed Badger Mountain				false

		2074						LN		80		19		false		           19     Solar facility in Douglas County.				false

		2075						LN		80		20		false		           20          At the previous Council meeting in June, I				false

		2076						LN		80		21		false		           21     explained that the applicant had requested all project				false

		2077						LN		80		22		false		           22     activities continue to be placed on hold and that an				false

		2078						LN		80		23		false		           23     extension for the application review be granted.				false

		2079						LN		80		24		false		           24          On July 29th, Avangrid provided us with a formal				false

		2080						LN		80		25		false		           25     request for a one-year extension, siting the factors of				false

		2081						PG		81		0		false		page 81				false

		2082						LN		81		1		false		            1     site control, federal regulatory uncertainty, tax				false

		2083						LN		81		2		false		            2     changes, and other policy-related concerns.  They also				false

		2084						LN		81		3		false		            3     noted that due to the proposed site's location and the				false

		2085						LN		81		4		false		            4     extensive efforts that have been taken on the project				false

		2086						LN		81		5		false		            5     to date, they continue to consider it an asset to their				false

		2087						LN		81		6		false		            6     portfolio.				false

		2088						LN		81		7		false		            7          We opened the extension request for public comment				false

		2089						LN		81		8		false		            8     between August 4th and 17th, and we received 18				false

		2090						LN		81		9		false		            9     comments.  Comments included those from the Yakama				false

		2091						LN		81		10		false		           10     Nation as well as the Colville Confederated Tribes,				false

		2092						LN		81		11		false		           11     other conservation groups, and local residents.				false

		2093						LN		81		12		false		           12          All were opposed to the project and requested				false

		2094						LN		81		13		false		           13     denial of the extension.  The primary reasons cited				false

		2095						LN		81		14		false		           14     were unresolved issues with traditional cultural				false

		2096						LN		81		15		false		           15     properties, lack of site control, impacts to sensitive				false

		2097						LN		81		16		false		           16     habitats and species, they do not support the				false

		2098						LN		81		17		false		           17     development of solar facilities in general, extension				false

		2099						LN		81		18		false		           18     requests are not substantive, and the site is				false

		2100						LN		81		19		false		           19     inconsistent with the WSU no-conflict siting.				false

		2101						LN		81		20		false		           20          As was stated at the April 16th, 2025, Council				false

		2102						LN		81		21		false		           21     meeting, EFSEC does not require site control be				false

		2103						LN		81		22		false		           22     demonstrated for the -- for review of the project.				false

		2104						LN		81		23		false		           23     However, this is one item the letter from the developer				false

		2105						LN		81		24		false		           24     indicated they are working to resolve during this				false

		2106						LN		81		25		false		           25     pause.  This is relevant to EFSEC's review because when				false

		2107						PG		82		0		false		page 82				false

		2108						LN		82		1		false		            1     the project requested the pause in 2024, staff were in				false

		2109						LN		82		2		false		            2     the midst of developing a draft environmental impact				false

		2110						LN		82		3		false		            3     statement.				false

		2111						LN		82		4		false		            4          While site control is not required for review of				false

		2112						LN		82		5		false		            5     an application, the developer will need site access to				false

		2113						LN		82		6		false		            6     gather the remaining information needed for the SEPA				false

		2114						LN		82		7		false		            7     review.  It is through the SEPA process and the				false

		2115						LN		82		8		false		            8     adjudicative process that EFSEC expects to continue to				false

		2116						LN		82		9		false		            9     receive meaningful public input should the project				false

		2117						LN		82		10		false		           10     resume.				false

		2118						LN		82		11		false		           11          With regards to the substantive -- substance of				false

		2119						LN		82		12		false		           12     the extension request and how it fits into the overall				false

		2120						LN		82		13		false		           13     EFSEC process, Revised Code of Washington 80.50.100				false

		2121						LN		82		14		false		           14     states that the recommendations shall be made to the				false

		2122						LN		82		15		false		           15     governor within 12 months of receipt of a complete				false

		2123						LN		82		16		false		           16     application deemed complete by the director or such				false

		2124						LN		82		17		false		           17     later time as is mutually agreed by the Council and the				false

		2125						LN		82		18		false		           18     applicant.				false

		2126						LN		82		19		false		           19          There are no terms in Revised Code of Washington				false

		2127						LN		82		20		false		           20     or EFSEC rules as to what conditions apply to a				false

		2128						LN		82		21		false		           21     mutually agreed upon extension.  This leaves the				false

		2129						LN		82		22		false		           22     details of the timeline and circumstances surrounding				false

		2130						LN		82		23		false		           23     the extension agreements at the discretion of the				false

		2131						LN		82		24		false		           24     Council and the applicant.				false

		2132						LN		82		25		false		           25          I understand that EFSEC's legal counsel, Jon				false

		2133						PG		83		0		false		page 83				false

		2134						LN		83		1		false		            1     Thompson, is available online and may be able to expand				false

		2135						LN		83		2		false		            2     a little bit more on these subjects, or either of us				false

		2136						LN		83		3		false		            3     can answer additional questions you may have.				false

		2137						LN		83		4		false		            4          That's all I have.				false

		2138						LN		83		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		2139						LN		83		6		false		            6          Yes, if we could hear from Counsel Thompson,				false

		2140						LN		83		7		false		            7     please.				false

		2141						LN		83		8		false		            8                        MR. THOMPSON:  Let me see here.				false

		2142						LN		83		9		false		            9     There we go.				false

		2143						LN		83		10		false		           10          Yeah, so I would just -- on this point, I guess				false

		2144						LN		83		11		false		           11     there's been questions about, you know, what's sort of				false

		2145						LN		83		12		false		           12     the applicable law to this kind of a request, if any,				false

		2146						LN		83		13		false		           13     and maybe what might the considerations be from a legal				false

		2147						LN		83		14		false		           14     standpoint.  So if you'd like, I can speak to that.				false

		2148						LN		83		15		false		           15          As Ms. Snarski mentioned, there's the -- there's				false

		2149						LN		83		16		false		           16     the one reference in the statute to, you know, getting				false

		2150						LN		83		17		false		           17     a recommendation to the governor within a year or such				false

		2151						LN		83		18		false		           18     other time as is mutually agreed to by the Council and				false

		2152						LN		83		19		false		           19     the applicant.  I've always looked at that as a -- it's				false

		2153						LN		83		20		false		           20     basically a directive to EFSEC to develop a				false

		2154						LN		83		21		false		           21     recommendation within that -- within that kind of rapid				false

		2155						LN		83		22		false		           22     time frame as long as that's what the applicant is				false

		2156						LN		83		23		false		           23     asking for or -- or as long as the applicant is				false

		2157						LN		83		24		false		           24     forthcoming with whatever information is necessary to				false

		2158						LN		83		25		false		           25     get to such a recommendation.				false

		2159						PG		84		0		false		page 84				false

		2160						LN		84		1		false		            1          There's no -- yeah, there's no rule or precedent				false

		2161						LN		84		2		false		            2     really as to, like, if it -- if the applicant isn't --				false

		2162						LN		84		3		false		            3     isn't moving forward toward -- or providing the				false

		2163						LN		84		4		false		            4     information necessary to proceed to a recommendation,				false

		2164						LN		84		5		false		            5     you know, is there some point at which the Council				false

		2165						LN		84		6		false		            6     would not agree to a extension and thereby, you know,				false

		2166						LN		84		7		false		            7     effectively dismiss the -- the application.				false

		2167						LN		84		8		false		            8          There's -- there's plenty of precedent in my				false

		2168						LN		84		9		false		            9     reading of, you know, past Council review processes				false

		2169						LN		84		10		false		           10     over the decades of it taking -- of these processes				false

		2170						LN		84		11		false		           11     generally stretching out over several years sometimes				false

		2171						LN		84		12		false		           12     just because of the fits and starts of development				false

		2172						LN		84		13		false		           13     processes or applicant, you know, needs.				false

		2173						LN		84		14		false		           14          So I don't know there has been an instance of the				false

		2174						LN		84		15		false		           15     Council declining to grant an extension.  I think it				false

		2175						LN		84		16		false		           16     basically comes down to as a practical matter that if				false

		2176						LN		84		17		false		           17     the Council weren't to agree to an extension, that				false

		2177						LN		84		18		false		           18     wouldn't preclude the applicant from coming back when				false

		2178						LN		84		19		false		           19     it's ready and filing a application for the same				false

		2179						LN		84		20		false		           20     project again, but -- but in that case you'd be in the				false

		2180						LN		84		21		false		           21     position of arguably having to -- to reconduct the				false

		2181						LN		84		22		false		           22     public informational meeting that's required within 60				false

		2182						LN		84		23		false		           23     days of the filing of an application and the -- and the				false

		2183						LN		84		24		false		           24     land-use consistency determination that the Council				false

		2184						LN		84		25		false		           25     does on a similar time frame.				false

		2185						PG		85		0		false		page 85				false

		2186						LN		85		1		false		            1          And as far as I know, there hasn't been any change				false

		2187						LN		85		2		false		            2     in the -- the zoning that applies to this site, so				false

		2188						LN		85		3		false		            3     there -- there wouldn't be a different conclusion that				false

		2189						LN		85		4		false		            4     the site is -- the conclusion of this site was that the				false

		2190						LN		85		5		false		            5     zoning was -- basically prohibited the project at the				false

		2191						LN		85		6		false		            6     site, so it's inconsistent with the local zoning, and				false

		2192						LN		85		7		false		            7     therefore there's going to need to be an adjudication				false

		2193						LN		85		8		false		            8     on whether to -- whether the Council should recommend				false

		2194						LN		85		9		false		            9     preemption of the local zoning to authorize the				false

		2195						LN		85		10		false		           10     project.				false

		2196						LN		85		11		false		           11          Most of the really substantive public input and				false

		2197						LN		85		12		false		           12     comment opportunity still lies ahead in terms of the				false

		2198						LN		85		13		false		           13     adjudication and comment on a draft environmental				false

		2199						LN		85		14		false		           14     impact statement, which hasn't been published yet.  So,				false

		2200						LN		85		15		false		           15     yeah, I'm not -- I mean, it's -- I'm not sure that				false

		2201						LN		85		16		false		           16     there's -- yeah, I think that maybe it boils down to a				false

		2202						LN		85		17		false		           17     question of does it make sense to have the applicant				false

		2203						LN		85		18		false		           18     have to go back and reapply and go through those just				false

		2204						LN		85		19		false		           19     initial stages of the application process again.  I'm				false

		2205						LN		85		20		false		           20     not sure there'd be much utility in that.				false

		2206						LN		85		21		false		           21          The SEPA work that's already been done, of course,				false

		2207						LN		85		22		false		           22     could be re- -- kind of reused for new SEPA work.  But,				false

		2208						LN		85		23		false		           23     I mean, I think that's -- I don't think there's				false

		2209						LN		85		24		false		           24     necessarily a prejudice to any party from a procedural				false

		2210						LN		85		25		false		           25     standpoint of granting an extension.  Because, like I				false

		2211						PG		86		0		false		page 86				false

		2212						LN		86		1		false		            1     said, there is that -- a lot of additional process and				false

		2213						LN		86		2		false		            2     input that would -- would need to be taken going				false

		2214						LN		86		3		false		            3     forward.  And all of the input in terms of SEPA and				false

		2215						LN		86		4		false		            4     adjudicative hearings and so forth would have to be				false

		2216						LN		86		5		false		            5     up-to-date as of the current -- current time.				false

		2217						LN		86		6		false		            6          So, anyway, that's some -- that's some -- some				false

		2218						LN		86		7		false		            7     thoughts on this topic.  Hopefully that's helpful.  I'm				false

		2219						LN		86		8		false		            8     happy to answer questions too.				false

		2220						LN		86		9		false		            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Yes, that is helpful				false

		2221						LN		86		10		false		           10     and was intended to help, you know, clarify as well as				false

		2222						LN		86		11		false		           11     acknowledge the public comments.  Certainly I've read				false

		2223						LN		86		12		false		           12     those amongst other Council members and staff.  Which				false

		2224						LN		86		13		false		           13     appreciate the staff review here before today's meeting				false

		2225						LN		86		14		false		           14     as well.  So thanks for trying to draw out some of				false

		2226						LN		86		15		false		           15     ultimately what Council should be considering here as				false

		2227						LN		86		16		false		           16     well as trying to answer some of the public concern and				false

		2228						LN		86		17		false		           17     ultimately criticism of this potential action.				false

		2229						LN		86		18		false		           18          So I do see a hand raised.  I'm not tracking who				false

		2230						LN		86		19		false		           19     that is on my screen.  If staff could clarify for me.				false

		2231						LN		86		20		false		           20          And in the meantime, were there other Council				false

		2232						LN		86		21		false		           21     members who wish provide any further comment back to				false

		2233						LN		86		22		false		           22     staff and Council's...				false

		2234						LN		86		23		false		           23                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I believe the hand				false

		2235						LN		86		24		false		           24     raised is Council Member Guilio, the project --				false

		2236						LN		86		25		false		           25     County-appointed Council member for this project.				false

		2237						PG		87		0		false		page 87				false

		2238						LN		87		1		false		            1                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		2239						LN		87		2		false		            2          My apologies, Council member.  I try to keep track				false

		2240						LN		87		3		false		            3     of everyone here on each project, but obviously that's				false

		2241						LN		87		4		false		            4     a work in progress.  So my apologies.  Please proceed				false

		2242						LN		87		5		false		            5     with your question or comment.				false

		2243						LN		87		6		false		            6                        MS. GUILIO:  No worries.  I				false

		2244						LN		87		7		false		            7     understand there's lots of moving parts.				false

		2245						LN		87		8		false		            8          I did have a question.  Even if we extend the				false

		2246						LN		87		9		false		            9     request, are there parts of the background work or				false

		2247						LN		87		10		false		           10     studies that, if this were to continue past a year or				false

		2248						LN		87		11		false		           11     two years if they did an additional extension, would				false

		2249						LN		87		12		false		           12     any of that work have to be redone anyways?				false

		2250						LN		87		13		false		           13          Is there, like, a period of validity essentially				false

		2251						LN		87		14		false		           14     where some of those, if you're four years out, you're				false

		2252						LN		87		15		false		           15     five years out, given that there's no completed				false

		2253						LN		87		16		false		           16     project, there's no draft EIS, none of that is compiled				false

		2254						LN		87		17		false		           17     and commented upon and accepted basically, will there				false

		2255						LN		87		18		false		           18     come a point where the extensions has -- is so long at				false

		2256						LN		87		19		false		           19     the front end that they would have to start some				false

		2257						LN		87		20		false		           20     aspects over anyways?				false

		2258						LN		87		21		false		           21                        MR. THOMPSON:  Should I field that,				false

		2259						LN		87		22		false		           22     or --				false

		2260						LN		87		23		false		           23                        MS. BUMPUS:  I can --				false

		2261						LN		87		24		false		           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, why				false

		2262						LN		87		25		false		           25     don't you go ahead and jump in since you've started to,				false

		2263						PG		88		0		false		page 88				false

		2264						LN		88		1		false		            1     please.				false

		2265						LN		88		2		false		            2                        MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Well, so that				false

		2266						LN		88		3		false		            3     can happen.  There can -- you know, if it were to go on				false

		2267						LN		88		4		false		            4     for many, many years you have fieldwork that you've				false

		2268						LN		88		5		false		            5     done, you've done surveys of the site, and now it's				false

		2269						LN		88		6		false		            6     been several years since and so now the question				false

		2270						LN		88		7		false		            7     becomes is that the actual situation on the site at the				false

		2271						LN		88		8		false		            8     time of permitting.  So I think that that's a very good				false

		2272						LN		88		9		false		            9     consideration.				false

		2273						LN		88		10		false		           10          In this case, we were in the midst of preparing an				false
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           1                        BE IT REMEMBERED that on Wednesday,



           2      August 20, 2025, at 1:31 p.m. Pacific time, the



           3      following Monthly Meeting of the Washington State



           4      Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was held,



           5      remotely via Microsoft Teams videoconference, to wit:



           6



           7                          <<<<<< >>>>>>



           8



           9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon,



          10      everyone.  This is Kurt Beckett, chair of the Energy



          11      Facility Site Evaluation Council, calling our



          12      Wednesday, August 20th, meeting to order at 1:31.



          13          And, Ms. Barker, if you could please call the



          14      roll.



          15                        MS. BARKER:  Certainly.



          16          Department of Commerce.



          17                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne,



          18      present.



          19                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Ecology.



          20                        MR. LEVITT:  Eli Levitt, present.



          21                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Fish and



          22      Wildlife.



          23                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin,



          24      present.



          25                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Natural
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            1     Resources.



            2                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young, present.



            3                        MS. BARKER:  Utilities and



            4     Transportation Commission.



            5                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster,



            6     present.



            7                        MS. BARKER:  Local government and



            8     optional State agencies.



            9          For the Badger Mountain project, Jordyn Guilio.



           10          For the Hop Hill project, Paul Krupin.



           11                        MR. KRUPIN:  Paul Krupin, present.



           12                        MS. BARKER:  For the Carriger Solar



           13     project, Matt Chiles.



           14                        MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, Klickitat



           15     County, present.



           16                        MS. BARKER:  For the Wallula Gap



           17     project, Adam Fyall.



           18                        MR. FYALL:  Adam Fyall, Benton



           19     County, is here.  Thank you.



           20                        MS. BARKER:  For the Goldeneye BESS



           21     project, Robby Eckroth.



           22                        MR. ECKROTH:  Robby Eckroth,



           23     present.



           24                        MS. BARKER:  Assistant attorney



           25     generals.
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            1          Jon Thompson.



            2                        MR. THOMPSON:  Present.



            3                        MS. BARKER:  Zack Packer.



            4                        MR. PACKER:  Present.



            5                        MS. BARKER:  Talia Thuet.



            6          For the EFSEC staff, I will call those anticipated



            7     to speak today.



            8          Sonia Bumpus.



            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  Present.



           10                        MS. BARKER:  Ami Hafkemeyer.



           11                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.



           12                        MS. BARKER:  Amy Moon.



           13                        MS. MOON:  I'm here, present.



           14                        MS. BARKER:  Sean Greene.



           15                        MR. GREENE:  Present.



           16                        MS. BARKER:  Joanne Snarski.



           17                        MS. SNARSKI:  Present.



           18                        MS. BARKER:  Trevin Taylor.



           19                        MR. TAYLOR:  Present.



           20                        MS. BARKER:  For operational



           21     updates:  Kittitas Valley wind project.



           22                        MR. CASEDAY:  Jarred Caseday,



           23     present.



           24                        MS. BARKER:  Wild Horse Wind Power



           25     Project.
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            1                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Jennifer Galbraith,



            2     present.



            3                        MS. BARKER:  Grays Harbor Energy



            4     Center.



            5                        MR. PACE:  Eric Pace --



            6                        MS. BARKER:  Chehalis --



            7                        MR. PACE:  -- present.



            8                        MS. BARKER:  I'm sorry.



            9                        MR. PACE:  Pace, present.



           10                        MS. BARKER:  Chehalis Generation



           11     Facility.



           12                        MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.



           13                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Generating



           14     Station.



           15                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Kelly Elsethagen,



           16     present.



           17                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Solar.



           18                        MS. DRACHENBERG:  Elizabeth



           19     Drachenberg, present.



           20                        MS. BARKER:  Goose Prairie Solar.



           21          Ostrea Solar.



           22                        MR. VOLTZ:  Jon Voltz, present.



           23                        MS. BARKER:  Is there anyone online



           24     for the counsel for the environment?



           25                        MS. REYNEVELD:  Yes.  Sarah
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            1     Reyneveld and Yuriy Korol are present.



            2                        MS. BARKER:  Chair, there is a



            3     quorum for all councils.



            4                        MR. PAMPLIN:  You're muted, Chair.



            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's hope that's



            6     the last time.  Thank you, Council Pamplin.  Saving me



            7     as always.



            8          Council, we have a agenda before us for today's



            9     meeting.  I would entertain a motion to adopt the



           10     agenda.



           11          Is there a motion?



           12                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  So moved.



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



           14          A second?



           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Second.  I'll second.



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council



           17     Pamplin.



           18          Council, there's a motion and a second on the



           19     table.



           20          Are there any -- is there any discussion or



           21     changes to the agenda?



           22          Try and keep an eye on hands raised here.  We are



           23     virtual today, and my first time chairing a virtual



           24     meeting.  So thanks, everyone, for bearing with me.



           25          Hearing none.  All those in favor of adopting the
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            1     agenda, please say "aye."



            2                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?



            4          Thank you.  We've adopted the agenda.



            5          Next item up, we have the monthly meeting minutes



            6     from our July 16th, 2025, EFSEC Council meeting.



            7          Is there a motion to adopt the minutes?



            8                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster.  So



            9     moved.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, is there a



           11     second?



           12                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne.



           13     Second.



           14                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council



           15     Osborne.



           16          The minutes have been put on the table.  Are there



           17     any edits or discussion or amendments to the monthly



           18     meeting minutes?



           19          I did not have any.  I will speak for myself



           20     obviously.



           21          Okay.  With that, then, all those in favor of



           22     adopting the July 16th meeting minutes, please say



           23     "aye."



           24                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           25                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?
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            1          The minutes are adopted.



            2          Moving on to project updates.  The Kittitas Valley



            3     wind project.  Mr. Caseday.



            4                        MR. CASEDAY:  Yes.  Good afternoon,



            5     Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is



            6     Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables for the wind --



            7     excuse me -- for Kittitas Valley wind power project.



            8          We had nothing nonroutine to report for the



            9     period.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



           11                        MR. CASEDAY:  Thank you.



           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Next up, Wild Horse



           13     Wind Power Project.  Ms. Galbraith.



           14                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes.  Thank you,



           15     Chair Beckett, Council members, and staff.  This is



           16     Jennifer Galbraith with Puget Sound Energy representing



           17     the Wild Horse wind facility.



           18          The only nonroutine update I have is related to



           19     the damaged wind turbine tower initially reported to



           20     the Council on July 14th.  As of today, there has been



           21     no change to the damaged tower, and it remains



           22     standing.  PSE continues to monitor the turbine 24/7.



           23     And emergency responders are still on standby in the



           24     event of tower failure.



           25          PSE is assessing options to safely decommission
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            1     the tower after the wildfire season has ended.  For



            2     public safety, Wild Horse will remain closed to the



            3     public -- to public access for the remainder of 2025.



            4     And we are coordinating with the Washington State



            5     Department of Fish and Wildlife to ensure hunters are



            6     provided with advanced notice about the closure so they



            7     can plan for alternate access during the upcoming



            8     hunting seasons.



            9          That's all I have.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.



           11          Council members, are there any comments or



           12     questions for Ms. Galbraith given the added issue



           13     today?



           14          Council Pamplin, I see your hand.  Thank you.



           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair.  And



           16     thanks for the update, Ms. Galbraith.



           17          Is -- understanding that you're wanting to keep



           18     the site closed for public access, is there areas



           19     outside of the vicinity of the -- the turbine that can



           20     be opened up?  And if the turbine is successfully



           21     decommissioned earlier in this fall, will you be able



           22     to open it up through the remainder of the calendar



           23     year?  It sounds like it was -- you were saying it was



           24     closed through December 31st of 2025, if I understood



           25     your remarks correctly.  Thank you.
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            1                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Yes, that's correct.



            2     The site closes typically beginning December 1st for



            3     the winter.  So out of an abundance of caution, PSE has



            4     determined to close the site during the hunting season.



            5     So starting -- it's already closed, and it'll be closed



            6     through the remainder of the year.



            7          At this point, we do not have any plans for



            8     reopening, just because there's too many unknowns at



            9     this point and the risk is too high right now.  So...



           10                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.



           11                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Other questions?



           12          Seeing none.



           13          Thank you, Ms. Galbraith.  Appreciate the update.



           14                        MS. GALBRAITH:  Thank you.



           15                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Moving on to the



           16     Chehalis Generation Facility.  Mr. Smith or --



           17                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon --



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- perhaps --



           19                        MR. SMITH:  -- Chair Beckett.



           20                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon.



           21                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair



           22     Beckett, EFSEC staff, and Council.  This is Jeremy



           23     Smith, the operations manager for -- representing the



           24     Chehalis Generation Facility.



           25          I have no nonroutine items to report outside of
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            1     what's reported in the pamphlet.



            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.



            3          And I believe, Ami Hafkemeyer, you may have a



            4     further comment at this time as well, if I'm correct.



            5                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yes.  Thank you,



            6     Chair Beckett.  And good afternoon, Council.



            7          Recently the facility, operating under use of



            8     their -- their reserve water, was tentatively going to



            9     need to purchase water from the City.  That did not end



           10     up happening.  We got sufficient rainfall that they



           11     could resume regular water use.



           12          But staff did want to take this moment to consider



           13     modifying the process around this activity.  We plan to



           14     work with the facility and bring some more information



           15     to the Council at a future meeting.



           16          The first time that the facility needed to



           17     purchase additional water was in 2021, and this was



           18     before changes to the OPMA that prompted public comment



           19     on Council actions.



           20          Given the timeline spelled out in the site



           21     certificate agreement of a 15-day notification, this



           22     does put a bit of a constraint on the opportunity for



           23     public comment ahead of Council action regarding



           24     purchase of water for the facility.  So staff propose



           25     to work with the facility to see what we can do to make
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            1     this process a little bit more friendly to public



            2     comments should the need arise again in the future.



            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Certainly appreciate



            4     that sentiment and effort.



            5          Are there other comments or questions from



            6     Council?



            7          Ms. Hafkemeyer.



            8                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I have nothing



            9     further.  But happy to --



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.



           11                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  -- answer Council



           12     questions.



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see any at



           14     the moment.  Certainly someone -- any Council please



           15     raise your hand if you like.  Otherwise, I think most



           16     likely you would be encouraged to do what you've



           17     described, so -- certainly you do for me.  So thank



           18     you.



           19          And seeing no other comments.  We will then move



           20     on to the Grays Harbor Energy Center.  Mr. Pace.



           21                        MR. PACE:  Good afternoon, Chair



           22     Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  My name's Eric



           23     Pace, the plant engineer for Grays Harbor Energy



           24     Center, and I'm representing the site today.



           25          Grays Harbor Energy has nothing nonroutine to
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            1     report for the period.



            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



            3          Next up, Columbia Solar.  Ms. Drachenberg.



            4                        MS. DRACHENBERG:  Good afternoon,



            5     Chair, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Elizabeth



            6     Drachenberg for Columbia Solar.



            7          And there are no nonroutine updates to report.



            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



            9          Next up.  And I'll offer to take two items as one.



           10     The Columbia Generating Station, WNP 1 and 4.  Kelsey



           11     [sic] Elsethagen.  Apologies if I got that off by a



           12     little.



           13                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Good afternoon,



           14     Chair Beckett, EFSEC Council, and staff.  This is Kelly



           15     Elsethagen providing the update for Columbia Generating



           16     Station and WNP 1 and 4.



           17          We actually do have a issue that we'd like to



           18     report, an environmental compliance issue.



           19          On the evening of Friday, August 15th, based on a



           20     report of possible oil sheen seen in circulating water



           21     cooling towers, out of an abundance of caution, Energy



           22     Northwest secured and stopped the discharge to the



           23     Columbia River and made notifications to EFSEC and the



           24     Washington Department of Ecology.



           25          Energy Northwest, GrayMar Environmental, a
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            1     third-party cleanup contractor, and Washington State



            2     Department of Ecology inspected the Columbia River, the



            3     circulating water cooling towers, and the circulating



            4     water pump house the evening of August 15th.  No oil



            5     sheen was observed.



            6          GrayMar Environmental indicated the foam we were



            7     seeing was likely biological based on their past



            8     experience.  Circulating water discharges to the



            9     Columbia River were sampled for fats, oil, and grease.



           10     The results were below detection limits.



           11          During the investigation, Energy Northwest



           12     identified a potential oil loss in one of the reactor



           13     feed turbine heat exchangers and took the heat



           14     exchanger out of service over the weekend.  Follow-up



           15     sampling results for fats, oil, and grease of



           16     circulating water were still below detection limits.



           17          Energy Northwest restored discharge to the



           18     Columbia River August 18th and will submit a five-day



           19     report detailing the incident and action taken to EFSEC



           20     by the end of today, August 20th.



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Well, thank you for



           22     the update.



           23          Are there comments or questions from the Council?



           24          Seeing none.



           25          We will move on to Goose Prairie.  And I believe,
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            1     Ami Hafkemeyer, you are providing that update today.



            2                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Yes.  Thank you,



            3     Chair Beckett.



            4          The Council -- I'm sorry.  The facility update is



            5     available in the Council pact.  There were no



            6     nonroutine items for this period to report.



            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



            8          Moving on to Ostrea Solar.  Mr. Voltz.



            9                        MR. VOLTZ:  Good afternoon, Chair



           10     Beckett, Council members, and staff.  This is Jon Voltz



           11     with Cypress Creek Renewables representing Ostrea



           12     Solar.



           13          This month, construction continues to progress.



           14     The eastern parcel is essentially complete, moving on



           15     all activities to the western parcel.  Security fencing



           16     is complete around the perimeter.



           17          We did also receive the main power transformer at



           18     the end of July.



           19          So moving forward in all aspects.  Nothing



           20     nonroutine to report.



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank



           22     you.



           23          Moving, then, on to Carriger Solar.



           24          I believe Joanne Snarski will provide the update.



           25                        MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Thank you, Chair
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            1     Beckett and Council members.  For the record, this is



            2     Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed



            3     Carriger Solar facility in Klickitat County.



            4          On June 25th, 2025, the Council voted to send a



            5     recommendation to approve the Carriger Solar facility



            6     to the governor.  We sent that on the day following



            7     June 25th to the governor's office.  And at that time,



            8     the governor has 60 days, or until August 25th, to



            9     review our recommendation and all the supporting



           10     documentation.  To date, we have not had any response



           11     or requests from his office, but we anticipate that by



           12     next Monday.



           13          And that's all I have.



           14                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for the



           15     update.



           16          Moving on, then, to Horse Heaven wind farm.



           17                        MS. MOON:  Thank you, Council -- oh.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Please go ahead.



           19                        MS. MOON:  Okay.  Thank you, Council



           20     Chair Beckett and EFSEC Council members.  This is Amy



           21     Moon reporting on the Horse Heaven wind project, which



           22     is in Benton County, Washington.



           23          As a refresher, the site certification agreement,



           24     or SCA requires that the certificate holder work with



           25     the preoperational technical advisory group, which we
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            1     call the PTAG, to meet the conditions of the SCA



            2     Articles IV(C) mitigation measures -- and that, for the



            3     court reporter, "Article IV" is in Roman numerals --



            4     and Article IV(G) PTAG, which is also in the SCA, as



            5     well as the Spec-5 mitigation measure.



            6          As I reported at the July Council meeting, the



            7     certificate holder, Scout Clean Energy, submitted a



            8     recommendation to the EFSEC director, Sonia Bumpus,



            9     regarding the mitigation measure Spec-5, ferruginous



           10     hawk.



           11          The certificate holder recommendation outline the



           12     certificate holder's proposed locations for



           13     infrastructure placement within the siting corridor to



           14     meet the conditions of Spec-5, which is short for



           15     "Species-5."  I think we all probably are tracking



           16     that.



           17          The recommendation package also included a PTAG



           18     facilitator report that presents both the Spec-5



           19     recommendation areas of agreement as well as the areas



           20     of disagreement.  EFSEC staff reviewed the certificate



           21     holder's Spec-5 mitigation recommendation as well as



           22     the facilitator's report and supporting documents



           23     associated with the PTAG Spec-5 discussions.



           24          And for a better understanding of Spec-5 and the



           25     EFSEC staff review of the certificate holder's
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            1     submittal, EFSEC's State Environmental Policy Act, or



            2     SEPA, specialist Sean Greene has a presentation.  I



            3     have written here "short," but now I understand it may



            4     not be as short as we would all anticipate.  But it's a



            5     lot of information to go over.



            6          So, Sean Greene, if you're ready, I'll pass it off



            7     to you.



            8                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Thank you.  And I



            9     don't know if "short" is accurate, but it is



           10     comprehensive at least.



           11          And let me share my screen now.



           12          Okay.  Can someone confirm that you're seeing the



           13     first slide of the presentation?



           14          Okay.  Thank you, Chair Beckett.



           15          Okay.  So thank you, Amy.  And thank you, Chair



           16     Beckett and Council members.  My name is Sean Greene.



           17     I am the State Environmental Policy Act, or SEPA,



           18     specialist for EFSEC.



           19          And the purpose of this presentation is to



           20     describe for the Council the recent submission by the



           21     certificate holder, Scout Clean Energy, in relation to



           22     the Species-5 mitigation measure included within the



           23     project site certification agreement.



           24          Scout's request includes advice for the Council's



           25     consideration from the pre-operational technical
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            1     advisory group, or PTAG, that the site certificate



            2     holder -- that the site certificate agreement required



            3     Scout to convene.  This will include a refresher on the



            4     project, the PTAG, and the relevant mitigation measure.



            5     I will also walk the Council through several documents



            6     produced by the PTAG and the certificate holder for the



            7     Council to review and address the next steps



            8     anticipated by EFSEC staff.



            9          So I know that we have a few new Council members



           10     since the Horse Heaven project was last considered by



           11     the Council.  And for those who are here, they can



           12     probably use a refresher.



           13          So Horse Heaven is a 1,150-megawatt mixed wind and



           14     solar electric generating facility on 72,428 acres of



           15     unincorporated Benton County that was initially



           16     recommended for approval to the governor on April 29th



           17     of 2024.  Following a governor remand and Council



           18     reconsideration, a revised recommendation for approval



           19     was submitted on September 17th of 2024.  The final



           20     site certification agreement was signed by the governor



           21     on October 18th of 2024.



           22          For the executed site certification agreement, the



           23     project will consist of one of two potential wind



           24     turbine configuration options:  One with more turbines



           25     of a lower height, or one with fewer turbines but of a
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            1     taller height.  The first option would max out at 222



            2     turbines, and the second option would not exceed 671



            3     feet in height.



            4          Additionally, the project will include up to three



            5     solar arrays capable of producing no more than 800



            6     megawatts of energy and up to two battery energy



            7     storage systems, BESSes, with no more than 300



            8     megawatts of storage capacity.



            9          All of these components are reflected in the



           10     figure to the right of this slide, though I should note



           11     that some of this extent has subsequently been



           12     restricted by multiple redesign and exclusion measures.



           13          For reference, the black dots are the tentative



           14     proposed locations of the wind turbines, specifically



           15     the Option 1 -- the -- the Turbine Option 1.  Please



           16     note that I did say "tentative."  Other than areas



           17     excluded by various mitigation measures, the



           18     certificate holder has the authority to site these



           19     turbines anywhere within a designated and defined wind



           20     micro-siting corridor that totals 11,850 acres that was



           21     reviewed and analyzed during the SEPA review process.



           22          Also shown in this figure are the proposed solar



           23     arrays.  The yellow highlighted areas are the solar



           24     siting areas that have been assessed for potential



           25     impacts associated with solar array siting.
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            1          The hashed polygons within the solar siting areas



            2     are the initial proposed locations of the solar arrays,



            3     which will cover no more than 5,447 acres of land.



            4          The final layout of the solar arrays will be



            5     determined prior to construction but will not extend



            6     outside of the solar siting areas.  The east solar



            7     array, meaning the hashed polygons to the bottom right



            8     of this figure, will be of importance later in this



            9     presentation.



           10          The total project lease boundary, as I said



           11     before, is 72,428 acres, though as you can see from the



           12     figure, the final project footprint will be much



           13     smaller than that total.  The lease boundary is



           14     generally located south and southwest of the city of



           15     Kennewick and the larger Tri-Cities urban area.



           16          So as part of the environmental review performed



           17     by EFSEC staff and our consultants in preparation for



           18     the final environmental impact statement, or FEIS, a



           19     number of mitigation measures were developed and



           20     recommended for inclusion within the final site



           21     certification agreement.



           22          One of these measures was one specific to the



           23     ferruginous hawk, a state -- state endangered species,



           24     and was titled Species-5.  Following further



           25     development of this measure as part of the Council
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            1     deliberations, it was included within the site



            2     certification agreement.



            3          I won't go through the entirety of Species-5 here,



            4     as it won't fit on a single slide, but the essential



            5     elements are as follows.



            6          First, no wind turbines, solar arrays, or BESS,



            7     which are in combination referred to as primary project



            8     components, shall be sited within 0.6 miles of any



            9     documented ferruginous hawk nest.  This includes all



           10     historic nests documented in the priority habitat



           11     species database administered by the Washington



           12     Department of Fish and Wildlife as well as any nest



           13     identified in the certificate holder's nest surveys and



           14     any new nest established prior to the start of



           15     construction.



           16          Second, no primary project component shall be



           17     sited within two miles of a documented nest unless one



           18     of two -- one of two criteria is shown to be met:



           19     Either the nesting site, meaning the structure, like a



           20     tree or a cliff face that the nest was built on rather



           21     than the nest itself, is no longer available or the



           22     foraging habitat within the two-mile buffer around that



           23     nest is no longer viable to support the species.



           24          If a nesting site needs either of these two



           25     criteria, the siting of primary project components
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            1     between 0.6 and two miles of that nesting site is



            2     allowed.  However, the certificate holder must develop,



            3     in consultation with the PTAG, a ferruginous hawk



            4     mitigation and management plan for approval by EFSEC



            5     that would apply to the placement of primary



            6     infrastructure in that 0.6- to 2-mile buffer area.



            7          One caveat to this measure is that the east BESS



            8     is specifically exempted.  This was done because the



            9     east BESS is planned to be colocated with the east



           10     substation, which, as a secondary component to the



           11     project, is not subject to the exclusion buffers from



           12     Species-5.



           13          Since relocating the east BESS away from that



           14     substation would only result in an increase in



           15     environmental impacts with no mitigative effect, it has



           16     been exempted from Species-5 so long as it remains



           17     colocated with the east substation.



           18          The final critical element of Species-5 is the use



           19     of a preoperation technical advisory group, or PTAG, to



           20     provide EFSEC with technical support in administering



           21     this measure.  I will cover the PTAG in more detail in



           22     the next slide, but I want to make it clear that they



           23     are a purely advisory group that was developed to



           24     assist EFSEC in effectively and efficiently managing



           25     this and several other mitigation measures.
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            1          So the PTAG was established as part of the



            2     Habitat-4 mitigation measure included within the site



            3     certification agreement, or SCA.  As I noted, this is a



            4     purely advisory body and was put together to serve as a



            5     technical sounding board for a variety of mitigation



            6     measures included within the SCA, including in this



            7     case Species-5.



            8          The purpose of this group is to collect informed



            9     guidance from a selection of technical experts so that



           10     EFSEC could make informed and efficient regulatory



           11     determinations.  The PTAG has no regulatory authority



           12     on its own.  The membership of this group is composed



           13     of 13 primary members, several alternatives, and two



           14     observers, one of which was me in my role as a SEPA



           15     specialist for EFSEC.



           16          The membership drew from a variety of groups with



           17     technical expertise on the relevant environmental



           18     resources.  These groups included state and federal



           19     resource agencies, several affected tribes, regional



           20     organizations like the Audubon Society, Benton County,



           21     independent contracted ecologists, and a local



           22     landowner.



           23          Between February and May of 2025, this group



           24     convened for eight three-hour biweekly virtual meetings



           25     and one all-day in-person meeting and site tour.
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            1     During this period, these meetings primarily focused on



            2     analyzing ferruginous hawk nests and habitat mapping



            3     data, developing standardized tools to make



            4     determinations on nesting site availability and



            5     foraging habitat viability, and developing



            6     recommendations on the application of Species-5 to



            7     provide to EFSEC.



            8          There was a particular emphasis on seeking



            9     consensus from the PTAG membership.  This effort was



           10     largely successful, as you will see when we start



           11     discussing the ferruginous hawk nests.  The PTAG was



           12     able to reach consensus recommendation on 40 of the 45



           13     nests considered.



           14          So the PTAG meetings and discussions resulted in



           15     the production of three primary types of documents for



           16     the Council's consideration.  The first are the



           17     presentations that were shown at the various PTAG



           18     meetings and the minutes of those meetings.  These are



           19     largely self-explanatory and represent the exact record



           20     of the figures and data shown and discussed by the PTAG



           21     in their -- in their deliberations.



           22          The second document is the facilitator report.



           23     This is a report from the independent facilitator who



           24     organized the PTAG meetings.  This report was developed



           25     by the facilitator and was provided to the PTAG members
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            1     for review and edits prior to its distribution to



            2     EFSEC.



            3          The report is intended to provide an objective



            4     summary of the deliberations, findings, and



            5     recommendations of the PTAG.  It reflects both -- both



            6     scenarios where the PTAG membership reached a consensus



            7     view and scenarios where there was a diversity of



            8     opinion among the membership.  The report seeks to



            9     provide context to those areas of disagreement and



           10     directly references the PTAG meeting minutes where



           11     appropriate so that Council members can see the



           12     discussions verbatim.



           13          The final document provided as part of this



           14     package is the certificate holder recommendation.



           15     Certificate holder recommendation as to which



           16     documented hawk nest locations EFSEC should determine



           17     to require or not to require a 0.6- to two-mile setback



           18     for primary infrastructure.  This is a document



           19     produced by the certificate holder following their



           20     review of the PTAG's discussions and recommendations.



           21          45 total nest locations were evaluated by the PTAG



           22     under the SCA Species-5 criteria.  The evaluation of



           23     five of these nests resulted in some of the PTAG



           24     members providing an opinion that a 0.6- to two-mile



           25     setback must be observed.  The certificate holder's
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            1     recommendation agrees that a 0.6- to two-mile buffer



            2     must be observed with respect to one of those five



            3     nests.  But with respect to the remaining four nests in



            4     contention, the certificate holder recommendation



            5     proposes a determination that the primary



            6     infrastructure should be -- that primary infrastructure



            7     should be allowed within that buffer.



            8          The certificate holder's recommendation on these



            9     four nests asks the Council to balance what it asserts



           10     to be the minimal impacts to the ferruginous hawk



           11     against the considerable impacts to the project's



           12     design and output if the full 0.6- to two-mile setbacks



           13     were to be required for these nests.



           14          Now, before we move on to the background



           15     information -- move on from the background information



           16     and into the discussion of specific nests and



           17     recommendations, I want to take a moment to remind the



           18     Council of the confidential nature of the information



           19     we'll be discussing.



           20          The location data for the ferruginous hawk nests



           21     is largely drawn from the Washington Fish and



           22     Wildlife -- Washington Department of Fish and



           23     Wildlife's priority habitat and species database, which



           24     is confidential.  A few of these nests were



           25     independently identified by the certificate holder in
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            1     their surveys.  All of these nest location data,



            2     regardless, are highly sensitive, and given the



            3     nature -- the status of the species as endangered



            4     within the state.



            5          Both this meeting and this presentation is



            6     available to the public and will be recorded for future



            7     reference.  As such, staff would request that the



            8     Council members be as circumspect as possible in their



            9     discussion of the nests and their relation to nearby



           10     geographic or project features.



           11          There is some leeway when necessary.  For example,



           12     there is some nest buffer interaction with the east



           13     solar array that we will need to address.  For that



           14     case, just try to state as little location information



           15     as practical.  For instance, there shouldn't be a need



           16     to state what direction the nest is or the exact



           17     distance it is from the array.



           18          The Council has been provided several figures



           19     showing the nest locations specifically and how their



           20     various buffers interact with the project components.



           21     Those figures will not be displayed in this



           22     presentation, but I will try to display figures showing



           23     the general region of discussion so that observers can



           24     get a sense of the areas.



           25          Additionally, the Council figures include names
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            1     for the nests that we will be discussing.  As these



            2     names are generally related to the geographic features



            3     around the nests, the Council has been provided a -- a



            4     Word document for this discussion where, for example,



            5     something labeled as the Smith Road nest in the Council



            6     figures would instead be identified a "Nest G" in



            7     discussion.  For all the nests that we'll be



            8     discussing, they have been assigned a letter in that



            9     Word document, and we would request that those nests



           10     only be referred to by that letter designation.



           11          Okay.  Now that we've covered all of that, we can



           12     proceed into the discussion of the PTAG's nest buffer



           13     recommendations.



           14          First, to address the figure being shown on the



           15     screen right now, this is a figure with no confidential



           16     data being displayed and is primarily included as a



           17     placeholder for viewers of this presentation to look at



           18     while I walk through the Council -- while I walk the



           19     Council through several figures that do, in fact,



           20     contain confidential data.  These confidential figures



           21     have been included within the Council packet.



           22          So if the Council members can bring up Figure 1



           23     from the Council packet.  They should have also



           24     received these at -- directly via e-mail yesterday.  I



           25     can make an effort to explain what you'll be looking
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            1     at.



            2          So, first, the steel blue shaded circles, which



            3     are also being shown on the nonconfidential map up on



            4     the screen right now, represent exclusion areas that



            5     are unrelated to Species-5.  These include



            6     nonparticipating residences, which have a half-mile



            7     setback, Webber Canyon, which has a one-mile setback to



            8     address traditional cultural property impacts, and



            9     areas of historic wildfires along the steep naturally



           10     vegetated slopes near Benton City, which have a



           11     quarter-mile setback to avoid interference with aerial



           12     firefighting.



           13          The small gray circles on the Council's Figure 1



           14     represent the 0.6-mile buffers around documented



           15     ferruginous hawk nests.  The large gray circle around



           16     Nest A is a unique scenario that I'll address in a



           17     moment.  Please refer to the cheat sheet that was



           18     provided in your Council packet to see what Nest A is



           19     labeled as in your figure.



           20          So the small gray circles and all of the steel



           21     blue circles combined represent areas of exclusion that



           22     are either required by the terms of the SCA, or in the



           23     case of Nest A, an area where the certificate holder is



           24     not proposing to place any primary infrastructure.



           25     Therefore, these areas are not subject to any Council
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            1     decision at this point.



            2          The green circles represent the two-mile buffers



            3     around documented ferruginous hawk nests where the PTAG



            4     unanimously recommended that primary project components



            5     could be allowed.  In total, 39 nests received this



            6     recommendation from the PTAG.  For one of those 39



            7     nests, the nesting site was determined to no longer be



            8     available.  For the other 38, the foraging habitat



            9     within two miles of the nesting site was determined to



           10     not be viable for the species due to development and



           11     habitat conversion in those areas.



           12          As unavailable -- as unavailability of a nest site



           13     or lack of viable foraging habitat are the two -- two



           14     criteria that, if met, would allow placement of primary



           15     infrastructure between 0.6 and two miles of the



           16     documented nest location, the PTAG agreed that primary



           17     components could be sited within that buffer for these



           18     nests provided the certificate holder produces an



           19     approved species-specific mitigation and management



           20     plan.



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Hey, Sean.



           22                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.



           23                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Greene.  I



           24     believe Council Young has a question, but also there



           25     may be an issue of what is appearing on the screen or
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            1     not.



            2                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.



            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  But, Council Young,



            4     maybe if you want to jump in.



            5                        MR. YOUNG:  Sure.



            6          I'm looking at the materials that were sent to us.



            7     If a green circle and a gray circle overlap, which of



            8     those two classifications takes precedence?



            9                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  That's a good



           10     question.  The gray circles and the steel blue circles



           11     take precedence.  So those are areas of absolute



           12     exclusion.  There is no scenario where primary project



           13     components could be sited in those locations.  So those



           14     take --



           15                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.



           16                        MR. GREENE:  -- precedence over the



           17     green.



           18                        MR. YOUNG:  So only -- if a gray



           19     circle is overlapped by a green circle, only those



           20     portions of the green circle that are outside the gray



           21     circle would be in effect?



           22                        MR. GREENE:  Yes, that's correct.



           23     Only the areas of the green circles outside of the gray



           24     and steel blue would, per -- would have received a



           25     recommendation from the PTAG that primary project
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            1     components be allowed.



            2                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thank you.



            3                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.



            4          And, Chair Beckett, you had some question about



            5     what was being displayed on the screen right now?



            6                        CHAIR BECKETT:  No.  I think we can



            7     dispense --



            8                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.



            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- with that.  Thank



           10     you for checking.



           11                        MR. GREENE:  For sure.



           12          Okay.  So to continue, the pink circles around



           13     Nests B, C, D, E, and F represent the two-mile buffers



           14     around those nests where the PTAG -- PTAG membership



           15     did not arrive at a consensus recommendation.  In other



           16     words, some of the PTAG members recommended a Council



           17     determination that nesting sites are available and the



           18     foraging habitat is viable and therefore the two-mile



           19     buffer be applied, and some recognized a Council



           20     determina- -- or recommended a Council determination



           21     that the foraging habitat is not viable for species and



           22     therefore only the 0.6-mile buffer be retained.  It may



           23     look like only four nests are represented by those pink



           24     circles, but Nests E and F are essentially located in



           25     the same location, so their circles heavily overlap.
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            1          All five of these nesting sites were determined to



            2     still be available by all members of the PTAG, but



            3     there was disagreement on whether the foraging habitat



            4     within two miles was viable or whether the future



            5     anticipated land-use changes in the area and the



            6     infrequency of ferruginous hawk presence indicated that



            7     the foraging habitat is not viable.



            8          One of these nests, Nest B, represents a new nest



            9     that was identified by the certificate holder in their



           10     regular report nest surveys in the middle of a series



           11     of PTAG meetings.  This newly constructed nest had not



           12     previously been recorded in any database and was



           13     occupied by a nesting pair of ferruginous hawks who



           14     were, in fact, successful in fledging young this past



           15     nesting season.



           16          Now, regarding Nest A, the PTAG believed that, as



           17     written, Species-5 would allow for a segmented buffer



           18     so long as it held to the 0.6- or two-mile options from



           19     the mitigation measure.  As a result, the PTAG's



           20     recommendation was that the application of a two-mile



           21     buffer for the northeast, northwest, and southwest



           22     quadrants around this nest and a 0.6-mile buffer in the



           23     southeast quadrant around this -- around the nest was



           24     viable.  This was seen as a way of protecting areas of



           25     viable habitat around this nest -- which is mostly
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            1     present to the east, west, and north of the nest --



            2     without unnecessary detriment to the project.



            3          Subsequent to receiving the PTAG's recommendation,



            4     EFSEC staff received guidance from our legal counsel



            5     and senior staff that Species-5 as written only allows



            6     for either a full 0.6 two -- pardon me -- either a full



            7     0.6-mile buffer or a full two-mile buffer, depending on



            8     the previously listed criteria.  Any form of



            9     intermediate buffer would require an SCA amendment,



           10     which is an option the certificate holder is not



           11     pursuing at this time due to time and cost concerns.



           12          Regardless, EFSEC staff also received an opinion



           13     from our legal counsel that, because Species-5 is



           14     written so as to only apply to primary project



           15     components that are proposed within two miles of a



           16     documented ferruginous hawk nest and the SCA does not



           17     authorize the siting of primary project components



           18     within two miles of Nest A, there is no decision to be



           19     made by EFSEC with regards to the application of



           20     Species-5 to this nest.  As a result, EFSEC staff is



           21     recommending that no decision be made on whether Nest A



           22     should receive a full -- a full two-mile buffer or not.



           23          So I know this is a lot of information and the



           24     Council's figure is pretty busy visually, so I want to



           25     pause here to see if there are any questions that I can
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            1     answer before I go through the remaining figures.



            2          As a summary, the small gray circles and steel



            3     blue circles are areas where primary components will



            4     not be allowed under any circumstance.  The green areas



            5     are where the components are subject to Species-5 but



            6     all PTAG members are of the opinion that at least one



            7     of the criteria is met to allow primary infrastructure.



            8     And the pink are areas where the components are subject



            9     to Species-5 but some -- and some but not all of the



           10     PTAG members were of the opinion that some or all --



           11     that -- of -- pardon me -- that -- where some or all --



           12     okay.  Some of the PTAG members were of the opinion



           13     that the full two-mile setback must be required because



           14     the nest sites are available and foraging habitat is



           15     viable.



           16          Okay.  Council Member Young.



           17                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, again, summarizing



           18     the information that -- that you've presented and what



           19     we've received previously, am I correct in concluding



           20     that Nest B is the only active ferruginous hawk nest



           21     within the project area?



           22                        MR. GREENE:  That is correct.



           23                        MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.



           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Are there other



           25     questions of the presentation?  We can certainly take
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            1     comment or discussion as well, but let me see if we can



            2     delineate on questions first.



            3          Council Pamplin.



            4                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair.



            5          Mr. Greene, appreciate the context that you're



            6     providing here as we look at these figures.



            7          Considering that it sounds like the group had



            8     consensus around what to do with 39 of the sites but



            9     there is still five or six that are more challenging --



           10     and I haven't played with this at all here, but is



           11     there -- is there a way to push some of the primary



           12     components outside of those sites?  Or, I mean, it's a



           13     77,000-acre spot here.  So what does that do as far as



           14     reconfiguration, or is the -- is the project proponent,



           15     you know, really married to that particular



           16     configuration?



           17                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, so -- thanks for



           18     the question.  The -- the site certificate holder is



           19     fully aware that there will be a substantial project



           20     redesign to accommodate exclusion measures either both



           21     from Species-5 and the other ones that were mentioned



           22     before.  And they are in the process of working through



           23     those engineering redesigns now.



           24          They have some more specific concerns associated



           25     with the application of Species-5, both specific to the
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            1     location of some of the nests in contention and also



            2     large concerns for the -- the total production capacity



            3     of the project just because of how much of the project



            4     would be affected by these -- these full two-mile



            5     exclusion areas of these five nests.



            6          And -- and I know I mentioned 39 and the 40 number



            7     for the nests.  The PTAG came to a consensus on 40 of



            8     the nests of the 45 nests in consideration.  I said 39



            9     before because Nest A, the PTAG did come into a



           10     consensus viewpoint, but it was a viewpoint that EFSEC



           11     subsequently determined to not be a viable option for



           12     the application of Species-5.



           13          So it is the five nests that are located in the --



           14     the center of the project area that you're looking at



           15     that are the ones where there's still an open question



           16     about how the Council wants to apply Species-5 or how



           17     the Council has determined that Species-5 should be



           18     most accurately applied.



           19                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.



           20                        MR. GREENE:  Yes, Council Member



           21     Young.



           22                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Young.



           23                        MR. YOUNG:  Is there historical



           24     information on what years Nests B, C, D, E, and F were



           25     active?
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            1                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  I know that those



            2     are in the -- the studies that the applicant provide --



            3     or pardon me -- the certificate holder provided when



            4     the FEIS was being complete and the SCA was being



            5     drafted.  They might also be included in -- in some of



            6     the PTAG documents that were submitted, but I'm not



            7     sure on that front.



            8          I can say, prior to Nest B being occupied this



            9     past nesting season, it had been several years -- I



           10     don't -- I don't want to say the exact number, because



           11     I'm not sure.  But it had been several years before any



           12     active ferruginous hawk nest had been identified within



           13     the entire project area.  And I think, on average,



           14     they're seeing a single nesting pair of ferruginous



           15     hawks active in this area every three to five years at



           16     this point.



           17                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  If I wanted to



           18     look at that historical information, what document



           19     should I go back and look at?



           20                        MR. GREENE:  I can look it up after



           21     this presentation --



           22                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah.



           23                        MR. GREENE:  -- and let you know via



           24     e-mail --



           25                        MR. YOUNG:  Thanks.
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            1                        MR. GREENE:  -- if that works for



            2     you.



            3                        MR. YOUNG:  That's perfect.  Thank



            4     you.



            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Are there other



            6     questions or comments at this point from Council?



            7          I see none at the moment.



            8          Let me double-check with you, Mr. Greene.  Did you



            9     have other -- any other details or further context you



           10     wanted to share based on the questions beyond what you



           11     already have?



           12                        MR. GREENE:  No.  I think that's it



           13     for Figure 1.  And if there are no more questions, I



           14     can move -- move on to Figure 2 and discuss the



           15     specifics of that one.



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Let's proceed, then.



           17     Yes.  Thank you.



           18                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So moving on to



           19     Figure 2.  Council should have access to that in the



           20     same location that they received Figure 1.  This is



           21     similar to Figure 1 that we just looked at but



           22     represents what the exclusion areas would look like if



           23     EFSEC were to implement the most restrictive nest



           24     buffer recommendations proposed by some members of the



           25     PTAG.
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            1          As you can see, Nests A, B, C, D, E, and F would



            2     receive a two-mile setback in this scenario.  Though,



            3     again, staff is not recommending that EFSEC make a



            4     decision on Nest A.



            5          Are there any questions specific to this figure?



            6          Okay.  I see none.



            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I see none,



            8     Mr. Greene.



            9                        MR. GREENE:  This was largely a



           10     recap of the first figure as well, so we can move on to



           11     Figure 3 now, if the Council is ready.



           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Pamplin does



           13     have a comment --



           14                        MR. GREENE:  Oh.  Please.



           15                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- or question.



           16                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, so on



           17     the -- Mr. Greene, on the image that you have displayed



           18     for everyone --



           19                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.



           20                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- and in the -- in



           21     the Spec-5 requirements here, there is the exemption



           22     for the east BESS.  Could you comment about that,



           23     please, as it relates to the nest discussion here.



           24                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.



           25          So the east BESS is, explicitly in the language of





                                                                       46

�







            1     Species-5, exempted from all of Species-5.  I mentioned



            2     in a previous slide that the proposed location of the



            3     east BESS is colocated with the east substation that



            4     the applicant -- or the certificate holder intends to



            5     develop there.



            6          For the purpose of Species-5, the -- the Council



            7     at the time of the SCA determined that it should only



            8     be applied to primary project components, so wind



            9     turbines, solar arrays, and BESSes.  Since the east



           10     substation would not -- or would not be subject to



           11     Species-5 and the east BESS was colocated with that



           12     substation, there would be no additional environmental



           13     impacts associated with locating the BESS there.



           14          There was some discussion about what would



           15     occur if the east BESS was subject to Species-5.  It



           16     would have to be located elsewhere, then -- the east



           17     substation -- which would increase environmental



           18     impacts but have no associated mitigative effect, and



           19     it was determined by staff that there would be no



           20     benefit to that, so it was explicitly exempted so long



           21     as it remains colocated with the east substation.  And



           22     for the purposes of applying Species-5 here, it remains



           23     exempted.



           24                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Greene.



           25     Just as a quick follow-up, then.
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            1          So the PTAG's discussions did not, like, revisit



            2     the BESS 5 exemption, then, when I'm looking at



            3     Figure 2 that you e-mailed us.



            4                        MR. GREENE:  Correct.  The east BESS



            5     would -- would be allowed to be sited in that location



            6     regardless of the application of Species-5 to other



            7     primary -- primary project components.



            8                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.  Thanks for



            9     taking another lap around the track for me on that one.



           10                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah.



           11                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Appreciate it.



           12                        MR. GREENE:  No worries.



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Young, I



           14     believe you have your hand up.



           15                        MR. YOUNG:  Sure.



           16          Do you have any more specific information of,



           17     within that east solar area, exactly where the BESS is



           18     going to be located?



           19          You're saying it would be colocated with the



           20     substation.  Does that mean it's immediately adjacent



           21     to the substation or just some -- someplace within that



           22     east solar area?



           23                        MR. GREENE:  Yeah, so it is



           24     immediately adjacent to the substation.  It -- it can't



           25     be moved outside if it were to be suggested to be
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            1     located elsewhere within that solar siting area.  That



            2     would not meet its criteria for exemption from



            3     Species-5, and it would -- it would fall under the



            4     application of Species-5 again.



            5                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  So we're kind of



            6     looking at sort of a big red dot on the map for the --



            7                        MR. GREENE:  Correct.



            8                        MR. YOUNG:  -- the substation.



            9          With respect to that, where would the -- where



           10     would the BESS show up, and how big would it be



           11     compared to that red dot?



           12                        MR. GREENE:  I don't have the



           13     acreage of that BESS available, but it would be



           14     relatively small.  And it would be right next to the



           15     substation, so it would be essentially part of that



           16     same red dot.



           17                        MR. YOUNG:  Okay.  Thank you.



           18                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.



           19                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see other



           20     hands, Mr. Greene.  So I don't know if you have other



           21     slides you wanted to move to.



           22                        MR. GREENE:  Not more slides, but



           23     more discussion on the figures that Council has



           24     available.



           25          So we can proceed to Council Figure 3 now.
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            1          Figure 3 is the first of several certificate



            2     holder recommendations that represent their attempt to



            3     balance the findings of the PTAG with the financial and



            4     engineering needs of the project.



            5          For Nests A, C, D, E, and F, the certificate



            6     holder has recommended that primary project components



            7     be allowed within 0.6 to two miles of the -- of the



            8     nests.  They have also proposed additional restrictions



            9     as part of the hawk mitigation and management plan for



           10     some of these nests that I will cover in our discussion



           11     of the next figure.



           12          For Nest B, which as a reminder was the nest that



           13     was active and successfully fledged young this past



           14     nesting season, the certificate holder has recommended



           15     a full two-mile buffer commensurate with the most --



           16     more conservative opinions from PTAG membership.



           17          The certificate holder's rationale for these



           18     recommendations was largely based on their



           19     determination that the foraging habitat surrounding



           20     these five nests is not viable for the species, noting



           21     that prior to Nest B, there had only been one active



           22     ferruginous hawk nest within the area in the previous



           23     five-year span.  The certificate holder argues that the



           24     factors that have contributed to the decline of nesting



           25     activity in this region, including land conversion to
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            1     agricultural and urban and residential development



            2     pressure, have not been addressed by conservation



            3     actions in the area, and the area will only continue to



            4     grow less suitable for this species.



            5          The certificate holder has stated that applying



            6     the larger buffers would reduce the project's



            7     generating capacity by approximately 348 megawatts, or



            8     about 33 percent of the nameplate generating capacity,



            9     and restricting the project to the extent envisioned by



           10     the PTAG members from WDFW, U.S. Fish and Wildlife, the



           11     Yakama Nation, the Lower Columbia Basin Audubon



           12     Society, the Umatilla, and others, would represent a



           13     severe curtailment of the project's renewable energy



           14     production for the purpose of protecting historic,



           15     largely unsuitable habitat for a species that only



           16     nests in the region every few years.



           17          Further information supporting the certificate



           18     holder's recommendation can be found in their



           19     certificate holder recommendation document, which is



           20     uploaded to the Council SharePoint, and -- or rather



           21     might be on the Council SharePoint.  If not, it will be



           22     uploaded by the end of today.



           23          Are there any figures regarding -- or any



           24     questions regarding this figure before I move on to the



           25     next figure?
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            1                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I do not see any



            2     hands raised, Mr. Greene.



            3                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So moving on,



            4     then.



            5          As I mentioned in the discussion of the last



            6     figure, the certificate holder has proposed some



            7     additional restrictions on their recommendations that



            8     would be codified in the hawk mitigation and management



            9     plan.  For -- sorry.  We've moved on to the next figure



           10     now, I should point out.



           11          For Nest A, the certificate holder recommends a



           12     determination that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer is



           13     required but would nonetheless voluntarily exclude the



           14     siting of any primary project components in the



           15     northeast, northwest, or southwest quadrants of the



           16     0.6- to two-mile buffer represented in this figure by



           17     the bright blue circles.



           18          This would result in an exclusion area that



           19     matches the consensus recommendation of the PTAG in



           20     Figure 1 but would not require an SCA amendment.



           21          For Nest C, the certificate holder proposes a



           22     determination that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer is



           23     required but would similarly voluntarily exclude



           24     primary project components in the northern half of the



           25     0.6- to two-mile buffer as shown with the bright blue
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            1     voluntary exclusion area.



            2          Finally, for Nests E and F, the certificate holder



            3     would propose a voluntary exclusion area for all areas



            4     within the 0.6- to two-mile buffer other than those



            5     that overlap with the two-mile buffer of Nest D.  No



            6     voluntary exclusion areas are proposed for Nest D, and



            7     the certificate holder still recommends a determination



            8     that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer be required for that



            9     nest.



           10          This figure represents the certificate holder's



           11     preferred application of Species-5, as they believe



           12     that it best represents the balance of the



           13     environmental needs of the ferruginous hawk with the



           14     financial and engineering needs of the project.



           15          If this layout is not approved by the Council,



           16     however, the certificate holder has prepared a less



           17     preferred option with some additional restrictions that



           18     I'll cover in our final recommendation figure,



           19     Figure 5.



           20          Before that, are there any questions specific to



           21     this figure, Figure 4?



           22                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I do not see any



           23     hands raised, Mr. Greene.



           24                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.



           25                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Proceed.
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            1                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So to reiterate,



            2     certificate holder's preferred recommendation was that



            3     represented in Figure 4.  If that were not to be



            4     approved by EFSEC, however, the certificate holder has



            5     proposed an additional restriction specific to Nest D,



            6     shown here in Figure 5.



            7          The yellow and purple hashed area around Nest D is



            8     the 0.6- to two-mile buffer area.  The certificate



            9     holders's alternate proposal would be a determination



           10     that no 0.6- to two-mile buffer be required for this



           11     nest but that a commitment from the certificate holder



           12     that they -- that would be codified in their hawk



           13     nest -- hawk mitigation and management plan to not site



           14     any wind turbines within the 0.6- to two-mile buffer



           15     would be sufficient.  This proposal would still allow



           16     for the siting of solar arrays within the 0.6- to



           17     two-mile buffer.



           18          And this is where we have to touch on some



           19     intentionally obfuscated location information.



           20     Nest D's 0.6- to two-mile buffer area would include



           21     potential restrictions to the east solar array.  The



           22     certificate holder has stated that the development of



           23     the east solar array is critical to the project for



           24     both financial and site design reasons.  As noted in



           25     the figure, the BPA substation and east BESS are not
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            1     subject to Species-5.



            2          For economy-of-scale reasons, a sizable portion of



            3     the power generation from this project is designed to



            4     enter the grid through the east BPA substation while



            5     the remainder enters the grid through the BPA



            6     substation located in the western extreme of the



            7     project area.



            8          The certificate holder has stated that the east



            9     solar array is responsible for approximately 100



           10     megawatts of this portion.  And in order for the



           11     project to replace the lost input from the east -- into



           12     the east substation, extensive collector lines would



           13     need to be run from turbines in the western part of the



           14     project area to the east substation.



           15          The certificate holder argues that the east solar



           16     array, which will be sited exclusively on agricultural



           17     lands, would be less impactful to ferruginous hawks



           18     than the lengthy overhead collection lines that would



           19     need to be constructed to replace the lost production.



           20     Further discussion of this proposal can be found in the



           21     certificate holder's recommendation document.



           22          So a few notes on this proposal.  The final



           23     environmental impact statement did identify that there



           24     are different types and magnitudes of environmental



           25     impacts between wind and solar energy development but
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            1     made the decision to include both types of components



            2     in the initial version of Species-5.



            3          As Species-5 went through further development as



            4     part of Council deliberations, the Council was



            5     specifically prompted by staff as to whether the



            6     updated version of Species-5 should apply to wind



            7     turbines only or to all primary project components.



            8     The Council at that time made the decision to apply it



            9     to all primary project components in recognition that



           10     they all could have substantial, if different, impacts



           11     on the ferruginous hawk.



           12          Additionally, formalizing any of the certificate



           13     holder's recommendations that include a voluntary



           14     exclusion area or the solar-only option for Nest D



           15     would require a determination from EFSEC that either



           16     the nesting sites are no longer available, which no one



           17     is asserting to be the case, or that the foraging



           18     habitat within two miles of that nest is not viable.



           19     Without such a determination, a full unmodified



           20     two-mile buffer is required per the language of



           21     Species-5.



           22          Are there any questions on this figure?



           23                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Greene, I do not



           24     see any hands raised.



           25                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.  So I can move on
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            1     to the final figure that we'll be discussing, and that



            2     is Figure 6.



            3          Figure 6 is a land cover map showing several types



            4     of native land cover.  This is a pretty large map, so



            5     the PDF may take a moment to load, and I would



            6     recommend that you zoom in to look at areas of interest



            7     in more detail.



            8          The native land covers identified in this map are



            9     not intended to represent the only areas of ferruginous



           10     hawk habitat, as that species will use agricultural



           11     lands as marginal habitat.  The native land covers are,



           12     however, areas of inherently higher-quality habitat for



           13     ferruginous hawks than other land covers in the area.



           14          Ferruginous hawks primarily predate on small



           15     mammals and reptiles like ground squirrels, pocket



           16     gophers, and snakes, which are generally found in



           17     higher densities in the types of native land covers



           18     displayed on this map.



           19          This map does not include any recommendations but



           20     is meant as a tool for the Council to get a general



           21     idea of where higher-quality ferruginous hawk habitat



           22     is present and where that habitat is constrained.  And



           23     this data feeds into the determination of habitat



           24     viability that is one of the two determining factors



           25     for whether nests should or should not receive a 0.6-
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            1     to two-mile buffer.



            2          Are there any questions on this figure?



            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I do not see any



            4     hands, Mr. Greene.



            5                        MR. GREENE:  All right.  With that,



            6     staff believes it would be beneficial for the Council



            7     to deliberate on the various recommendations before



            8     them.  Staff is available to answer any questions that



            9     you may have, and it is our intent to develop a formal



           10     decision document based on today's discussion that will



           11     provide the certificate holder with EFSEC's



           12     determination on the application of Species-5 to



           13     primary project components.



           14          Staff is expecting to develop this document



           15     subsequent to this meeting and will publish it for



           16     public comment with the expectation that the Council



           17     may vote on whether to formalize the decision document



           18     at the Council's regularly scheduled September 17th,



           19     2025, meeting.



           20                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,



           21     Mr. Greene.



           22          Council Young.



           23                        MR. YOUNG:  I'd like to thank you



           24     for your presentation.  The graphics are excellent, and



           25     your explanation has been very clear.  Thank you.
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            1                        MR. GREENE:  Thank you.



            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council



            3     Young.



            4          Council members, are there comments, questions, or



            5     any discussion that you wish to have amongst



            6     yourselves?  In our public forum, just to be clear,



            7     but...



            8          Okay.  Mr. Greene, I see no other hands.  And we



            9     thank you for the very fine update, as Council Young



           10     articulated.



           11          Last call for any further hands or items.



           12          Council Pamplin.



           13                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.  Thanks,



           14     Mr. Chair.



           15          So, Mr. Greene, I mean, there's -- there's quite a



           16     few places it sounds like your -- your memo back to



           17     EFSEC could go.  And my understanding is you're looking



           18     for us right now for -- for -- to kind of talk through



           19     some of the preliminary figures that you've described



           20     to kind of telegraph perhaps where you should go as far



           21     as writing up a memo.  Is that correct?  'Cause I



           22     just -- I feel like there's still some work to be done



           23     here by the Council, but I want to make sure I



           24     understand your request.



           25                        MR. GREENE:  Yes, that's correct.
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            1     For -- for the six nests in particular where there is



            2     some level of disagreement by the PTAG, staff is hoping



            3     that the Council will give staff an indication of what



            4     the Council believes is the appropriate application of



            5     Species-5 to those nests.



            6          Again, the -- for Nest A, staff is recommending



            7     that the Council does not take any action.  But for



            8     Nests B, C, D, E, and F -- I think that's all of



            9     them -- staff would appreciate it if the Council had



           10     some discussion on those topics that staff could



           11     formalize into that document.



           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  So, I guess, as a



           13     facilitation comment and question, because I think



           14     Mr. Greene acknowledged earlier there's -- there's a



           15     lot of graphics, a lot of information that -- which is



           16     on screen and that which is appropriately before you



           17     confidentially.



           18          Are you -- I guess if you have further questions



           19     as you digest all of that, I think certainly the staff



           20     are available to receive your questions and, you know,



           21     work with you individually to -- to help answer those.



           22     Obviously if there's general questions or, I think,



           23     feedback you have in the moment here that is feasible,



           24     then staff would welcome that.



           25          If ultimately -- as chair, I would say, if you
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            1     feel you need to digest this more and, you know, have a



            2     further discussion, I think that's part of the ultimate



            3     plan here as well currently and for September.  But,



            4     you know, ultimately we would want to hear your



            5     feedback and reflect how you want to proceed in terms



            6     of pace.  So hope that makes sense.



            7          I know, Council Pamplin, since you were up last,



            8     still on screen, if you have any -- you and Council



            9     Young have been understandably active on this topic



           10     today, so I might look to you two if there were other



           11     discussion points you thought or at least a flag that



           12     were on your minds, again, just so that it can be



           13     transparent and that staff would have better guidance,



           14     I think, as to --



           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Well, thanks --



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- what things to



           17     do.



           18                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- Mr. Chair.  I



           19     appreciate -- and I don't mean to dominate and use all



           20     my questions here, but I do appreciate the opportunity



           21     to visit here publicly with everybody and with



           22     Mr. Greene.



           23          Mr. Greene, on Figure 5 -- and part of my -- my



           24     challenge here is I am -- I am color-blind, and so



           25     I'm --
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            1                        MR. GREENE:  Ah.



            2                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- trying to interpret



            3     the circles, and so your verbal description was very



            4     helpful for me.  And then using the decoder ring here.



            5     So the northern part of Nest C is -- under Figure 5



            6     would not have the siting of primary components; is



            7     that correct?  And the components in Nest D would be



            8     solar.  Am I interpreting that correctly?



            9                        MR. GREENE:  Sorry.  I'm trying to



           10     do this mostly through my head because I don't want to



           11     inadvertently show one of the PDFs while I'm sharing my



           12     screen.



           13          Yes, so the -- the certificate holder's



           14     recommendation in Figure 5 is that Nest C receive -- or



           15     be determined to not contain -- or not possess viable



           16     habitat for the species within the two-mile range of



           17     that nest and therefore only receive a 0.6-mile buffer.



           18     And then applicant, in their management and mitigation



           19     plan, would voluntarily exclude siting any components



           20     in the northern half of that 0.6- to two-mile buffer



           21     area.



           22          The -- app- -- or the certificate holder's



           23     recommendation would allow for them to site components



           24     in the southern half of that 0.6- to two-mile buffer



           25     area.
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            1          And in Nest -- or sorry.  In Figure 5, the



            2     certificate holder's recommendation would be for -- for



            3     nest -- oh, goodness.  I need to pull up my decoder



            4     ring now.  Let me stop sharing my screen for a moment



            5     just in case.



            6                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Because it looks to me



            7     like it would be voluntarily proposing solar in the --



            8     the surrounding area of Nest B.



            9                        MR. GREENE:  Nest B or D?



           10                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Protecting Nest "beta"



           11     and then --



           12                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.



           13                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- solar in Nest



           14     "delta."



           15                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  So Nest



           16     "delta" -- and the recommendation outlined in Figure 5



           17     from the certificate holder would prohibit the



           18     siting -- formally would recon- -- would make a



           19     determination that there's not sufficient viable



           20     habitat for the species within two miles of that nest,



           21     and therefore it would only receive a 0.6-mile buffer.



           22          The applicant, in their management and mitigation



           23     plan, would voluntarily commit to not siting any wind



           24     turbines within the 0.6- to two-mile buffer of Nest



           25     "delta."  They, in this recommendation, would be
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            1     allowed to site solar within that 0.6- to two-mile



            2     buffer of Nest "delta."



            3                        MR. PAMPLIN:  And in your



            4     description of Figure 5, you were talking about the



            5     challenge of, you know, transferring -- and I'm using



            6     the wrong verbs here.  I apologize, Mr. Greene.  But



            7     the ability to route the energy into the substation.



            8     And so without having wind turbines there, it'd be some



            9     more work to get it over to the western BPA substation,



           10     and thus that's why the -- you know, increase the



           11     density of solar in that eastern portion of the range;



           12     is that correct?



           13                        MR. GREENE:  Yes, I believe so.  So



           14     the -- as it's design -- as the project is



           15     engineering -- design and engineering, it is up -- it



           16     is connecting to the grid via two substations:  One on



           17     the western extreme of the project area and then one in



           18     the east substation which is colocated with the east



           19     BESS.



           20          The project generally needs to split its



           21     production -- energy production between those two



           22     substations.  For the east substation, I think -- I



           23     don't remember the number.  I said it earlier.  Might



           24     have been a hundred megawatts.  I think it's a hundred



           25     megawatts.  But a substantial portion of the energy
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            1     production that was intended to enter the grid via the



            2     east substation is to be produced by the east solar



            3     array.



            4          So in order to offset the potential loss of that



            5     energy production, the certificate holder would have to



            6     run collection lines from turbines in the western part



            7     of the project area.  Overhead connector lines.  They



            8     would have to run those east across the site to connect



            9     to the east substation to continue to split the energy



           10     production between those two substations.



           11                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thank you.



           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  So I know you're



           13     digesting all this, so I don't want to rush anybody by



           14     any means in terms of other questions or just comments,



           15     discussion you wish to share.



           16          Okay.  Mr. Greene, we may be coming close here to



           17     ending this portion of the meeting.



           18          Anything else that you wanted to share upon



           19     further reflection of comments or discussion,



           20     Mr. Greene?



           21                        MR. GREENE:  Just so it -- for --



           22     for staff's clarification:  It's -- it sounded like the



           23     Council wants to take more time to consider these



           24     recommendations before providing staff guidance on a



           25     decision document?
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            1                        UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes.



            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Young.



            3                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, that -- that's



            4     correct.  I understood that you were not seeking a



            5     decision or a recommendation from the Council



            6     immediately this afternoon.



            7                        UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  That's



            8     correct.



            9                        MR. YOUNG:  I'd like to go back and



           10     more thoroughly review parts of the PTAG materials and



           11     then that -- the information on historical activity and



           12     occupancy patterns that you said you could send me an



           13     e-mail on.



           14          Or have I -- have I misunderstood?  Are you asking



           15     for a Council recommendation this afternoon?



           16                        MS. BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett, this is



           17     Sonia Bumpus, if I may respond.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Please.



           19                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you for the



           20     question, Council Member Young.



           21          So that's correct.  We are not -- we're not



           22     expecting a decision today.  We were just looking to



           23     brief the Council on what the recommendations are that



           24     came from the PTAG and also came from the certificate



           25     holder and to share with you-all how some of those,
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            1     most of them -- most of them, there was a consensus



            2     reached, but there are a few, as Mr. Greene discussed,



            3     where there are differences in the PTAG recommendations



            4     and the recommendations from the certificate holder.



            5     So what we're looking for today is -- is some



            6     direction.



            7          One thing that we could do is, recognizing that



            8     the Council are trying to digest this information, a



            9     lot of it's technical -- we -- you know, staff are here



           10     and available to help draft materials that might help



           11     the Council digest this, might help to sort of



           12     conceptualize the -- the versions -- right? -- the two,



           13     you know, sort of recommended paths.  And so I'm a



           14     little hesitant to offer that we -- that we draft, you



           15     know, sort of two versions of -- of a decision.



           16                        MR. YOUNG:  I think that would -- I



           17     think that would be premature.  And I'm not -- I mean,



           18     we've got six -- or five options that have been



           19     presented and a lot of material to go with that.  I'm



           20     not ready to try to boil that down into two draft --



           21     two draft recommendations this afternoon.



           22                        MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  And that's fine.



           23     But I'm throwing that out there because we -- you know,



           24     the staff understand that this is a lot to digest, and



           25     we're happy to, you know, do what we can in the
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            1     meantime to help -- help the Council digest this and



            2     whether it's, you know, preparing this or preparing



            3     other materials to help understand the options that are



            4     presented here.



            5                        MR. YOUNG:  I think you've done an



            6     admirable job this afternoon of presenting the options.



            7     The -- the graphics are great.  The explanation has



            8     been really good.  I'm just not sure how much further



            9     we need you to try to go on our behalf this afternoon.



           10                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, yeah,



           11     thanks --



           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Please --



           13                        MR. PAMPLIN:  -- Director Bumpus.



           14                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- Council Pamplin.



           15                        MR. PAMPLIN:  And also agreed with



           16     Council Member Young about how helpful this



           17     presentation has been.



           18          I do think, you know -- I would recommend as far



           19     as thinking about what can be provided to the Council



           20     to then tee up a decision.  And I'm wondering, Director



           21     Bumpus, if there's not a memo that just outlines some



           22     key bullets associated with each figure.  And in



           23     particular, when it gets down to, like, Figure 5 or so,



           24     there was some nuances that were -- that were provided



           25     about here are things that are -- that are being done,
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            1     and it's consistent with the -- with Spec-5, but then



            2     here's an additional provision that the -- the site



            3     certificate holder would do voluntarily and kind of



            4     what are those parameters that stays within the



            5     flexibility of us approving this as it's kind of a



            6     stand-alone decision that does not require going back



            7     and revising the -- the overall site certificate.



            8          So I just felt like there was probably some



            9     explanation there that I know I would benefit by



           10     probably seeing that written down and having it



           11     crosswalked with Spec-5, please.



           12                        MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Yes, I think --



           13     and I'll probably ask Mr. Greene for his input on this



           14     as well.  But I do think that we could put some



           15     material together to -- to basically frame up the --



           16     what the recommendation is, what it would be, what it



           17     would mean.  And it sounds like what we would be



           18     looking for is to stay within parameters that would not



           19     trigger an amendment, kind of starting there with.  And



           20     I know that, yes, I see --



           21                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Yes, please.



           22                        MS. BUMPUS:  Oh, I see Council



           23     Member Young's hand is up.



           24                        MR. YOUNG:  I would -- I would



           25     vigorously oppose that we land on that -- any
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            1     particular course of action and ask staff to draft that



            2     up.



            3                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Yeah, Council Member



            4     Young, yeah, if it sounded like that's what I was



            5     offering, absolutely not.  What I'm trying to ask is



            6     that we have bullets for each of the options that were



            7     presented and some additional context relative to what



            8     can or can't be done that could stay within not having



            9     to revise the overall site certificate.  Just so



           10     that -- so that when it does come to narrowing or



           11     making a decision, we have that as a background



           12     document.



           13                        MR. YOUNG:  So are -- thanks, Nate.



           14     And I didn't hear that so much from you.  I thought I



           15     heard a little bit of that more in what Director Bumpus



           16     said about drafting an actual recommendation.  But I'm



           17     not sure we're ready to even say that, whatever we end



           18     up doing, that it is -- that we've already decided that



           19     whatever we recommend must not result in a change to



           20     the site certification agreement.  That -- it seems



           21     like you are maybe advancing that idea as one baseline



           22     component of anything we do, is that it has to result



           23     in no modification of the SCA.



           24                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Yeah, thanks.  Thanks,



           25     Council Member Young.  I -- I guess I'm trying to
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            1     exhaust or explore options within the existing SCA



            2     first, recognizing that an amendment might be needed,



            3     but wanting to understand some of the things that



            4     Mr. Greene was presenting to us that still fell within



            5     the four corners of the site certificate agreement.



            6                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, I think getting



            7     that -- maybe that kind of stuff, like, broken down,



            8     like you're saying, coming up with some bullet points,



            9     I think that would -- that would be helpful.



           10          And maybe one thing that I'm pulling away from



           11     today is that there are certain things out of what's



           12     been moving forward with all five of these



           13     possibilities, there -- there may be something that --



           14     something in there that has to be -- cause an SCA



           15     modification, but then there are other things that



           16     could be done voluntarily in terms of the site-specific



           17     management plans that are not related to the SCA.



           18          So we -- we may be looking at a hybrid here



           19     anyway.  And to break that all down and organize it, I



           20     agree with you.  I think that would be helpful.



           21                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks.



           22                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus.



           23                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you, Chair



           24     Beckett.



           25          Yes, so I think that having heard and listened to
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            1     your -- your remarks and discussion here, I do think



            2     that staff can put something together that does that,



            3     that discusses the -- the different options, and also



            4     identifies are these things that fall within the



            5     parameters of the site certification agreement, or are



            6     they options or components of an option that do not,



            7     right?



            8          And so just putting all those out in a succinct



            9     way.  As succinct as we can -- right? -- given that it



           10     is highly technical.  But I think we can try to distill



           11     that down and indicate where those areas are.



           12                        MR. YOUNG:  Yeah, that's great.



           13     That would be helpful.



           14                        MS. BUMPUS:  Mr. Greene -- I will



           15     check with my staff here.  Mr. Greene, do we think that



           16     we can do that?  I just want to double-check with you



           17     that -- are there any other considerations to this



           18     idea?



           19                        MR. GREENE:  No, I think what



           20     Council Member Pamplin discussed about kind of a



           21     crosswalk document where we can go through each of the



           22     nests and describe the various options and how they fit



           23     or do not fit within the -- the framework of Species-5



           24     as -- as written into the site certification agreement



           25     could work.  And I think staff can have that prepared
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            1     for the next Council meeting, and the Council can go



            2     through it then and potentially come to a determination



            3     on the -- the final application of Species-5 to each of



            4     these nests.



            5                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you.  Thanks for



            6     that.  I appreciate it.



            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Anything further,



            8     Director Bumpus, before we double-check with Council?



            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  No.



           10                        MR. GREENE:  And sorry.  Just while



           11     I'm here, Council Member Young.



           12                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.  Please.



           13                        MR. GREENE:  I did confirm that



           14     the -- the history of nest activity for ferruginous



           15     hawks is present in the facilitator report within the



           16     PTAG documents, but I will -- I will send that to you



           17     directly via e-mail after this -- this meeting as well.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.



           19                        MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.



           20                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, especially



           21     any others who haven't weighed in, any further comment,



           22     including based on the discussion between Council Young



           23     and Pamplin and staff?



           24          And seeing and hearing none.  I believe we will



           25     wrap the Horse Heaven project up.
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            1                        MR. GREENE:  Sorry.  One quick



            2     question.



            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Sure.



            4                        MR. GREENE:  Council Member Pamplin,



            5     would it assist you if we try to prepare versions of



            6     the figures that don't use colors as much?



            7                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Greene.



            8     This is a lifelong challenge of interpreting species



            9     distribution maps, so thank you.  I will pull in one of



           10     my admin assistants as I did earlier this morning and



           11     ask them to help me interpret those maps.  Thank you



           12     for the outreach on that, but it's just a challenge



           13     that I have especially during a live presentation.



           14     Thank you.



           15                        MR. GREENE:  Okay.  Thank you.



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I would thank you,



           17     Council Pamplin.  I think it's also an important



           18     reminder of, you know -- many of us take things for



           19     granted that others just don't have, and so how we



           20     best, you know, reflect on that, including in our



           21     processes, I think is always healthy.  So thanks for



           22     being open about that and unto itself.



           23          Okay.  Last call for any comments or questions on



           24     Horse Heaven.



           25          All right.  Seeing none.
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            1          We will move on to Hop Hill solar, and I believe



            2     Trevin Taylor will provide the update.



            3                        MR. TAYLOR:  This is Trevin Taylor



            4     for John Barnes on -- for Hop Hill application update.



            5     Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council members.



            6          This application is pending supplemental materials



            7     concerning project enlargement.  The applicant has



            8     informed EFSEC during a biweekly meeting that they



            9     anticipate delivering this material in late fall of



           10     '25.  Once the material has been received, staff will



           11     review and determine if the submitted materials contain



           12     adequate information to issue SEPA threshold



           13     determination for the project.



           14          We continue to coordinate and review the



           15     application with our contractor, contract agencies, and



           16     tribal governments.



           17          Are there any questions?



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council, any



           19     questions on Hop Holar -- Hop Hill solar?  Excuse me.



           20          I see none, so I believe then we will move on to



           21     Wallula Gap.  And, again, Mr. Taylor, I believe you're



           22     up.



           23                        MR. TAYLOR:  Thank you again, Chair



           24     Beckett and Council members.  This is Trevin Taylor on



           25     behalf of John Barnes for the Wallula Gap application
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            1     update.



            2          On August 11, 2025, EFSEC staff met with staff



            3     from Yakama Nation to discuss the findings of



            4     traditional cultural properties study, or TCPs,



            5     conducted by the Yakama Nation.  Results of the study



            6     and meetings with the Yakama Nation are helping to



            7     recognize any SEPA mitigation measures that may be



            8     appropriate for the impacts identified.



            9          We continue to coordinate and review the



           10     application with our contracted agencies and tribal



           11     governments.



           12          Are there any questions?



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council?  I do not



           14     see any.  Okay.



           15                        MR. TAYLOR:  Okay.



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,



           17     Mr. Taylor.



           18          And we will move on to our Goldeneye BESS project.



           19     Joanne Snarski, please.



           20                        MS. SNARSKI:  Hello again.  This is



           21     Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed



           22     Goldeneye battery energy storage facility in Skagit



           23     County.



           24          Staff are continuing to work with our partnering



           25     agencies to review and seek information on the
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            1     application for site certification.  Staff are



            2     continuing to work with the Washington Department of



            3     Fish and Wildlife on clarifying issues related to the



            4     drainage ditch within the project boundary to the



            5     adjacent Hansen Creek.  As a reminder, Hansen creek is



            6     a tributary to Skagit River.



            7          I have no further updates.  But I'm available for



            8     questions.



            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you,



           10     Ms. Snarski.



           11          Any comments or questions from Council?



           12          And seeing none.  We will then move on to our



           13     transmission programmatic environmental impact



           14     statement update.  And I believe, Mr. Greene, you are



           15     back with us here on this one.



           16                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  Thank you.  This



           17     will be much more brief.



           18          So thank you, Chair Beckett and Council members.



           19     This is again Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.



           20          EFSEC staff continues to work with our consultant



           21     WSP to make edits, revisions, and refinements to the



           22     draft programmatic EIS.  This work includes a digital



           23     version of the programmatic EIS that will be hosted



           24     online titled as the e-programmatic and other



           25     associated tools intended to make the programmatic EIS
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            1     more accessible to users.  We currently anticipate



            2     publishing the final programmatic EIS on October 1st of



            3     2025.



            4          Are there any questions?



            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I guess, if I may, I



            6     would -- oh.  Please.  Council Levitt.



            7                        MR. LEVITT:  Yeah, I guess I just



            8     want to offer that I know there has been some interest



            9     from tribes for a specific transmission project along



           10     the Columbia River.  And so I know this one is more



           11     broad and general in its approach, but I guess I would



           12     offer that I think it would be worthwhile to try to



           13     involve tribal staff or representatives in getting



           14     feedback.  Because although it's general, it will



           15     eventually be applied to specific projects.



           16                        MR. GREENE:  Yes.  And so a couple



           17     points there.  We have received requests for formal



           18     consultation from the confederated tribes of the



           19     Umatilla and Yakama Nation, and we are currently



           20     working with them to try to schedule those formal



           21     consultations regarding the transmission programmatic



           22     EIS.



           23          And specifically the project that you're



           24     discussing along the Columbia River, while it is a



           25     high-voltage transmission project, it's not within the
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            1     technical scope of this programmatic, because this



            2     programmatic is -- doesn't -- it's the -- the types of



            3     impacts that are associated with that project are very



            4     site-specific and very technology-specific.  It's a



            5     type of construction that has never been used for



            6     transmission projects in this state before, at least at



            7     that scale.



            8          So the programmatic EIS does discuss that those



            9     types of projects would need an independent



           10     project-level SEPA review as they exceed the -- the



           11     technical specifications of this programmatic.



           12                        MR. LEVITT:  Thank you, Mr. Greene.



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  There any questions



           14     from Council?



           15          While I'm waiting, I'll just also note for both



           16     Council, especially certainly members of the public as



           17     well, the conversation with staff, I believe there's



           18     understandable intent to have a solid briefing on the



           19     programmatic in the October Council meeting, which I



           20     believe is October 17th, the third Wednesday.  So just



           21     a heads-up in that regard.  And appreciate the efforts



           22     there.



           23          Seeing no other hands raised.  Then we will move



           24     on to Desert Claim, I believe.  And -- oh.  Yes.



           25     Sorry.  I have an old agenda here.  What do we have
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            1     next?



            2          On to Badger.



            3                        MS. SNARSKI:  I think that's me,



            4     then.  Okay.



            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Yeah, let me just --



            6                        MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you.



            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Sorry.  Let me do a



            8     proper introduction.  I --



            9                        MS. SNARSKI:  Okay.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  -- made the mistake



           11     of not printing out a hard copy agenda in my first



           12     online meeting this morning, so apologies to the public



           13     and Council about that.



           14          So, yes, let's move to the Badger Mountain Solar



           15     project, and Joanne Snarski will provide the update.



           16                        MS. SNARSKI:  Very good.  Thank you,



           17     Chair Beckett.  For the record, this is Joanne Snarski,



           18     the siting specialist for the proposed Badger Mountain



           19     Solar facility in Douglas County.



           20          At the previous Council meeting in June, I



           21     explained that the applicant had requested all project



           22     activities continue to be placed on hold and that an



           23     extension for the application review be granted.



           24          On July 29th, Avangrid provided us with a formal



           25     request for a one-year extension, siting the factors of
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            1     site control, federal regulatory uncertainty, tax



            2     changes, and other policy-related concerns.  They also



            3     noted that due to the proposed site's location and the



            4     extensive efforts that have been taken on the project



            5     to date, they continue to consider it an asset to their



            6     portfolio.



            7          We opened the extension request for public comment



            8     between August 4th and 17th, and we received 18



            9     comments.  Comments included those from the Yakama



           10     Nation as well as the Colville Confederated Tribes,



           11     other conservation groups, and local residents.



           12          All were opposed to the project and requested



           13     denial of the extension.  The primary reasons cited



           14     were unresolved issues with traditional cultural



           15     properties, lack of site control, impacts to sensitive



           16     habitats and species, they do not support the



           17     development of solar facilities in general, extension



           18     requests are not substantive, and the site is



           19     inconsistent with the WSU no-conflict siting.



           20          As was stated at the April 16th, 2025, Council



           21     meeting, EFSEC does not require site control be



           22     demonstrated for the -- for review of the project.



           23     However, this is one item the letter from the developer



           24     indicated they are working to resolve during this



           25     pause.  This is relevant to EFSEC's review because when
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            1     the project requested the pause in 2024, staff were in



            2     the midst of developing a draft environmental impact



            3     statement.



            4          While site control is not required for review of



            5     an application, the developer will need site access to



            6     gather the remaining information needed for the SEPA



            7     review.  It is through the SEPA process and the



            8     adjudicative process that EFSEC expects to continue to



            9     receive meaningful public input should the project



           10     resume.



           11          With regards to the substantive -- substance of



           12     the extension request and how it fits into the overall



           13     EFSEC process, Revised Code of Washington 80.50.100



           14     states that the recommendations shall be made to the



           15     governor within 12 months of receipt of a complete



           16     application deemed complete by the director or such



           17     later time as is mutually agreed by the Council and the



           18     applicant.



           19          There are no terms in Revised Code of Washington



           20     or EFSEC rules as to what conditions apply to a



           21     mutually agreed upon extension.  This leaves the



           22     details of the timeline and circumstances surrounding



           23     the extension agreements at the discretion of the



           24     Council and the applicant.



           25          I understand that EFSEC's legal counsel, Jon
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            1     Thompson, is available online and may be able to expand



            2     a little bit more on these subjects, or either of us



            3     can answer additional questions you may have.



            4          That's all I have.



            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



            6          Yes, if we could hear from Counsel Thompson,



            7     please.



            8                        MR. THOMPSON:  Let me see here.



            9     There we go.



           10          Yeah, so I would just -- on this point, I guess



           11     there's been questions about, you know, what's sort of



           12     the applicable law to this kind of a request, if any,



           13     and maybe what might the considerations be from a legal



           14     standpoint.  So if you'd like, I can speak to that.



           15          As Ms. Snarski mentioned, there's the -- there's



           16     the one reference in the statute to, you know, getting



           17     a recommendation to the governor within a year or such



           18     other time as is mutually agreed to by the Council and



           19     the applicant.  I've always looked at that as a -- it's



           20     basically a directive to EFSEC to develop a



           21     recommendation within that -- within that kind of rapid



           22     time frame as long as that's what the applicant is



           23     asking for or -- or as long as the applicant is



           24     forthcoming with whatever information is necessary to



           25     get to such a recommendation.
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            1          There's no -- yeah, there's no rule or precedent



            2     really as to, like, if it -- if the applicant isn't --



            3     isn't moving forward toward -- or providing the



            4     information necessary to proceed to a recommendation,



            5     you know, is there some point at which the Council



            6     would not agree to a extension and thereby, you know,



            7     effectively dismiss the -- the application.



            8          There's -- there's plenty of precedent in my



            9     reading of, you know, past Council review processes



           10     over the decades of it taking -- of these processes



           11     generally stretching out over several years sometimes



           12     just because of the fits and starts of development



           13     processes or applicant, you know, needs.



           14          So I don't know there has been an instance of the



           15     Council declining to grant an extension.  I think it



           16     basically comes down to as a practical matter that if



           17     the Council weren't to agree to an extension, that



           18     wouldn't preclude the applicant from coming back when



           19     it's ready and filing a application for the same



           20     project again, but -- but in that case you'd be in the



           21     position of arguably having to -- to reconduct the



           22     public informational meeting that's required within 60



           23     days of the filing of an application and the -- and the



           24     land-use consistency determination that the Council



           25     does on a similar time frame.
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            1          And as far as I know, there hasn't been any change



            2     in the -- the zoning that applies to this site, so



            3     there -- there wouldn't be a different conclusion that



            4     the site is -- the conclusion of this site was that the



            5     zoning was -- basically prohibited the project at the



            6     site, so it's inconsistent with the local zoning, and



            7     therefore there's going to need to be an adjudication



            8     on whether to -- whether the Council should recommend



            9     preemption of the local zoning to authorize the



           10     project.



           11          Most of the really substantive public input and



           12     comment opportunity still lies ahead in terms of the



           13     adjudication and comment on a draft environmental



           14     impact statement, which hasn't been published yet.  So,



           15     yeah, I'm not -- I mean, it's -- I'm not sure that



           16     there's -- yeah, I think that maybe it boils down to a



           17     question of does it make sense to have the applicant



           18     have to go back and reapply and go through those just



           19     initial stages of the application process again.  I'm



           20     not sure there'd be much utility in that.



           21          The SEPA work that's already been done, of course,



           22     could be re- -- kind of reused for new SEPA work.  But,



           23     I mean, I think that's -- I don't think there's



           24     necessarily a prejudice to any party from a procedural



           25     standpoint of granting an extension.  Because, like I
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            1     said, there is that -- a lot of additional process and



            2     input that would -- would need to be taken going



            3     forward.  And all of the input in terms of SEPA and



            4     adjudicative hearings and so forth would have to be



            5     up-to-date as of the current -- current time.



            6          So, anyway, that's some -- that's some -- some



            7     thoughts on this topic.  Hopefully that's helpful.  I'm



            8     happy to answer questions too.



            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Yes, that is helpful



           10     and was intended to help, you know, clarify as well as



           11     acknowledge the public comments.  Certainly I've read



           12     those amongst other Council members and staff.  Which



           13     appreciate the staff review here before today's meeting



           14     as well.  So thanks for trying to draw out some of



           15     ultimately what Council should be considering here as



           16     well as trying to answer some of the public concern and



           17     ultimately criticism of this potential action.



           18          So I do see a hand raised.  I'm not tracking who



           19     that is on my screen.  If staff could clarify for me.



           20          And in the meantime, were there other Council



           21     members who wish provide any further comment back to



           22     staff and Council's...



           23                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I believe the hand



           24     raised is Council Member Guilio, the project --



           25     County-appointed Council member for this project.
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            1                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



            2          My apologies, Council member.  I try to keep track



            3     of everyone here on each project, but obviously that's



            4     a work in progress.  So my apologies.  Please proceed



            5     with your question or comment.



            6                        MS. GUILIO:  No worries.  I



            7     understand there's lots of moving parts.



            8          I did have a question.  Even if we extend the



            9     request, are there parts of the background work or



           10     studies that, if this were to continue past a year or



           11     two years if they did an additional extension, would



           12     any of that work have to be redone anyways?



           13          Is there, like, a period of validity essentially



           14     where some of those, if you're four years out, you're



           15     five years out, given that there's no completed



           16     project, there's no draft EIS, none of that is compiled



           17     and commented upon and accepted basically, will there



           18     come a point where the extensions has -- is so long at



           19     the front end that they would have to start some



           20     aspects over anyways?



           21                        MR. THOMPSON:  Should I field that,



           22     or --



           23                        MS. BUMPUS:  I can --



           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Director Bumpus, why



           25     don't you go ahead and jump in since you've started to,
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            1     please.



            2                        MS. BUMPUS:  Okay.  Well, so that



            3     can happen.  There can -- you know, if it were to go on



            4     for many, many years you have fieldwork that you've



            5     done, you've done surveys of the site, and now it's



            6     been several years since and so now the question



            7     becomes is that the actual situation on the site at the



            8     time of permitting.  So I think that that's a very good



            9     consideration.



           10          In this case, we were in the midst of preparing an



           11     environmental impact statement.  And there were, as I



           12     understand it, multiple studies that needed to be done,



           13     needed to be prepared, that have not been.  And that's



           14     where we have the connection to the issue of site



           15     control where they need to be able to access the site



           16     in order to do those studies and gather that



           17     information that will then inform the EIS.



           18          So I think -- I think that in this case we are at



           19     a stage where we may not be running up against that



           20     risk very much, because that -- that work has not all



           21     been completed.  I think if we were further along in



           22     the process and we had already done our SEPA review,



           23     that, you know, then pausing at that point and waiting



           24     several years, I think that would present more



           25     challenges potentially.  But I think in this case we're
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            1     still early in the process where work is pending, that



            2     we probably aren't going to run into that.



            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Guilio, does



            4     that cover your --



            5                        MS. GUILIO:  That makes sense to me.



            6     Yeah.  So in some ways it's kind of an asset that



            7     they're early on as far as the continuation of the --



            8     the work.  Makes sense.



            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.



           10          Ms. Hafkemeyer.



           11                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.



           12          I'd just like to add, for the -- for the work and



           13     the documents that have been prepared to this point,



           14     staff would, as part of resuming project work, revisit



           15     those completed documents and identify whether or not



           16     it's appropriate to -- to update studies, update



           17     fieldwork, update documents for the time that has



           18     lapsed.



           19                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very good.



           20          Are there other comments or discussion from



           21     Council members?  On both the briefing -- there is



           22     obviously the question of action here today on a motion



           23     to grant the 12-month extension request.  Having noted



           24     that, if there's other further discussion or



           25     reflections Council would like to share, certainly
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            1     entertain that now.



            2          Council Pamplin.



            3                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr. Chair.



            4          You know, I just -- I know we have some time on



            5     our agenda to talk about our public comment period, so



            6     maybe this -- maybe this observation is -- is better in



            7     just a few minutes.



            8          But I just -- as we think about how EFSEC notifies



            9     public comments or request for public comments, having



           10     that -- the background information that this was --



           11     this -- this public comment period was -- was really



           12     about a process item and not soliciting comments on --



           13     necessarily on the merits of the project.



           14          I mean, people will interpret it as they see fit,



           15     but there was a lot of concerns about the merits of



           16     this particular application and the impacts to -- to



           17     sage grouse and shrub-steppe and other really valid



           18     concerns.  And based on the briefing today, we are



           19     going to get to those at another subsequent step for --



           20     for the review of this project.  But I guess I'm --



           21     from a process standpoint, I would be endorsing the



           22     extension.  Thanks.



           23                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Appreciate the



           24     input.



           25          Any other comments from Council?  Or questions.
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            1          Okay.  Well, I would just say for my comments



            2     that, much as I believe in trying to move things, you



            3     know, through but ultimately ensure that we're



            4     providing objective review and not rushing to



            5     prejudgment -- those are some of the issues I've -- you



            6     know, have passed through my mind in various



            7     considerations, and so I guess I would certainly



            8     encourage the applicant to reflect on this discussion,



            9     certainly obviously the comments that have been



           10     submitted.



           11          And I agree with you, Council Pamplin, that



           12     ultimately we are trying to go step by step here.  And



           13     much as, you know, people have their rights and should



           14     put -- you know, in many respects put their comments



           15     into the record along the way, at the end of the day



           16     the Council is to make sure that we're, you know,



           17     taking this through proper procedures and steps



           18     ultimately so that we can make the final decision



           19     should we reach that point.



           20          So knowing there are other issues certainly



           21     affecting markets and, you know, other considerations



           22     that the applicant has listed in their letter.  And at



           23     the same time at the end of the day, as we've heard



           24     from many of our important -- all voices are important,



           25     but those who have chosen to weigh in with EFSEC, I
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            1     would note, you know, that their concerned and ongoing



            2     participation through an elongated application period



            3     is ultimately an impact, you know, as well.



            4          So would encourage all of us, including the



            5     applicant, to consider those things.  And that would be



            6     my set of comments.



            7          Are there others from Council or questions?  And



            8     otherwise I would soon move to state a motion for, you



            9     know, for potential action.  But before I do that,



           10     anything else from Council members for the Badger



           11     Mountain Solar project?



           12          Okay.  Then is there a motion to approve a



           13     12-month extension for the Badger Mountain Solar site



           14     certification, site certificate application?  I'm happy



           15     to restate that if that's helpful.



           16                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, I will --



           17     this is Nate.  I move that we grant the 12-month



           18     extension on the Badger Mountain application.



           19                        MR. YOUNG:  Lenny Young.  Second.



           20                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  The



           21     motion has been moved and seconded.



           22          I would note for the court reporter and for the



           23     record that I tried to state the motion as it would be



           24     taken up.



           25          Thank you for restating it, Council Pamplin.  I
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            1     think we have it covered between the two of us.  Let me



            2     double-check with counsel, Mr. Thompson, in case



            3     anything needs to get restated.  But, again, the motion



            4     is to approve a 12-month extension for the Badger



            5     Mountain Solar site certificate application.  And we



            6     have a motion to that effect and a second.  So it is on



            7     the table.



            8          Let me first check for Jon Thompson, counsel, if



            9     he has any issues with what I've stated.  Otherwise, I



           10     will then take it up for any further comment or



           11     discussion by the Council.  But, first, Mr. Thompson, I



           12     see you off mike.



           13                        MR. THOMPSON:  Yeah, I think that



           14     was generally well stated.  I mean, it's technically



           15     for review of the application.  That's the request.



           16     So, yeah, with that clarification, I think -- I think



           17     that language works.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.



           19          Council members, any further discussion on the



           20     motion that is on the table?



           21                        MS. SNARSKI:  Can I just ask --



           22                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Ms. Snarski.



           23                        MS. SNARSKI:  -- a clarifying --



           24     yeah -- clarifying question.



           25          So that 12-month extension would begin today and
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            1     extend through next August; is that correct?



            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  The intent, I



            3     believe, is to pick it up from the time that it -- that



            4     the prior expired, which I did not have in front of me.



            5                        MS. SNARSKI:  Yes.  Okay.  And I



            6     think that's technically July.  And that's why I asked.



            7          Do you have a sense of that, Jon, of the



            8     appropriateness of that?  There's someone else.



            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council Young.



           10                        MR. YOUNG:  Just as a point of



           11     order.  Is it appropriate to extend an application



           12     that's expired?



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Thompson.



           14                        MR. THOMPSON:  Well, so another



           15     aspect of this -- of this statute we were referring to



           16     that says 12 months or as long as is agreed to by the



           17     Council and the applicant, there's no -- there's no



           18     consequence of -- provided in the statute of exceeding



           19     that.



           20          So, and for example, sometimes statutes will say,



           21     you know, if the agency doesn't take action within some



           22     period of time, then -- then a, you know,



           23     application -- or a permit request or something is



           24     deemed granted or something, or it's deemed denied.



           25     Anyway, neither of those is the case.
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            1          So, yeah, in effect, you'd be -- you'd be kind



            2     of -- since the prior extension already -- already ran



            3     out, you'd kind of be retroactively, you know, That's



            4     okay, and we're going to extend it 12 months beyond



            5     that date, if that's -- it seems like probably the most



            6     accurate interpretation of what the request is here.



            7     And I think that's -- that's okay from a legal



            8     standpoint.



            9                        MR. YOUNG:  Thank you.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council



           11     Young, for the question.  Appreciate it.



           12          Ms. Hafkemeyer.



           13                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I just wanted to



           14     add for some additional context with the expiration,



           15     that is to some degree self-imposed.  The initial



           16     request received from the developer in April was



           17     open-ended.  And so staff, when bringing that request



           18     to the Council, had recommended a shorter-term



           19     extension to work out something more definitive with



           20     the applicant.  The Ju- -- I'm sorry.  The July 30th



           21     deadline was not something that was proposed by the



           22     applicant initially; rather, a -- a checkpoint where we



           23     expected to have more information.



           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.  Thank you.



           25          So, Mr. Thompson, the motion that's on the table
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            1     is still accurate and subject to action, or if it needs



            2     to be stated differently, then please let me know how



            3     it should be stated.



            4                        MR. THOMPSON:  Yeah, I apologize.



            5     Now I'm a little -- I think we may have a lingering



            6     question of when does this 12-month extension start.



            7     And I guess I might ask Ms. Hafkemeyer if -- if -- was



            8     there a -- was there then an expiration date of the



            9     prior extension, or was it -- it sounded as if you were



           10     saying there was just a check-in date.



           11                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  The April extension



           12     request letter that we received was open-ended, and so



           13     staff recommended setting an extension period through



           14     the end -- or through July.  I think, ultimately,



           15     between staff and Council discussion, it was decided



           16     that the end of July would be an appropriate extension



           17     period for that request.  And since this request letter



           18     came in with the 12-month extension ahead of July 30th,



           19     perhaps it would be appropriate to consider this



           20     current extension from August 1 through July 30th of



           21     next year.



           22                        MR. THOMPSON:  That makes sense.



           23                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Okay.



           24          All right.  So --



           25                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Mr. Chair, if I can --
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            1     if it's okay with Council Member Young, who seconded my



            2     motion, I guess I would revise my motion to state that



            3     the -- the request for a 12-month extension of the



            4     Badger Mountain Solar permit application review is



            5     approved through July 31st of 2026.



            6                        MR. YOUNG:  I concur.



            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  And the chair would



            8     note that would be a friendly amendment, and I believe



            9     it is welcome from Council Young, who provided your



           10     second, just for the record.



           11          So the motion is on the table, has been seconded.



           12     Are there any questions or further clarifications



           13     Council wish, given the extended discussion here,



           14     before I call the vote?



           15          Okay.  All in favor of approving the motion,



           16     please say "aye."



           17                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?



           19          Motion is approved.  Thank you, staff.  Thank you,



           20     Council members.



           21          And with that, Ms. Snarski, is there any other



           22     remaining item for Badger Mountain Solar?  I don't know



           23     of any, but let me double-check.



           24                        MS. SNARSKI:  No, there are no



           25     further updates.  Thank you for the clarification as
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            1     well.



            2                        CHAIR BECKETT:  No.  Appreciated the



            3     question.  I assure you.



            4          Okay.  Then we will move to our final item, which



            5     I believe is the update on comment periods by Director



            6     Bumpus.



            7                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you, Chair



            8     Beckett and Council members.  Good afternoon.



            9          Just an update on activities that staff are



           10     involved in with respect to the way in which EFSEC



           11     conducts public comment under the OPMA.



           12          So just a bit of a recap here.  And this is



           13     something that's come up in prior meetings more



           14     recently with the public comment that was conducted for



           15     the delegation of authority to the director from the



           16     Council.  I believe that was Policy 16-01.



           17          So the OPMA requires that we hold public comment



           18     before taking final action.  And the comment can be



           19     done, prior to the final action, you can request that



           20     written comments be submitted in advance and notice,



           21     you know, the public comment opportunity.  You can also



           22     take verbal comment at the meeting prior to taking



           23     final action.



           24          So given that EFSEC has received many comments



           25     particularly recent that take issue with the duration
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            1     of the comment period, the noticing of the comment



            2     period, and also just information about what the



            3     comment period is in relation to, we are working to



            4     revamp how we carry out our public comment



            5     opportunities under the OPMA.  And one of the things



            6     that we think we need to do is to set a time frame.



            7     We're looking at doing two weeks, providing two weeks



            8     public comment for most materials that are associated



            9     with a final action.



           10          The -- one of the benefits we think to doing this



           11     is that it provides a longer period of time than we've



           12     typically been providing for different documents.



           13     It's -- it's been -- it has not been consistent in



           14     terms of the amount of time we've provided for



           15     different opportunities for public comment, so we want



           16     to be more consistent with that.



           17          We also are working to make changes to our new



           18     website that's recently come online to create a page



           19     that's going to provide more information and more



           20     detail about what the public comment period is about,



           21     what the final action is associated with, what it



           22     means, and again, providing more time for public



           23     comment in general.



           24          So the idea is that we'll provide 14 days public



           25     comment for most materials.  We also recognize, though,
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            1     that not all of the final actions that come before the



            2     Council may warrant that long.  So we are looking at



            3     having some categories of materials like housekeeping



            4     items, administrative actions, those types of things



            5     that might only need, you know, say a week.  But we



            6     will be setting, I think, a one-week minimum for this



            7     and -- and really with the goal of providing everybody



            8     a pretty consistent two-week comment opportunity.



            9          And I want to add also, you know, this is in the



           10     works.  This is something that we haven't finalized.



           11     But we also recognize that there may be cases where we



           12     think we need longer than two weeks because of the



           13     nature of the action.  So the idea, the behind-the-



           14     scenes work with -- between myself and staff is to



           15     identify what types of materials, you know, require



           16     what duration of comment and make sure that the comment



           17     periods are more commensurate with the nature of the



           18     action.



           19          So, again, lots -- lots happening with respect to



           20     this.  I will be providing more information to the



           21     Council once we have identified more of the -- nailed



           22     down more of the details around how this will work.



           23     And we will be, as I said, making changes to the



           24     website to also make sure we're communicating this.



           25          And this -- you know, this will include
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            1     communicating to our facilities, communicating to all



            2     of the clients that we work with.  Because it does mean



            3     that they will need to get their deliverables and



            4     certain information to us by a pretty -- pretty hard



            5     deadline in order to make sure that we have enough time



            6     to conduct the public comment opportunities and also



            7     very importantly so that Council and staff have enough



            8     time to review the comments that come in and think



            9     about those comments and if we need to get advice from



           10     our assistant attorney generals.



           11          So these are things that I think are going to



           12     improve -- improve our work and the engagement of the



           13     public.  So happy to answer questions.



           14                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Director



           15     Bumpus.



           16          Mr. -- Council Levitt.  Take you first.



           17                        MR. LEVITT:  Yeah.  Director Bumpus,



           18     thank you so much for taking the time to work on this.



           19     Both, you know, my appreciation to you and to staff.



           20          I do think we, during my tenure as a Council



           21     member, have received considerable feedback about, you



           22     know, communication around comment periods and the



           23     length of comment periods.  So I am hoping this, you



           24     know, providing more consistency, hopefully a general



           25     rule of thumb that most comment periods should be two
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            1     weeks or longer especially if they're not



            2     administrative in nature.



            3          And, you know, for things that are really quite



            4     complex or potentially contentious, highly detailed in



            5     terms of technical information, you know, I hope those



            6     will be two weeks or longer.  And I look forward to



            7     seeing what you and staff recommend.  So, yeah, again,



            8     thank you for working on it.



            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  Thank you.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Other comments,



           11     questions from the Council?



           12          I will add one before I double-check again.  But,



           13     yes, thank you as well, Director Bumpus and staff.  I



           14     would note thank you on the Badger Mountain item,



           15     obviously one that has certainly attention to it that



           16     did provide 14 days today.  That's just one step in the



           17     larger commitment and description that you provided us,



           18     Director Bumpus, so -- and ultimately there are, as



           19     within most organizations, many moving pieces in terms



           20     of how things come forward and materials and posting.



           21     And at the end of the day, that's just part of our



           22     obligation and job obviously as the agency is entrusted



           23     on behalf of the public, which I know staff are



           24     committed to and understand, and certainly I am as



           25     chair, and I believe my fellow Council members as well.
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            1     So just note that for the collective as well as for the



            2     record.



            3          So any further comments on the public comment



            4     briefing that we've had?



            5          Seeing none.



            6          Director Bumpus, anything else from you today on a



            7     closing note?  Or I will adjourn the meeting.  Let me



            8     check with you first.



            9                        MS. BUMPUS:  I did just have one



           10     update, and there will be more information to follow.



           11          There were two lawsuits filed with respect to



           12     EFSEC's decision to approve the delegation authority.



           13     This was the policy I mentioned earlier.  One was



           14     file -- one county that the challenges were filed in



           15     was Clark County, and the other was Yakima County.



           16          We are consulting with our legal counsel on next



           17     steps, and we'll be providing more information to the



           18     Council about how you can engage with the -- the legal



           19     counsel team on what our options are.  So I -- I'll



           20     leave it to Jon Thompson if he'd like to add anything



           21     to that.



           22                        MR. THOMPSON:  I don't have anything



           23     to add.  I would just say that the suit in Yakima



           24     County was brought by the Yakama Nation, and the suit



           25     in Clark County was brought by Tri-Cities C.A.R.E.S. and
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            1     Friends of the Columbia Gorge.



            2          And the claims were basically to the effect that



            3     the delegation policy should have been adopted through



            4     formal rule making or that the Council lacked the



            5     authority to delegate certain decisions to the



            6     director.  There also was a claim in there about the



            7     length of the comment period that was -- that was



            8     provided under the OPMA.



            9          So those are the topics.  And like Ms. Bumpus



           10     said, my thought was we could put this on the agenda



           11     perhaps for the next Council meeting to have a



           12     executive session discussion of options on that.  So...



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.



           14          Appreciate you both bringing that forward here in



           15     our -- in our shared forum, obviously public forum.  So



           16     appreciate that.



           17          Let me double-check.  Anything else, Director



           18     Bumpus, on that or any others?



           19                        MS. BUMPUS:  Nothing else.  Thank



           20     you.



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  With that, Council



           22     members, any closing comments from -- or questions for



           23     the record?



           24          Well, I would just close by saying thank you, all,



           25     especially Council members for your time today, as well
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            1     as ultimately all our participants, whether as project



            2     members or members of the public.



            3          So, with that, at 3:41, our meeting is adjourned.



            4     Thank you very much.



            5                               (Meeting adjourned at



            6                                3:41 p.m.)
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