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·1· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Good afternoon.· This

·2· ·is Kurt Beckett, Chair of the Energy Facility Site

·3· ·Evaluation Council, and I'm calling our October, 15, 2025

·4· ·meeting to order.· Ms. Barker, if you could call roll.

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Certainly, Chair.

·6· ·Department of Commerce?· Department of Ecology?

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. NELSON:· Here.

·8· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Department of Fish and

·9· ·Wildlife?

10· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. OSBORNE:· Elizabeth Osborne is

11· ·here for Commerce.· My apologies.

12· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Thank you.· Department of

13· ·Fish and Wildlife?

14· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. PAMPLIN:· Nate Pamplin for Fish

15· ·and Wildlife.

16· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Department of Natural

17· ·Resources?

18· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. RYAN:· Maverick Ryan here for DNR.

19· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Utilities &

20· ·Transportation Commission?

21· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BREWSTER:· Stacy Brewster,

22· ·present.

23· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Local Government and

24· ·Optional State Agencies.· For the Hop Hill Project, Paul

25· ·Krupin?



·1· · · ·For the Carriger Solar project, Matt Chiles.

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

·3· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· For the Wallula Gap

·4· ·project, Adam Fyall?

·5· · · ·For the Goldeneye BESS project, Robby Eckroth?

·6· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. ECKROTH:· Robby Eckroth, present.

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Assistant Attorney

·8· ·General, Jon Thompson?

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. THOMPSON:· Present.

10· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Zack Packer?· Talia

11· ·Thuet?

12· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. THUET:· Present.

13· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· For EFSEC staff, I will

14· ·call only those anticipated to speak today.· Sonia

15· ·Bumpus?

16· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BUMPUS:· Present.

17· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Ami Hafkemeyer?

18· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Present.

19· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Amy Moon?

20· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MOON:· Present.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Sara Randolph?

22· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. RANDOLPH:· Present.

23· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Sean Greene?

24· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. GREENE:· Present.

25· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· John Barnes?



·1· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. BARNES:· Present.

·2· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Joanne Snarski?

·3· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. SNARSKI:· Present.

·4· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Maria Belkina?

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BELKINA:· Present.

·6· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· For Operational Updates.

·7· ·Oh, Lisa McLean?· I'm sorry.

·8· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MCLEAN:· Present.

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· For Operational updates,

10· ·Kittitas Valley Wind project?

11· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. CASEDAY:· Jarred Caseday, present.

12· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Wild Horse Wind Power

13· ·project?

14· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. RANDOLPH:· This is Sarah Randolph,

15· ·I'll be giving the update for Wild Horse.

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

17· ·Center?

18· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. PACE:· Eric Pace, present.

19· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Chehalis Generation

20· ·Facility?

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

22· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Columbia Generating

23· ·Station?

24· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. ELSETHAGEN:· Kelly Elsethagen,

25· ·present.



·1· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Columbia Solar?

·2· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. ESPER:· Katy Esper, present.

·3· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Goose Prairie Solar?

·4· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. JIA:· Nelson Jia, here, present.

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Ostrea Solar?

·6· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. VOLTZ:· Jon Voltz, present.

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Is there anyone online

·8· ·for the Counsel for the Environment?

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. REYNEVELD:· Yes, Sarah Reyneveld

10· ·and Yuriy Korol are present.

11· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BARKER:· Thank you.· Chair, there

12· ·is a quorum for all councils.

13· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· Counsel

14· ·there's an agenda before us.· Do I have a motion to adopt

15· ·it?

16· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BREWSTER:· Stacey Brewster, I move

17· ·to adopt the agenda for today's meeting.

18· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· Is there a

19· ·second.

20· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. PAMPLIN:· Second, Nate Pamplin.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Motion has been moved

22· ·a seconded.· Are there any changes to the agenda?

23· ·Hearing none, all those in favor say aye?

24· · · · · · · · · · ·MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:· Aye.

25· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Opposed?· All right.



·1· ·Agenda is adopted.

·2· · · ·Next up we have our minutes from the September 17th

·3· ·monthly meeting.· Do I have a motion to approve the

·4· ·minutes, please, Council?

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. OSBORNE:· Elizabeth Osborne, so

·6· ·moved.

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· Is there a

·8· ·second?

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. PAMPLIN:· Second, this is Nate.

10· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· The

11· ·minutes have been moved and seconded.· Are there any

12· ·changes to the minutes?· I did not, upon reviewing them,

13· ·have any to suggest myself.· Other Council members?

14· ·Okay.· Seeing none, I will call the vote.· All in favor

15· ·of approving the minutes of September 17th, please say

16· ·aye?

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

18· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· All right.· Opposed?

19· ·All right.· Minutes are adopted.

20· · · ·So it's my pleasure to both honor a couple of our

21· ·now former members of the EFSEC Council before

22· ·introducing the replacements that the agencies have

23· ·brought forward.· And those who have participated in our

24· ·meetings regularly, Eli Levitt, of the Department of

25· ·Ecology, his last meeting was on the 17th of September



·1· ·and we briefly honored him then.· We will certainly be

·2· ·honoring all of our new former Council members here

·3· ·towards the end of the year in a more appropriate

·4· ·resolution in their name.· But in particular, I just

·5· ·wanted to thank Lenny Young, who did retire in the month

·6· ·of September, and a longstanding dedicated State

·7· ·employee, and appreciated his public service, and want to

·8· ·acknowledge Lenny's strong contribution to the EFSEC

·9· ·Council for many years as well.

10· · · ·And so with that acknowledgment, let me first

11· ·introduce Blake Nelson, who is representing now the

12· ·Department of Ecology, and is the Southwest Region

13· ·Manager for the Solid Waste Management Program.· And

14· ·Councilman Nelson, if you would like to introduce

15· ·yourself.· And, again, on behalf of all the Council

16· ·members, welcome.

17· · · · · · · · · · ·COUNCILMAN NELSON:· Thank you, Chair

18· ·Beckett.· You did a pretty sufficient job there.· I'm

19· ·with the Department of Ecology in the Solid Waste

20· ·Program, particularly the manager of the Southwest

21· ·Region.

22· · · ·You know, on a personal note, I grew up in

23· ·Centralia.· My father and grandfather worked at

24· ·Trans-Alta, the coal plant there.· And although I don't

25· ·profess to siting many coal facilities, I do have a great



·1· ·interest in energy policy and studies that I've had in

·2· ·grad school.· So I'm real excited to be part of the Board

·3· ·and to work with you all.

·4· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Appreciate that.

·5· ·Thank you very much, Councilman Nelson, and welcome

·6· ·aboard.

·7· · · ·Next we have Maverick Ryan who is with the

·8· ·Department of Natural Resources and is the Deputy

·9· ·Director of Tribal Relations.· And, Councilman Ryan, we

10· ·welcome you and ask you to introduce yourself and any

11· ·remarks you wish to make.

12· · · · · · · · · · ·COUNCILMAN RYAN:· Thank you, Chair.

13· ·(Speaking in Cowlitz)· In Cowlitz, that's hello good

14· ·people, my name is Maverick Ryan.· I'm the Deputy

15· ·Director of Tribal Relations at the Washington State

16· ·Department of Natural Resources, proud citizen of Cowlitz

17· ·Indian Tribe, and I'm really excited to join you in this

18· ·work as DNR's representative on this Council.

19· · · ·A couple things I want to mention.· I'm honored to

20· ·be here representing Commissioner Updegrove.· And in

21· ·January, when he took office, he outlined his core values

22· ·in leading the agency.· There are four of them, respect,

23· ·professionalism, integrity, and joy.· Those four values

24· ·inform decisionmaking throughout our agency, and what I

25· ·hope to embody through my participation with you here.



·1· · · ·In addition to that, there are two other primary

·2· ·things I want to say as part of my introduction.· One is

·3· ·procedural, and the other one is just kind of a personal

·4· ·observation.· And to tackle the procedural item first, I

·5· ·want to be transparent with my new colleagues in this

·6· ·body in disclosing that in my employment history, I

·7· ·previously worked at a local consulting firm in Seattle

·8· ·for approximately a year and a half where I carried the

·9· ·title of Manager of Public Affairs.· In this role, I

10· ·provided administrative and project management support to

11· ·various energy-related projects until I departed the firm

12· ·in March of 2023.

13· · · ·Some of the consulting work included projects that

14· ·selected the EFSEC committee pathway, including the

15· ·Goldeneye Battery Energy Storage project.· In addition,

16· ·although I was not personally involved in Hop Hill Solar

17· ·and Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center project, those

18· ·projects were clients of the firm I was at while I was an

19· ·employee.

20· · · ·I do not want my prior association with these

21· ·projects to affect fairness, integrity, and transparency

22· ·of the Council's work, so therefore I will be recusing

23· ·myself from participating in any decisionmaking related

24· ·to the Council's recommendation to the Governor on the

25· ·Goldeneye Battery Storage or Hop Hill Solar projects.



·1· · · ·I will also recuse myself from Council

·2· ·decisionmaking relate to mitigation measures and

·3· ·remaining project design, construction, micro siting for

·4· ·Horse Heaven.· This means that I will not actively

·5· ·participate in the adjudicative hearings or Council

·6· ·development of adjudicative orders on these project

·7· ·matters.

·8· · · ·Recusal is both the standard and an essential step

·9· ·to support public confidence in the Council's proceedings

10· ·and to uphold the highest ethical standards.· My decision

11· ·is rooted in a commitment to ensuring that all projects

12· ·are reviewed objectively, free from any perceived

13· ·prejudgment or bias.

14· · · ·And let me assure you, while I will not be involved

15· ·in the decisionmaking for those specific projects, I

16· ·remain fully committed to supporting the Council's broad

17· ·mission of ensuring responsible and thorough evaluation

18· ·of energy facility proposals, and full consideration of

19· ·all constituencies' perspectives.

20· · · ·And then on a personal note, I want to also thank my

21· ·fellow Council members for their understanding in

22· ·supporting those measures.· And I'm particularly excited

23· ·to be joining the Council, as an indigenous person in

24· ·this moment in time, when our clean energy goals as a

25· ·state and our obligations to safeguarding the treaty and



·1· ·reserve rights and resources of tribal nations feel

·2· ·increasingly set at odds with one another.

·3· · · ·As has been widely spoken about, the scale of our

·4· ·energy future depends -- demands that we find pathways

·5· ·forward together.· Last year, I spoke with an elder who

·6· ·has experience in the energy field, and he told me in

·7· ·order to meet our clean energy goals as a state and as a

·8· ·nation, we will have to mine more copper in the next ten

·9· ·years than we have in the entirety of recorded history.

10· ·That same elder would go on to remind those in

11· ·conversation with him that our presence as indigenous

12· ·people on these lands predates recorded history.· I think

13· ·these two truths have to find a way to live in harmony

14· ·with one another in this transition.

15· · · ·I'm a person who believes the tribal nations are the

16· ·front lines of our clean energy future, not just in our

17· ·state but across the West.· I look forward to finding

18· ·ways in this role to ensure that the State of Washington

19· ·is able to find mutually agreeable ways to advance our

20· ·goals for the future.· In closing (speaking in Cowlitz),

21· ·thank you in Cowlitz.· I'm eager to serve and excited for

22· ·the opportunity.

23· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, Councilman

24· ·Ryan.· And to both our new Council members, again, a

25· ·hearty welcome.· And as you can see from the busy agenda



·1· ·today, which I think is probably a trend line and not

·2· ·inherently a new one, but certainly one that's going to

·3· ·be around.· So with that we will move on to our project

·4· ·updates.· And with that, Kittitas Valley Wind, Jarred

·5· ·Caseday.· Make your presentation.

·6· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. CASEDAY:· Good afternoon, Chair

·7· ·Beckett and EFSEC Council and Staff, and welcome to the

·8· ·new members.· This is Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables,

·9· ·with the Kittitas Valley Wind Power project, and we have

10· ·nothing nonroutine to report for the period.

11· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· Moving on

12· ·to Wild Horse Wind project, Sara Randolph of EFSEC Staff.

13· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. RANDOLPH:· Good afternoon.· Thank

14· ·you, Chair Beckett, Council members and Staff.· This is

15· ·Sara Randolph, site specialist for Wild Horse.· This

16· ·facility update is provided in your packet.· Ms.

17· ·Galbraith reported at the July Council meeting that there

18· ·is a large tear in one of the base towers.· And she will

19· ·keep us posted as to when they plan on bringing down the

20· ·turbine.· There are no nonroutine updates to report.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, very much.

22· ·Moving on to the Chehalis Generation Facility, Jeremy

23· ·Smith.

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

25· ·Beckett, Council members and EFSEC Staff.· This is Jeremy



·1· ·Smith, the operations manager representing the Chehalis

·2· ·Generation Facility.· I have nothing nonroutine to report

·3· ·for this reporting period.

·4· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, very much.

·5· ·Moving on to Grays Harbor Energy Center, Eric Pace.

·6· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. PACE:· Good afternoon, Chair

·7· ·Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, I'm the plant engineer

·8· ·for the facility, and Grays Harbor Energy does not have

·9· ·anything nonroutine to report for the period.

10· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Very well.· Moving on

11· ·to Columbia Solar, Katy Esper.

12· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. ESPER:· Good afternoon, Chair

13· ·Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, this is Katy Esper for

14· ·Columbia Solar reporting that we have no nonroutine

15· ·updates.

16· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· Moving on

17· ·to Columbia Generating Station and WNP 1/4, Kelly

18· ·Elsethagen.

19· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. ELSETHAGEN:· Good afternoon, Chair

20· ·Beckett, EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Kelly

21· ·Elsethagen with Energy Northwest Columbia Generating

22· ·Station and WNP 1/4, there are no nonroutine updates to

23· ·report for the reporting period.

24· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Very well.· Thank you.

25· ·Moving on to Goose Prairie Solar, Nelson Jia.



·1· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. JIA:· Good afternoon, Nelson here.

·2· ·No major updates to report for the previous month.

·3· ·Nothing to report from an environmental or safety

·4· ·perspective either.· Thank you.

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· ·Thank you.· Moving on

·6· ·to Ostrea Solar, Jon Voltz.

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. VOLTZ:· Hi, Chair Beckett and

·8· ·EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Jon Voltz with

·9· ·Cypress Creek Renewables representing Ostrea Solar

10· ·facility.· Construction updates are as follows.· Pile and

11· ·racking installation is fully complete for the project.

12· ·Modular installation is ongoing, as well as wiring and

13· ·cable installations.· We've achieved mechanical

14· ·completion for the first circuit.· Substation major

15· ·equipment has been fully delivered and installation is

16· ·underway.· We are well on track to achieve full

17· ·mechanical completion by the end of the year as

18· ·scheduled.

19· · · ·There was one incident, an environmental incident

20· ·that occurred September 12th.· A cement truck entered the

21· ·project site with a hydraulic leak -- a leak in the

22· ·hydraulic hose.· The leak occurred from the entrance all

23· ·the way to the substation area, probably about 150 yards.

24· ·We estimate less than two gallons were spilled.· The

25· ·spill was identified immediately.· Oil catch cans were



·1· ·placed under the truck to catch the oils.· The

·2· ·contaminated gravel was removed.· Mechanics were

·3· ·mobilized to the site to fix the leak.· And the -- once

·4· ·it was -- once the truck was moved out of the way the

·5· ·remaining contaminated gravel was removed from the site.

·6· ·So it was reported, but fully resolved.· That is the only

·7· ·incident to report for the period.

·8· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, very much.

·9· ·Moving on to Carriger Solar, and we will start with

10· ·project update from Joanne Snarski.

11· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. SNARSKI:· Thank you Chair Beckett

12· ·and Council members.· For the record, this is Joanne

13· ·Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed Carriger

14· ·Solar facility in Klickitat County.

15· · · ·On June 5th, the Council voted to approve sending a

16· ·recommendation to the Governor for the Carriage Solar

17· ·facility, along with a draft site certification

18· ·agreement.

19· · · ·On August 22nd, Governor Ferguson responded with a

20· ·letter to Chair Beckett directing the Council to do

21· ·further outreach with the Yakama Nation regarding certain

22· ·aspects of the draft site certification agreement.

23· · · ·In response to this request, Chair Beckett sent a

24· ·letter to Chairman Gerald Lewis, of the Yakama Nation

25· ·Tribal Council.· Chair Beckett's letter directed the



·1· ·Tribe's attention to two primary issues as requested by

·2· ·the Governor.

·3· · · ·One, allow Yakama Nation the opportunity to review

·4· ·and provide input on the June 19th, 2025 memorandum from

·5· ·the EFSEC Chair to the Council membership describing the

·6· ·Chair and the Staff's June 4th, 2025 meeting with the

·7· ·Tribe.

·8· · · ·Give the Yakama Nation an opportunity to provide

·9· ·further input on five mitigation measures prescribed by

10· ·EFSEC in the mitigation determination of nonsignificance,

11· ·or MDNS, that are designed to minimize impacts to visual

12· ·aesthetics, including traditional and cultural

13· ·properties, also known on TCPs.

14· · · ·On September 26, 2025, EFSEC received a response

15· ·from the Yakama Nation.· For the purpose of this update,

16· ·I will highlight the primary issues brought forward in

17· ·this letter.· With regards to the June 19th, 2025 memo,

18· ·the Tribe asserted that the memo does not convey the

19· ·depth of the Yakama Nation's concerns with the Carriger

20· ·project.· They stated that unless they can speak directly

21· ·to the Council members through an adjudicative process,

22· ·our interpretation of those concerns will be flawed and

23· ·inaccurate.

24· · · ·They also stated that the memo does not sufficiently

25· ·reflect the Yakama Nation's determination that the



·1· ·Carriger project by itself, meaning not including future

·2· ·solar developments, will result in significant impacts to

·3· ·TCPs.· Following, they argued that EFSEC's practice of

·4· ·not requiring the project proponent to secure a water

·5· ·supply for the project until just before construction

·6· ·fails to meet EFSEC's legal obligation to evaluate the

·7· ·project's water sources prior to drafting the site

·8· ·certification agreement.

·9· · · ·Following their review of the mitigation measures

10· ·highlighted by the Governor's letter, they identified two

11· ·primary concerns along with two proposals for resolution.

12· ·The Yakama Nation asserts that the EFSEC imposed setbacks

13· ·along the roads and adjacent to the Department of Natural

14· ·Resources managed lands, are insufficient to minimize

15· ·impacts to TCPs.· They note the use of natural screening

16· ·tools are also insufficient to minimize impacts to TCPs,

17· ·due to the area topography.

18· · · ·To resolve these concerns, they suggest the Council

19· ·deny approval for all solar panels in the northern

20· ·portion of the project area, and require conservation

21· ·leases on those parcels.· If this cannot be accomplished,

22· ·they recommend that we withdraw the mitigated

23· ·determination of nonsignificance and draft recommendation

24· ·to the Governor, and initiate a full environmental

25· ·analysis.· I believe this to mean a completion of an



·1· ·environmental impact statement, and an adjudication

·2· ·process.

·3· · · ·Following review of the letter from the Governor and

·4· ·the response received from the Yakama Nation, EFSEC Staff

·5· ·developed a draft resolution 360, and a revised draft of

·6· ·the site certification agreement.· These documents were

·7· ·posted for public review and comment on October 6th, and

·8· ·it will go through October 19th.· That document provides

·9· ·a formal response with the details and citations that

10· ·address the Tribe's concerns.· I will provide a brief

11· ·overview of our main draft responses here.

12· · · ·In that document, we identify EFSEC is not required

13· ·to hold an adjudicative hearing for a project once

14· ·expedited processing of the project application has been

15· ·granted.· Carriger Solar was granted expedited processing

16· ·on May 5th, 2025.· Additionally, EFSEC has fully

17· ·considered the Carriger project's impacts on TCPs on its

18· ·own and cumulatively with possible future solar

19· ·development in the area.· This information is captured in

20· ·the State Environmental Policy Act documentation for the

21· ·project, including the mitigated determination of

22· ·nonsignificance and the attached Staff memo.

23· · · ·Although the Yakama Nation did not cite a specific

24· ·rule or regulation that it contends EFSEC was violating

25· ·by not requiring a water source be identified until just



·1· ·before the construction, EFSEC has completed a full

·2· ·environmental analysis of the project's anticipated

·3· ·impact to water resources.· Again, this information can

·4· ·be found in the mitigated determination of

·5· ·nonsignificance and the associated Staff memo.

·6· · · ·We agree with the Yakama Nation that the Carriger

·7· ·project, as initially proposed, would have resulted in

·8· ·significant adverse impacts to TCPs without mitigation.

·9· ·EFSEC maintains that the mitigation that has been

10· ·proposed in the MDNS and the subsequent two revisions,

11· ·reduce adverse impacts to TCPs to a level below

12· ·significant.· Staff are not recommending that the Council

13· ·further mitigate by excluding the northern portions of

14· ·project from development and requiring conservation

15· ·easements.

16· · · ·Resolution 360 also outlines our draft responses to

17· ·the Yakama Nation's two options for resolution.  A

18· ·revised draft of the site certification agreement has

19· ·been prepared following review of the Governor's response

20· ·letter making more explicit the commitment from the

21· ·developer to provide the Yakama Nation with grant funding

22· ·for continued TC P research in the area.

23· · · ·Again, these documents have been provided to all

24· ·Council members and are available on our website.· The

25· ·public comment period will remain open until Sunday



·1· ·evening, October 19th.· Since EFSEC is working to

·2· ·complete all this work within a 60-day deadline the

·3· ·Governor requested, Staff are scheduling a special

·4· ·Council meeting on October 21st for the purpose of

·5· ·Council action.· That meeting is scheduled to begin at

·6· ·9:00 a.m. and will be both in person and virtual.· Notice

·7· ·for the meeting will be distributed in accordance with

·8· ·RCW 42.30.080, and that concludes my update.

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Very well.· Questions

10· ·or comments to Council members for the Carriger Solar

11· ·project?· I'm waiting to see if any hands get raised.

12· ·Ms. Snarski or others on the Staff if need be, I'm noting

13· ·we called it a public comment period here, including at

14· ·my request probably on the agenda, I just want to make

15· ·sure we reiterated the comment period is still open, but

16· ·any further reiteration of that, Ms. Snarski, would be

17· ·good for members of the public to hear.

18· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. SNARSKI:· Sure.· It was posted on

19· ·our website and it's available there.· The particular

20· ·date the documents I'm speaking of, the draft resolution

21· ·along with the draft site certification agreement, the

22· ·revised site certification agreement, that was posted on

23· ·October 6th, but, again, is open through this Sunday,

24· ·October 19th.· I believe it goes to 11:59 p.m.

25· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Very well.· Thank you



·1· ·for the updates.· Again, any other questions or comments?

·2· ·I don't see any.· Last call.· Okay.· We will move on then

·3· ·to Hop Hill Solar and Mr. Barnes, John Barnes for the

·4· ·EFSEC Staff.

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. BARNES:· Thank you, Chair Beckett

·6· ·and Council members.· This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff

·7· ·for the Hop Hill application.· This application is

·8· ·expecting supplemental materials concerning project

·9· ·expansion.· These materials are needed for a SEPA review

10· ·and determination.· We continue to coordinate and review

11· ·the application with our contractor, contracted agencies,

12· ·and tribal governments.· Are there any questions?

13· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· I do not

14· ·have any at this time.· Any other Council members?· Okay.

15· ·Hearing none, we will move on to Wallula Gap, again, Mr.

16· ·Barnes.

17· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. BARNES:· Thank you, Chair Beckett

18· ·and Council members.· This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff

19· ·for the Wallula Gap application.· Staff are working with

20· ·the applicant to complete a supplemental wetlands report

21· ·materials that are needed to support the SEPA review for

22· ·this application.· We continue to coordinate the

23· ·applicant -- continue to coordinate with the applicant

24· ·and the Yakama Nation Cultural Resource Program staff

25· ·following receipt of the TCP study regarding identified



·1· ·impacts for the project and potential mitigation.· Are

·2· ·there any questions?

·3· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Council members for

·4· ·Wallula Gap?· Okay.· Seeing no questions we will move on

·5· ·to Goldeneye Battery Storage project, and will turn it

·6· ·back to Joanne Snarski.

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. SNARSKI:· Thank you, Chair

·8· ·Beckett.· Again, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting

·9· ·specialist for the proposed Goldeneye Battery Energy

10· ·Storage Facility in Skagit County.· The applicant is

11· ·currently working on a revised site plan for the facility

12· ·to better accommodate comments from supporting agencies

13· ·on water resources and on adjacent -- on and adjacent to

14· ·the proposed location.· We anticipate that a joint

15· ·meeting with those agencies and the applicant will occur

16· ·following the submittal of that revised plan.· That's all

17· ·I have for now.

18· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Very well.· Any

19· ·questions, Council?· Okay.· We will then move on to the

20· ·Transmission Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement

21· ·and Sean Greene of our EFSEC Staff will provide us our

22· ·updated.

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

24· ·Beckett and Council members.· This is Sean Greene, SEPA

25· ·specialist for EFSEC.· EFSEC Staff are happy to announce



·1· ·the publication of the Transmission Programmatic EIS that

·2· ·EFSEC was directed to prepare by Washington State Senate

·3· ·Bill 5165, subsequently codified into Revised Code of

·4· ·Washington, RCW 43.21C.405.· The final Programmatic EIS

·5· ·was publicly noticed and distributed and published in the

·6· ·SEPA register on October 7th, 2025, and is available now

·7· ·for any interested party on EFSEC's website.

·8· · · ·This Programmatic EIS generally evaluates direct and

·9· ·indirect and cumulative adverse environmental impacts

10· ·associated with different types of transmission facility

11· ·developments.

12· · · ·While, as a programmatic review, it does not

13· ·propose, evaluate, or approve any project specific

14· ·application, it is designed and intended to be used for

15· ·future project level SEPA lead agencies in their review

16· ·of transmission projects to support, standardize, and

17· ·facilitate the associated project level SEPA reviews.

18· · · ·As directed by RCW 43.21C.408, this Programmatic EIS

19· ·has been structured so that future transmission projects

20· ·that follow the recommendations developed within are

21· ·considered to have mitigated for all probable significant

22· ·adverse environmental impacts addressed in the

23· ·Programmatic EIS.

24· · · ·While the final Programmatic EIS has been published,

25· ·Staff continue to work on finalizing several support



·1· ·tools that have been developed to facilitate future use

·2· ·of the document, including the E-Programmatic and the

·3· ·resource sensitivity online GIS tool.· The E-Programmatic

·4· ·is an interactive website that will provide checklists,

·5· ·bookmarking tools, and cross-references for resource

·6· ·impact and mitigation strategies discussed in detail

·7· ·within the Programmatic EIS.

·8· · · ·The E-Programmatic includes summaries of all

·9· ·resource impacts and mitigation strategies identified in

10· ·the Programmatic EIS with direct and immediate references

11· ·to the document proper for more detailed descriptions.

12· · · ·This website will also include tools to allow

13· ·developers to input relevant project details that could

14· ·populate a prepared set of documents within the site.

15· ·The summarizing documents can be shared with the SEPA

16· ·lead agency to facilitate their future review.

17· · · ·There are also several guidance documents for

18· ·developers and SEPA lead agencies providing information

19· ·on how the Programmatic EIS is intended for use by the

20· ·various parties.· The E-Programmatic has been developed

21· ·to make the Programmatic EIS for accessible to users, and

22· ·to draw forth the most critical elements identified

23· ·within the larger document.

24· · · ·The resource sensitivity online GIS tool is an

25· ·interactive version of the resource sensitivity map



·1· ·prepared for most of the resource sections within the

·2· ·Programmatic EIS.· This tool will allow users to input

·3· ·location data associated with proposed transmission

·4· ·facilities, and then be presented with data showing what

·5· ·potentially sensitive environmental resources that

·6· ·facility may interact with.

·7· · · ·These resources have been assigned sensitivity

·8· ·levels from one to three, with three being the highest,

·9· ·based on input from subject matter experts.· This tool is

10· ·intended to be used primarily by developers during the

11· ·siting phase of their project to identify the potential

12· ·points of environmental impacts and avoid them, when

13· ·practical, or prepare mitigation strategies prior to

14· ·application submittals.

15· · · ·It can also be used by SEPA lead agencies to

16· ·identify potential resources of concern when reviewing

17· ·projects.· No further environmental review of anticipated

18· ·actual impacts would be needed at the project level.

19· · · ·For both of these online tools, EFSEC Staff is

20· ·working with WaTech to finalize various elements and

21· ·prepare hosting support on EFSEC's website.· Staff intend

22· ·for these tools to be online and accessible to all

23· ·interested parties in the near future.

24· · · ·EFSEC Staff are also currently coordinating with

25· ·staff in the Department of Ecology to organize a series



·1· ·of external engagement sessions with industry and county

·2· ·planning departments across the state.· The objective of

·3· ·these sessions is to introduce the Programmatic EISs

·4· ·recently produced by our two agencies to anticipated

·5· ·future users.· These sessions will provide an opportunity

·6· ·to proactively engage the users and to provide guidance

·7· ·on the expected use of the documents and answer any

·8· ·questions that may arise.· Are there any questions from

·9· ·the Council?

10· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, very much,

11· ·Mr. Greene.· I would see if there was any further way you

12· ·could characterize when the tools, the online tools would

13· ·be available in terms of a couple weeks or two months.  I

14· ·think it's nearer term, but if there's any further

15· ·clarification.

16· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. GREENE:· I don't have an exact

17· ·date, but I would anticipate in the next weeks to a few

18· ·months is accurate.

19· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. HAFKEMEYER:· I don't think I have

20· ·anything more definitive than that at this time.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· If it's more than a

22· ·few weeks maybe we can have further conversations, you

23· ·know, having a little insight from a conversation I had

24· ·with Staff several weeks ago now.· It's just I think it's

25· ·a tremendous resource for all parties and the public.



·1· ·And, obviously, at times we have more experts in the

·2· ·field, but while applicants may be a natural to use it, I

·3· ·think a lot of other important both public agencies and a

·4· ·number of parties that are interested on where should

·5· ·energy resources go or not go.· Obviously, where we can

·6· ·use built environments like existing transmission

·7· ·corridors are important, but at the same time if there

·8· ·are clearly needs out there this kind of the tool is one

·9· ·we would hope could be maximized for its benefit before

10· ·an application is ever made to EFSEC or even coming into

11· ·a pre-application process.· I think that's the vision of

12· ·what you have brought forward.· We appreciate it.  I

13· ·would note there some functionality that is not included,

14· ·as I understand it, in the current tool based on scope

15· ·and budget, but it doesn't mean that that platform and

16· ·the collective and ultimately public investment in it is

17· ·one that I believe can be leveraged, so just want to note

18· ·that while we're here.· And with that, I thank my

19· ·colleagues on the Council and would ask if there are

20· ·other comments or questions.· Councilman Pamplin?

21· · · · · · · · · · ·COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:· Thank you, Mr.

22· ·Chair, and, Mr. Greene, congratulations on getting this

23· ·across the finish line.· A Programmatic EIS is no small

24· ·fete, and really appreciate the kind of forward thinking

25· ·that we want to see to inform project applicants of where
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·1· ·they might site transmission facilities, and this will

·2· ·echo the Chair's remarks about the utility of the online

·3· ·tool that you described.· That sounds really cool, so

·4· ·thank you so much.

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· ·Thank you.· Other

·6· ·comments or questions from Council?· Okay.· Then we will

·7· ·move on to the Horse Heaven Wind Farm.· And I'm going to

·8· ·turn the chair and gavel over to Stacey Brewster from

·9· ·Utilities and Transportation Commission since I am going

10· ·to go ahead and step away for a moment for the Horse

11· ·Heaven item.· And with that, Chair Brewster, I will turn

12· ·this to you.

13· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Thank you.· Do we

14· ·have an update from Staff to begin with?

15· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MOON:· Yes.· Good afternoon,

16· ·Acting Chair Stacey Brewster and EFSEC Council members.

17· ·Following the Council discussion at the September 17th

18· ·Council meeting, Staff prepared a draft resolution to A,

19· ·implement the 0.6 mile buffer for the next locations on

20· ·which the Preoperational Technical Advisory Group, PTAG,

21· ·reached consensus, and B, implement a two-mile buffer for

22· ·four nest locations that were identified on a

23· ·confidential map.

24· · · ·In coordination with our Assistant Attorney General,

25· ·EFSEC issued for public comment draft resolution No. 357,



·1· ·titled Horse Heaven Wind Farm site certification

·2· ·agreement implementation partly approving an partly

·3· ·denying proposal to construct primary infrastructure

·4· ·within two miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.

·5· ·This was drafted to meet the site certification agreement

·6· ·referred to as the SCA, Appendix 2, mitigation measure

·7· ·for special status species 5, the ferruginous hawk, and

·8· ·we shortened that to Spec 5 when we are casually talking

·9· ·about it.

10· · · ·The Spec 5 mitigation measure does not allow siting

11· ·any wind turbines within a 0.6 mile radius surrounding

12· ·ferruginous hawk nests that are A, documented in the

13· ·Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife priority

14· ·habitat species database on the effective date on the

15· ·SCA, or B, identified in the certificate holder's nest

16· ·surveys, and/or C, newly established by the species

17· ·between the SCA effective date and the time of

18· ·construction.

19· · · ·To recap, draft resolution 357 as drafted, approves

20· ·the certificate holder's request to site primary

21· ·components within 0.6 to two miles of 38 nest locations,

22· ·and denies the certificate holder's request to site

23· ·turbines within 0.6 to two miles of foreign nest

24· ·locations.

25· · · ·The resolution declines to make a decision on two
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·1· ·nest locations as the SCA didn't authorize the placement

·2· ·of primary components within one nest area, and the

·3· ·certificate holder is not requesting approval to site

·4· ·primary components within two miles of a nest location,

·5· ·which a pair of ferruginous hawks fledged young in the

·6· ·spring of 2025.

·7· · · ·The draft resolution was issued September 30th, and

·8· ·the public comment period was opened from that date,

·9· ·September 30th, 2025 at 10:30 a.m. until October 13th,

10· ·2025 at 11:59 p.m.· EFSEC received a total of 56

11· ·comments.· The comments included general opposition to

12· ·the project and concerns over a wide range of topics that

13· ·are outside the scope of resolution 357, including

14· ·property values, view scape, light pollution, water

15· ·usage, noise, cultural resources, wind reliability,

16· ·landscape, misappropriation of funds, EFSEC procedures,

17· ·goals of local comprehensive plans, and PTAG meeting

18· ·guidelines.

19· · · ·Comments were also received in support of maximum

20· ·buffer distances allowed, and support for the PTAG role

21· ·and recommendation.

22· · · ·Does the Council have any questions or comments on

23· ·the information presented thus far?

24· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Hearing none.

25· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MOON:· Okay.· So now I will



·1· ·introduce EFSEC State Environmental Policy Act

·2· ·specialist, Sean Greene, for a report on SEPA comments.

·3· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. GREENE:· Thank you, Amy.· This is

·4· ·Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.· During the

·5· ·public comment period for this draft Council resolution,

·6· ·EFSEC received comments questioning the relationship

·7· ·between the current advice presented by the

·8· ·Preoperational Technical Advisory Group or PTAG, and by

·9· ·EFSEC Staff for the implementation of the Species 5

10· ·mitigation measure and the final environmental impact

11· ·statement or EIS.· Staff just want to confirm with the

12· ·Council and the public that all recommendations being

13· ·provided be the PTAG are to support EFSEC's

14· ·implementation of existing mitigation measures already

15· ·combined in the final EIS and the site certification

16· ·agreement or SCA.· There is no new mitigation being

17· ·developed.· The PTAG review is technical in nature and is

18· ·being done to ensure that Species 5 and other mitigation

19· ·measures are implemented as specified within the SCA.

20· · · ·We also received comments indicating a belief that

21· ·the current PTAG work on Species 5 would necessitate

22· ·EFSEC producing a supplemental EIS.· As outlined in

23· ·Washington Administrative Code, Chapter 197-11-405(4)(b),

24· ·a supplemental EIS shall be prepared when there are

25· ·substantial changes to a proposal so that the proposal is



·1· ·likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts,

·2· ·or there is significant new information related to a

·3· ·proposal's probable significant adverse environmental

·4· ·impact.· The work currently being performed by the PTAG

·5· ·and EFSEC Staff does not meet either of these criteria.

·6· ·There are no proposed changes to the project at this

·7· ·time.· The project is being refined in accordance with

·8· ·the additional excluded areas already provided for by

·9· ·Species 5 and the SCA and the final EIS.

10· · · ·The outcome of these nest by nest determinations

11· ·will not cause the project to expand or contract in any

12· ·way that was not already evaluated and anticipated in the

13· ·final EIS and the SCA.

14· · · ·The request presented by Scout with technical input

15· ·from the PTAG, did not include new field data or survey

16· ·information, with the exception of the one new nest

17· ·occupied this year, which was a probability anticipated

18· ·by the terms of Species 5.· All of the information that

19· ·the PTAG has considered regarding nest locations, habitat

20· ·availability, foraging ranges and more was included in

21· ·EFSEC's environmental review of the project and published

22· ·in the final EIS.

23· · · ·What Scout is presenting, and the PTAG is advising

24· ·on is a more refined technical interpretation of whether

25· ·or not the existing data indicates that ferruginous hawks



·1· ·are likely to successfully return to specific nesting

·2· ·sites.

·3· · · ·The decision that is presented to the Council by

·4· ·Scout's request and the PTAG's advice on that request,

·5· ·fits within the framework of the existing SEPA analysis

·6· ·and the site certification agreement and there is no need

·7· ·for a supplemental EIS at this time.

·8· · · ·The Council's decision on Scout's request will not

·9· ·change the project's design or layout beyond what was

10· ·already evaluated and approved.· It is possible, but this

11· ·is just speculation at this time, that Scout could

12· ·present a request to amend the SCA to change the project

13· ·design.· If that were to happen, then EFSEC would have a

14· ·proposal before it that would need to be evaluated under

15· ·SEPA, possibly by way of a supplemental EIS.

16· · · ·If there are any questions regarding the

17· ·relationship between this resolution and SEPA, I can

18· ·answer them now, otherwise I will pass things off to our

19· ·legal counsel, Jon Thompson, to address some of the other

20· ·comments that we received that were more legal in nature.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· I don't have any

22· ·questions.· I don't see any others from Council members.

23· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. THOMPSON:· Again, this is Jon

24· ·Thompson, Assistant Attorney General.· I want to address

25· ·a couple of legal arguments that were raised in the



·1· ·public comments, specifically from Benton County comments

·2· ·and also, to a degree, the Yakama Nation's comments.

·3· · · ·The first was an assertion that the Benton County

·4· ·Council member that was appointed during review of the

·5· ·application for site certification should still be

·6· ·sitting on the Council for this decision.

·7· · · ·And the second argument I wanted to address was that

·8· ·the PTAG meetings should have been conducted under the

·9· ·Open Public Meetings Act with notice and the opportunity

10· ·for the public to attend.

11· · · ·So first to the assertion about the participation of

12· ·the Benton County member, which was Ed Brost.· The

13· ·EFSEC's authorizing statute provides that when the

14· ·Council receives an application to site a facility in a

15· ·county, the county has an opportunity to appoint a

16· ·representative during the review of an application.· The

17· ·statute says that the county Council member shall serve

18· ·until there has been a final acceptance or rejection of

19· ·the proposed site, but when that occurs is when the

20· ·Governor makes a decision either accepting or rejecting,

21· ·and in this case accepting -- or approving the

22· ·application for site certification and executing the

23· ·draft site certification agreement that was presented to

24· ·him.· That occurred last October.· And in November, EFSEC

25· ·Staff thanked Mr. Brost for his service and let him know



·1· ·that he didn't need to attend any further meetings.· His

·2· ·name hasn't been called on the roll since then.· And

·3· ·there hadn't been any assertion by Mr. Brost or the

·4· ·County previously that he should still be sitting on the

·5· ·Council until comments were submitted by Benton County on

·6· ·Monday, expressing the opinion that he should be sitting

·7· ·on the Council still.

·8· · · ·The argument that the County makes is that although,

·9· ·you know, the statute provides for acceptance of the

10· ·project by the Governor, in this case they argue that the

11· ·Council basically deferred or punted the siting of the

12· ·project to the PTAG, at least in part, and therefore

13· ·because the final -- in their interpretation, the final

14· ·acceptance of the site hasn't occurred and Mr. Brost or

15· ·another representative from the County should still be on

16· ·the Council.

17· · · ·However, this is really a mischaracterization of

18· ·the -- what the SCA provides.· The site is approved by,

19· ·you know, how the statute uses those terms.· What we are

20· ·now dealing with is an implementation of a mitigation

21· ·measure that established this conditional future

22· ·protection of ferruginous hawks established these

23· ·conditional project setbacks from historic hawk nests,

24· ·and it specified how that contingency was to be resolved

25· ·by request from the certificate holder with input from



·1· ·the PTAG.

·2· · · ·And the relevant consideration is whether there is

·3· ·still a viable nest site or whether there's still viable

·4· ·habitats surrounding the nests.· That was the information

·5· ·that was received from PTAG, and it's the implementation

·6· ·of the mitigation measure rather than siting, rather than

·7· ·approval of the siting of the facility.· There is no real

·8· ·basis, in my opinion, to the County's assertion that a

·9· ·county representative should still be sitting on the

10· ·Council for this decision.

11· · · ·Turning to the OPMA argument, this was an argument

12· ·that Benton County made in the early objection to the

13· ·formation of the PTAG, so we were aware of this argument

14· ·from the County; however, based on the language of the

15· ·Open Public Meetings Act and the interpretation of it

16· ·from the courts, the -- it's my opinion that these

17· ·meetings were not required to be conducted under the

18· ·OPMA.· The OPMA applies to the meetings of the governing

19· ·bodies of government agencies, and it does apply to

20· ·committees thereof when the committee acts on behalf of

21· ·the governing body, conducts hearings, or takes testimony

22· ·or public comment.· The PTAG did not take public

23· ·comments.· It didn't conduct hearings.· And it also is

24· ·not exercising decisionmaking authority on behalf of the

25· ·Council.· What it's doing is providing technical advice



·1· ·for the Council's consideration to make a decision on the

·2· ·certificate holder's request to site a primary structure

·3· ·within these conditional buffer areas.

·4· · · ·So I just wanted to address those two legal topics,

·5· ·and if you have any questions about that, I'm happy to

·6· ·answer those.

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Thank you.· Do we

·8· ·have any questions from Council members?· I see Mr.

·9· ·Nelson has raised his hand.· Go ahead, please.

10· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. NELSON:· Thank you, Chair

11· ·Brewster.· I just wanted to thank Mr. Thompson for

12· ·explaining about the requirements, I guess, around Mr.

13· ·Brost's participation because that did -- gives me some

14· ·concern regarding public comment.· Chair Brewster, would

15· ·now be an okay time to address the public comments in

16· ·general?

17· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Do we have anything

18· ·else from Staff before?

19· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. HAFKEMEYER:· I believe Ms. Moon

20· ·has further updates about the public comments received.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Council Member

22· ·Nelson, it sounds like we have further updates from Ms.

23· ·Moon.

24· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MOON:· Thank you, Chair Brewster.

25· ·Staff are not recommending changes to the draft



·1· ·resolution as a result of public comment; however, minor

·2· ·changes to improve readability and transparency are

·3· ·proposed.· In addition, some clerical errors were

·4· ·identified and corrected in the red line version of that

·5· ·draft, as well as the addition of a clarifying footnote

·6· ·recommended by legal counsel.

·7· · · ·Additionally, on September 29th, Staff received a

·8· ·corrected facilitator report, that's from the PTAG, in

·9· ·which a clerical error identifying 45 nests was corrected

10· ·to 44 nest locations that were in question.· Staff have

11· ·proposed editorial changes throughout the draft

12· ·resolution to reflect this correction and the nest

13· ·location number.

14· · · ·Staff also proposed an edit to improve readability,

15· ·which includes a summary table indicating the number of

16· ·nest locations subject to each portion of the Council's

17· ·decision.· The summary table presents group identifiers

18· ·in the form of alphabetical group A, B, C, and D, for the

19· ·nest locations that are discussed within the resolution.

20· · · ·Does the Council have any further questions on that

21· ·on anything?

22· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· I see Council Member

23· ·Pamplin you have raised your hand?

24· · · · · · · · · · ·COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:· Thanks, Chair,

25· ·and thanks, Ms. Moon.· I appreciate the edits that have



·1· ·been made thus far for readability and clarity.· I really

·2· ·appreciate the table regarding the various groups pinning

·3· ·the different ferruginous hawk nests.· I think that's

·4· ·very helpful for the reader of this.

·5· · · ·A minor item in the scheme of things, but something

·6· ·I want to call out because this is a resolution.· There's

·7· ·several places in the document that references the

·8· ·priority habitat and species database or PHS, and

·9· ·sometimes it's listed as PSH, and sometimes it is

10· ·referenced as priority species and habitat, for instance,

11· ·on the screen that's displayed right now in the first

12· ·paragraph under the resolution.

13· · · ·So just ask that as you go through and make the

14· ·various edits that we also correct the formal name of the

15· ·database as well as the abbreviation.· Thank you.

16· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Any additional

17· ·questions or comments from council?· Council Member

18· ·Nelson?

19· · · · · · · · · · ·COUNCILMAN NELSON:· Thank you, Chair

20· ·Brewster.· I just wanted to wait until the entirety of

21· ·all the information was shared regarding the comments.  I

22· ·want to thank everybody who took time to comment.· In at

23· ·least three of the comments there was concern about --

24· ·well, there was concern about Council members reading the

25· ·comments.· I can assure you I read all the comments -- or



·1· ·the original application, relevant exhibits.· I have read

·2· ·every comment, and to that point, a comment I do agree

·3· ·with this is the three days, two or three days from the

·4· ·end of the comment period to the voting is a pretty tight

·5· ·turnaround to read all those comments.· So as my

·6· ·predecessor Eli would, you know, I would advise something

·7· ·like a 15-day standard comment period would be great, and

·8· ·then perhaps a week minimum to review the comments, just

·9· ·to make sure that people -- folks are completely

10· ·satisfied that they have been heard because I do

11· ·appreciate every commenter.

12· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Okay.· Thanks.· And I

13· ·appreciate you bringing that up.· I would like to echo

14· ·the sentiments.· I do appreciate all the comments made by

15· ·folks.· I did take the time to make sure and read

16· ·everything, and I appreciate that comment allowing some

17· ·more time for review of the comments.· Moving forward we

18· ·can work to increase our time for review.

19· · · ·Do we have any other questions or comments from

20· ·Council members?· Hearing none, Ms. Moon, thank you.

21· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MOON:· Thank you, Council, for

22· ·your input and discussion and helpful comments.

23· · · ·I would now request that -- or I would like to

24· ·request, if the Council may, to vote to adopt Resolution

25· ·357 as amended.



·1· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Okay.· Well, so that

·2· ·brings us to the opportunity for consideration of

·3· ·Resolution No. 357, partly approving and partly denying a

·4· ·proposal to construct primary infrastructures within two

·5· ·miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.· We have

·6· ·reviewed the draft and the amended draft, and is there a

·7· ·motion to adopt Resolution 357?· Council Member, Pamplin?

·8· · · · · · · · · · ·COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:· Thank you, Ma'am

·9· ·Chair, I move that the Council adopt Resolution No. 357

10· ·as amended by Staff, and including the edits that were

11· ·discussed today.· Thank you.

12· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Thank you.· Do we

13· ·have a second?

14· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. NELSON:· Second.

15· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Thank you, Mr.

16· ·Nelson.

17· · · ·It has been moved and seconded that the Council

18· ·adopt Resolution 357 as amended and discussed by Staff

19· ·today.· Is there any discussion?· Okay.

20· · · ·I will say that I appreciate, again, the very

21· ·detailed and specific information presented by the PTAG

22· ·and incorporated into the resolution.· I feel the

23· ·recommendations by Staff are appropriate and provide the

24· ·maximum protection for the designated nests that should

25· ·take the .6 to two mile radius.



·1· · · ·Do we have any other comments?· I will hear those

·2· ·now.· Hearing none, we can go ahead and vote.· All those

·3· ·in favor please say aye.

·4· · · · · · · · · · ·MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:· Aye.

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· And that was an aye

·6· ·from me as well.· Do we have any opposed?· Hearing none,

·7· ·the resolution is adopted.

·8· · · ·Was there further updates from Staff, Ms. Moon?

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MOON:· Yes, thank you.· I have one

10· ·more Horse Heaven update.· I want to let the Council know

11· ·that Staff are currently reviewing wildlife survey plans

12· ·as required in the site certification agreement as part

13· ·of the mitigation efforts.· The plans discussed and

14· ·reviewed by the PTAG currently and EFSEC review are for

15· ·mitigation measures, Spec 1, which is for the striped

16· ·whip snake; Spec 4, burrowing owl; Spec 8, the prairie

17· ·falcon; Spec 10, the flat tailed jack rabbit and white

18· ·tailed jack rabbit; Spec 12, the Townsend's ground

19· ·squirrel; and Wild 10, the pre-construction bat

20· ·monitoring plan.

21· · · ·These plan reviews are essential for initiating time

22· ·sensitive surveys, and EFSEC anticipates more PTAG

23· ·submittals to meet the mitigation measure requirements in

24· ·the SCA in the near future.

25· · · ·Does the Council have any questions on that last



·1· ·update?

·2· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Any further questions

·3· ·from Council members?· Hearing none.· Thank you, very

·4· ·much.

·5· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MOON:· You are welcome.

·6· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BREWSTER:· Chair Beckett.

·7· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, Council

·8· ·Member Brewster.

·9· · · ·So we will have our next item, which is a

10· ·presentation by Maria Belkina with EFSEC Staff.· And I

11· ·believe we may have another outside guest to present

12· ·further details on the Cascade Renewables Transmission

13· ·application.

14· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. BELKINA:· Thank you, Chair Becket

15· ·and Council members.· For the record, my name is Maria

16· ·Belkina, siting specialist assigned to and reporting on

17· ·the Cascade Renewable Transmission project.

18· · · ·On Monday, October 6, 2025, Cascade Renewable

19· ·Transmission, LLC, submitted a formal application for

20· ·site certification to the Council for a high-voltage

21· ·direct current transmission line to be located within the

22· ·bed of the Columbia River and along the shores of

23· ·Klickitat, Skamania, and Clark counties.· The project

24· ·also includes approximately seven miles of upland

25· ·trenching in Skamania County.



·1· · · ·The project previously underwent pre-application

·2· ·review as required by RCW 50.50.308.· EFSEC has now begun

·3· ·its formal review process and is coordinating efforts

·4· ·with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting Council, the US

·5· ·Army Corps of Engineers, our consultant, and contracted

·6· ·state agencies.· The application is currently being

·7· ·reviewed for completeness and compliance with EFSEC's

·8· ·statutes and rule.· Public informational meetings and

·9· ·land use consistency hearings will be scheduled within

10· ·the three counties within 60 days.

11· · · ·Additionally, EFSEC is finalizing a memorandum of

12· ·understanding with Oregon to coordinate environmental

13· ·review and permitting efforts.

14· · · ·Thank you.· I would be happy to answer any

15· ·questions.· The applicant is also on the line to provide

16· ·a brief introduction.

17· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Very well.· Thank you

18· ·Ms. Belkina.

19· · · ·And, I'm sorry, could we have our outside project

20· ·participant please state your name for the record and

21· ·with that you are welcome to continue with your

22· ·presentation.

23· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. HOCKER:· Thank you.· My name is

24· ·Chris Hocker.· I'm with Cascade Renewables Transmission,

25· ·LLC.· And on behalf of the applicant, I want to thank the



·1· ·Council for your time and attention.· I will try to be

·2· ·brief.· I know that my time is limited, so I will not

·3· ·take up too much of it.· I appreciate the opportunity for

·4· ·a very brief presentation.· Maria, are you running the

·5· ·slide?

·6· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Mr. Hocker, our Staff

·7· ·will advance it for you.

·8· · · · · · · · · · ·MR. HOCKER:· Thank you.· So this will

·9· ·just give you sort of an idea of what the project is, why

10· ·we are doing it and what the current status is.

11· · · ·The project as shown on this slide runs from The

12· ·Dalles, Oregon, the big heavy substation of BPA, east to

13· ·west along the Columbia River.· It will be buried in the

14· ·sediment of the Columbia River about ten feet deep.· It

15· ·will exit the river to bypass the Bonneville Dam.· That's

16· ·the yellow part of the map shown.· It well reenter the

17· ·Columbia River down to Hayden Island, and then proceed

18· ·via burial on land to a converter station, and ultimately

19· ·interconnect to the Harborton substation, which is owned

20· ·by Portland General Electric.

21· · · ·The facility would carry approximately 1100

22· ·megawatts of energy that's generated east of the Cascades

23· ·to customers west of the Cascades.

24· · · ·Next slide, please.· This is sort of a zoom in on

25· ·the part of the project that effects, on land, Washington



·1· ·state.· The project would exit the river in Stevenson,

·2· ·would primarily use State Route 14.· Everything would be

·3· ·buried.· There would be no visual impact at all.· It

·4· ·would use State Route 14 before coming over around the

·5· ·Bonneville Dam and reentering the river south of the -- I

·6· ·should say west of the Bonneville Dam as shown.· The

·7· ·entrance and exit from the river would be accomplished by

·8· ·horizontal directional drilling.· So, again, there would

·9· ·be no visual impact on the land in Washington.

10· · · ·Next slide, please.· Can I get the next slide?

11· ·There we go.· So why are we doing this?· I think it's

12· ·been pretty well established that there's an urgent need

13· ·for transmission, new transmission in the Pacific

14· ·Northwest.· I won't belabor all of the information that

15· ·has been publicly available except to say that there's a

16· ·number of factors that contribute to this constraint on

17· ·the transmission grid.· And one of the underlying factors

18· ·in looking at a project like this is the passage of the

19· ·CETA legislation in Washington, and similar legislation

20· ·in Oregon, which moves both states in the direction of

21· ·one hundred percent clean energy, and there are interim

22· ·goals that were set in those pieces of legislation.

23· · · ·So since virtually all of the major scale utility

24· ·renewable generation is located east of the Cascades,

25· ·there simply is not enough existing transmission to move



·1· ·that renewable energy, clean energy over the Cascades to

·2· ·the west where the load centers are.

·3· · · ·Next slide, please.· So this slide may not be

·4· ·intuitive to understand immediately, but basically what

·5· ·it's saying is that this is the current transmission

·6· ·system.· Most of the flows, the major flows, go from east

·7· ·to west as is shown by these sort of blue semicircles.

·8· · · ·There are a number of proposals by BPA and others

·9· ·for transmission upgrades.· Those are sort of indicated

10· ·by the oval as circled there.· All of those upgrades will

11· ·be needed.· None of them have progressed to permitting

12· ·stage.· They are in the early study phase.· So even under

13· ·BPA's analysis, the first of those upgrades may be done

14· ·in the early 2030s, so there is a real constraint and a

15· ·real time constraint in getting new transmission across.

16· · · ·If you look at the green, sort of a bright green

17· ·line, that's us.· That's the Cascade project, and it's

18· ·intended to help alleviate the transmission constraints

19· ·by going directly -- really past Portland and to the

20· ·north/south corridor that you see sort of those purple

21· ·lines.· So by getting to the north/south corridor west of

22· ·Portland, that helps relieve the north/south constraints,

23· ·including limitations on what can get up to the load

24· ·centers in the state of Washington.

25· · · ·So I'm going to sort of address really quickly the



·1· ·idea that this is simply something to serve the city of

·2· ·Portland or the state of Oregon, it's not.· It is a

·3· ·system oriented partial solution to the very serious

·4· ·transmission constraints that exist.· And it will help

·5· ·with the 1100 megawatts of new transmission capacity to

·6· ·alleviate not just the east/west constraints but also the

·7· ·north/south constrains.· And it can do so before the BPA

·8· ·and other transmission upgrades can be accomplished.

·9· · · ·Next slide, please.· Very quickly, who are we?· I'm

10· ·with a company called Power Bridge.· We have developed,

11· ·financed, permitted, and built two comparable projects on

12· ·the East Coast between New York and New Jersey.· They

13· ·have been in operation respectively since 2007 and 2013.

14· ·They are both underwater and underground transmission

15· ·projects that are comparable to this one.

16· · · ·We are the lead developer for Cascade Renewables.

17· ·Our partners include Sun2o, which is an experienced

18· ·renewables developer, and also NextEra Energy

19· ·Transmission, which is the leading publicly traded

20· ·utility and renewables developer.· And it also owns and

21· ·operates an underwater, underground transmission project

22· ·comparable to this one that currently runs under San

23· ·Francisco Bay, and has been operating since 2010.

24· · · ·Next slide, please.· So I won't belabor this one.

25· ·There's already been some public attention shown on this



·1· ·project for all the reasons stated.· Meeting of renewable

·2· ·energy goals, helping to relieve transmission

·3· ·constraints, and improving resilience and safety of the

·4· ·grid by going underwater and underground.

·5· · · ·Next slide, please.· Very quickly, this is what the

·6· ·underwater cable looks like.· If you look at the

·7· ·right-hand corner, this would be a bundle of two cables

·8· ·that are less than six inches in diameter.· That is shown

·9· ·on the left-hand photo.· That is the actual installation

10· ·of one of our projects here.· It's called the Neptune

11· ·project.· And two cables about a foot in diameter are

12· ·bundled together with fiber optic cable and so the impact

13· ·to the river is minimal.

14· · · ·And I will show you on the next slide, if I have the

15· ·next slide.· It's installed using a technology called a

16· ·hydroplow.· The cable is laid off the back of a vessel

17· ·into a hydroplow that executes a narrow trench by

18· ·fluidizing the sediment in the river.· The cable is

19· ·simultaneously laid into the trench to the required

20· ·depth.· In this case it will be around ten feet.· About

21· ·75 percent of the sediment is fluidized and it settles

22· ·back down into the trench.· The impact to the river, as a

23· ·whole, is very minimal and it's temporary during the

24· ·construction period.

25· · · ·Next slide, please.· So where are we?· As Maria



·1· ·indicated, we have filed our application and that is

·2· ·currently under review.· That's only been in the last

·3· ·week or so.· There's a comparable siting certificate

·4· ·application that will be filed hopefully by the end of

·5· ·this month with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting

·6· ·Council.· We also are under the jurisdiction of the US

·7· ·Army Corps of Engineers, with two major permits, Section

·8· ·408 and Section 404, and we have been -- we have filed

·9· ·the 404 and the 408 and are proceeding with the Army

10· ·Corps.

11· · · ·And we have done a lot to encourage coordination

12· ·among the various agencies, state and federal, to assure

13· ·that everyone sort of is on the same page in terms of

14· ·what the project is, what it does, and just as important

15· ·as anything, what the potential impacts might be or might

16· ·not be.· So we have held a number of coordination

17· ·meetings with the agencies and with the tribes, and we

18· ·will continue to do so.

19· · · ·I know that the Corps of Engineers and Washington

20· ·EFSEC and Oregon EFSEC have been in communication on a

21· ·pretty much regular basis, again, to assure that a

22· ·project which is complex and involves a lot of different

23· ·jurisdictions can be evaluated on a -- not on an

24· ·expedited, but a coordinated basis so that it minimizes,

25· ·you know, confusion and misunderstanding.· We have done



·1· ·everything we could to encourage that and I know that,

·2· ·and I know agencies have been very receptive to that.

·3· · · ·Next and final slide.· In addition to helping to

·4· ·meet the renewable energy goals, clean energy goals, and

·5· ·to help relieve transmission constraints, a project like

·6· ·this does have additional benefits.· There will be a

·7· ·member of construction jobs.· There will certainly be

·8· ·property tax benefits to the affected jurisdictions.

·9· ·There will be partnerships to encourage workforce

10· ·training and education.· And we are entirely open and

11· ·have been in conversation with tribes and stakeholders to

12· ·look at partnerships to essentially leave the river and

13· ·the surrounding area better off than when we started.

14· · · ·So with that, that is my hopefully brief

15· ·presentation, and I appreciate the time.

16· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, Mr. Hocker.

17· ·Appreciate the presentation.· I think it's very clear and

18· ·helpful.· That's my perspective on what I have seen here

19· ·for the first time today.· Are there other comments or

20· ·questions from Council members?· None at this time it

21· ·seems, but if anyone changes your mind, raise your hand.

22· ·I will keep an eye out for EFSEC Staff.· ·Were there

23· ·other comments that Staff wanted to add, Ms. Belkina?

24· ·Ms. Hafkemeyer?

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



·1· ·Beckett.· This is Ami Hafkemeyer.· For the record, I just

·2· ·wanted to reiterate that Staff will be reaching out to

·3· ·schedule the informational meetings and land use hearings

·4· ·for each of the counties and getting availability for

·5· ·Council members.· And once the details of those meetings

·6· ·are available, they will be noticed for the communities

·7· ·to be able to attend.

·8· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you for noting

·9· ·that early.· And let me ad a further word to it, just for

10· ·the benefit of the public and transparency.· Ultimately,

11· ·what that translates as we will have public meetings in

12· ·three counties on the Columbia River sometime here in the

13· ·November, early December timeframe.· So for those of you

14· ·who wish to participate, let me just make it plain and

15· ·simple we will be down on the river sooner rather than

16· ·later as part of our commitment not only to being out in

17· ·the community.· Obviously, it's also a statutory

18· ·requirement, which we will fully comply with, but the

19· ·motivation is one, to me, that reflects the work of EFSEC

20· ·for a long time.

21· · · ·With that, last call for comments or questions?

22· ·Certainly more work ahead, and the Council will take its

23· ·appropriate steps in terms of objectivity and review as

24· ·we go, and look forward to kicking off that important

25· ·first public step, in addition to today's presentation,



·1· ·so thank you.

·2· · · ·Moving on to our other items for the day.· First we

·3· ·will start with Sonia Bumpus, our Director, on cost

·4· ·allocations.· And let me just note that when you are

·5· ·finished with that we will move on the changes of the

·6· ·public comment period, unless there's questions with

·7· ·regard to our cost allocations.· So I will turn this over

·8· ·to you, Sonia, to cover your items?

·9· · · · · · · · · · ·DIRECTOR BUMPUS:· Thank you.· This is

10· ·Sonia Bumpus.· Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council

11· ·members.· Good afternoon.· For the update on the

12· ·nondirect cost allocations these are the percentages for

13· ·second quarter fiscal year 2026 covering October 1, 2025

14· ·to December 31, 2025.· And I will just note that one of

15· ·the changes to the cost allocations since you saw it last

16· ·is that we've added the Cascade Renewable Transmission

17· ·project, which you just heard an introduction on.

18· · · ·So we have Columbia Generating Station at 20

19· ·percent.· Horse Heaven, ten percent.· Cascade Renewable,

20· ·eight percent.· Chehalis, six percent.· Grays Harbor 1/2,

21· ·six percent.· Carriger Solar, six percent.· Goldeneye,

22· ·five percent.· Wallula Gap, five percent.· Columbia

23· ·Solar, four percent.· Ostrea, four percent.· Goose

24· ·Prairie, four percent.· Hop Hill, four percent.· Kittitas

25· ·Valley, four percent.· Wild Horse, four percent.



·1· ·Wautoma, three percent.· WNP 1, three percent.· Badger

·2· ·Mountain, two percent.· High Top, two percent.· That

·3· ·concludes my update on the nondirect cost allocation.· If

·4· ·there aren't any questions, I will go ahead and proceed

·5· ·with update for the Council about some of the changes

·6· ·that EFSEC Staff are working on with respect to our

·7· ·public comment process.

·8· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· I don't see any hands

·9· ·raised on the first item, so please proceed.

10· · · · · · · · · · ·DIRECTOR BUMPUS:· Thank you.· So this

11· ·is an opportunity here to just update the Council on some

12· ·of the things that Staff have identified as changes to

13· ·how we conduct our public comment process.· I will just

14· ·go over the Open Public Meetings Act here briefly.· It

15· ·was amended in 2022.· So under the Open Public Meetings

16· ·Act, or referred to as OPMA, EFSEC is required to give

17· ·the public an opportunity to comment before the Council

18· ·takes a final action on any measures that the OPMA

19· ·defines as final actions.

20· · · ·So this is a collective positive or negative

21· ·decision or an actual vote by a majority of members of a

22· ·government body when sitting as a body or entity upon a

23· ·motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance.

24· · · ·And so as this Council knows and as we talked about

25· ·in the context of holding public comment periods, the



·1· ·nature of our work is such that the Council has a wide

·2· ·range of issues that you are making decisions on or

·3· ·taking final action, and it includes finalizing and

·4· ·producing documents that capture these decisions,

·5· ·recommendations to the Governor, including the draft site

·6· ·certification agreement, various Council orders, other

·7· ·decisions related to land use decision and our

·8· ·adjudicative process, and the issuance of air and water

·9· ·permits, which are required for our facility operations.

10· · · ·So we have identified a number of things that we

11· ·needed to improve.· The one being, you know, the

12· ·consistency in conducting public comments under the OPMA

13· ·on documents like the ones I just mentioned, so having

14· ·consistency there.· The outreach that's involved where we

15· ·are communicating to the public and others about the

16· ·public comment period that we are going to hold, and what

17· ·that's about, being clear about that and giving notice

18· ·early, as early as possible so that people know that that

19· ·public comment opportunity is coming.

20· · · ·And then, of course, being clear about what the

21· ·decision is about, what the documents are that are

22· ·related to that public comment.· One of the things that

23· ·we also had identified and Council Member Nelson and

24· ·Council Member Brewster both mentioned this earlier is

25· ·that we also have instances where there's not very much



·1· ·time after the comment period is concluded to review

·2· ·comments and figure out how to respond to them.· And so I

·3· ·will tell you right now before I get into some of these

·4· ·changes -- a few of the changes we have made so far that

·5· ·we are still talking about that.· We are still trying to

·6· ·set what we think should be sort of the minimum, but I

·7· ·think we are looking at something like a week, where we

·8· ·want to give ourselves a full week to give time to review

·9· ·comments, digest those, and consult with legal counsel

10· ·and others about what we need to do, so we are still

11· ·working on that.· So stay tuned on that one.

12· · · ·But a couple things I did want to share in this

13· ·update is the first thing we did was we committed to

14· ·ensuring that documents that are going to be considered

15· ·by the Council for a final vote are published with a

16· ·minimum 14-day public comment period, unless we determine

17· ·that there's some unique reason that it should be shorter

18· ·or longer in duration.

19· · · ·There are also may be cases where there's a public

20· ·comment period that's already mandated by regulation, and

21· ·so, of course, in those instances that is what we would

22· ·follow, but for public comment under the OPMA we are

23· ·going to commit to a 14-day public comment period.· And

24· ·as I mentioned a while ago, I think that we are going to

25· ·be looking at giving ourselves about a week minimum to



·1· ·look at comments and have that turnaround time.

·2· · · ·A couple of the other updates I have have to do with

·3· ·our website.· We launched a new website earlier this

·4· ·year, and with the launch of that website we have already

·5· ·made some changes to it where we are prominently

·6· ·displaying upcoming items that are coming before the

·7· ·Council.· Those changes have already been made on the

·8· ·website, but there are a number of others.

·9· · · ·We are also working out -- still working out

10· ·glitches, but we have been able to use the features of

11· ·our new website to link the public comment campaigns to

12· ·the actual associated documents, so that's helping with

13· ·the navigation and finding the documents that are

14· ·associated with those public comment periods.· With our

15· ·prior website, the functionality was a little bit

16· ·different, and with the new design we have got better

17· ·capabilities there.

18· · · ·We are also working on a few other things related to

19· ·this, which have to do with the wording on the website,

20· ·but also the wording in our public notifications.· So,

21· ·for instance, when we send notifications out about

22· ·Council activities and actions, public comment periods

23· ·through GovDelivery, we are working to sort of plain talk

24· ·and more succinctly explain what we are doing as part of

25· ·that notification.· So that is going -- that's an update



·1· ·to our Council notifications.· It's going to transfer

·2· ·over to also the website, making sure that we are being

·3· ·succinct and really kind of getting to the point, if you

·4· ·will, about here's what's going on.· Here's what we have

·5· ·got in front of us.· Here's the document you need to look

·6· ·at, and here is how you can comment.

·7· · · ·One of the other things that is also related that is

·8· ·still in the works, I think we will need a little more

·9· ·time to work out the details, but we are also working to

10· ·develop a multi month public calendar that will post on

11· ·our website.· The idea here is that we have got -- we

12· ·have got a calendar up there that people can access that

13· ·will tell them what's going on at the upcoming Council

14· ·meeting, but also what we are anticipating, sort of a

15· ·tentative schedule for what's coming to the Council the

16· ·following meeting.· And we are internally discussing how

17· ·far out we want to forecast and provide a useful

18· ·forecast.· Because, of course, if we try to forecast out

19· ·too far it just becomes very tentative and it's not very

20· ·useful.· We don't want that.· So we are looking at

21· ·focusing right now on the current upcoming meeting,

22· ·what's coming up, and then the following meeting, and

23· ·then just noting that this is our tentative agenda, so we

24· ·are working on this calendar.

25· · · ·And, as I said, you know, we are going to be



·1· ·communicating this information on our website, so a

·2· ·minimum 14-day comment period that we are making a

·3· ·commitment to do that, and then also we need to add the

·4· ·turnaround time.

·5· · · ·One last comment I will make, I don't know if

·6· ·there's any questions, but I think that one of the things

·7· ·that's going to be really great about these changes that

·8· ·we are making, it's not just for consistency and clarity,

·9· ·and I think that's going to help with engagement with the

10· ·public, but I think it's going to help inform the project

11· ·schedules.

12· · · ·We talked a long time here at EFSEC about sharing

13· ·major milestones for projects that we have before us.

14· ·There's a lot of steps to our process.· We would -- we

15· ·have, for a long time, wanted to be able to share project

16· ·schedules and share those milestones so people can plan

17· ·and prepare to engage the Council members, all of us.

18· ·It's difficult when you don't have all of those standard

19· ·timelines in place.· So I think by creating these side

20· ·boards around this process we are going to have the

21· ·ability to provide more information about key milestones

22· ·for the projects that are before us.· That concludes my

23· ·update on public comments.

24· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you.· That's a

25· ·very good update.· I expect that will be reflected



·1· ·potentially in a couple comments here.· Let me just make

·2· ·a brief one and then I will turn to other Council members

·3· ·for their comments and questions.

·4· · · ·I want to thank you, Director Bumpus, as well as all

·5· ·the Staff for ultimately supporting, you know, the

·6· ·internal changes that I don't think are new to EFSEC, but

·7· ·certainly there's been focus on that, and certainly one

·8· ·that I have advocated for and appreciate, you know, here

·9· ·it is on full display, including the new website.· That

10· ·certainly -- I think we all appreciate it.· And I want to

11· ·recognize it started long before I became the new Chair,

12· ·and so celebrate that earlier work as well as the more

13· ·recent and ongoing work.

14· · · ·I just want to acknowledge that while it's always

15· ·been a part of your work, I think it's a further focus in

16· ·taking that on, and all the challenges that come with

17· ·projects that have long been in EFSEC's file, if you

18· ·will, like Horse Heaven.· Obviously, there's a new

19· ·application on a small modular reactor, and that's not a

20· ·small issue on any day, if not generationally for all of

21· ·us in Washington, no matter where that lands in terms of

22· ·decisions.· Just the process alone on that project is

23· ·significant.· And I think the project we just heard on

24· ·transmission being considered around the Columbia River,

25· ·you know, again, just that alone is a significant impact



·1· ·to the agency.· I just want to recognize that, as well as

·2· ·Council members who have -- feel that impact too, but

·3· ·obviously the Staff, as well as our outside partners and

·4· ·sometimes contractors get swept into that, and so I just

·5· ·want to acknowledge that work and encourage whatever we

·6· ·can do to continue it.

·7· · · ·Ultimately, 14-day comment periods, which I'm

·8· ·committed to, and review periods, they don't make time

·9· ·certain outcomes easier.· And for those that want to know

10· ·that EFSEC has statutory mandates, and I don't think we

11· ·have quite achieved that year turnaround on our projects,

12· ·which I don't know if that was a realistic objective with

13· ·respect to the legislature back in 1970, but nonetheless,

14· ·I think there's a theme there that we should maintain,

15· ·but how to balance that and all the complexities of these

16· ·individual projects is hard work, and so thanks for

17· ·letting me share that.· I will turn it to my fellow

18· ·Council members who has a question or comment.· Maybe I

19· ·made enough for all of you.· It looks that way.

20· · · ·Okay.· So with that, let's move on to the update on

21· ·the delegation of authority and Ami Hafkemeyer will

22· ·provide that update.

23· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. HAFKEMEYER:· Thank you.· I had a

24· ·brief update for you on the delegation of authority

25· ·Policy 16-01 that was approved by the Council on June



·1· ·25th of this year.· On August 15th, the Yakama Nation

·2· ·filed a petition for judicial review with the Yakama

·3· ·County Superior Court.· Friends of the Columbia Gorge and

·4· ·Tri-Cities CARES, also filed a petition with the Clark

·5· ·County Superior Court.· Staff will be recommending

·6· ·additional clarifying language be added to the policy to

·7· ·make more transparent EFSEC's practices around

·8· ·pre-construction and preoperational plan reviews.· Staff

·9· ·plan to prepare these edits and post the track changes

10· ·version of the policy on October 27th, for a two-week

11· ·public comment period ahead of the November 19th Council

12· ·meeting.· Are there any questions?

13· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· I would just say thank

14· ·you for leading out as to what was described on the prior

15· ·item, as well as those dates were provided here today on

16· ·is 15th of October and so appreciate that.

17· · · ·Other comments or questions on the delegation of

18· ·authority by the Council?· Seeing and hearing none, we

19· ·will move on to rules discussion and CR-101 action by the

20· ·Council, which I trust Lisa McLean will further explain

21· ·that term.

22· · · · · · · · · · ·MS. MCLEAN:· Thank you, Chair Beckett.

23· ·For the record, Lisa McLean, Legislative and Policy

24· ·Manager and Tribal liaison for EFSEC.· I wanted to

25· ·provide you all and the public with an update about our



·1· ·upcoming plans on rulemaking.

·2· · · ·As background, last year -- in May, we completed a

·3· ·yearlong housekeeping rulemaking process.· That

·4· ·initiative involved a thorough review of all chapters of

·5· ·Title 463 WAC.· That's the section of the Washington

·6· ·Administrative Code that relates to our rules.· The

·7· ·changes that were introduced at that time were aimed at

·8· ·aligning EFSEC's rules with its statute as it was amended

·9· ·in 2022, as well as aligning it to other important

10· ·statutes, such as the Public Records Act, the

11· ·Environmental Health Law Reorganization Act, an other

12· ·laws that had changed in the last 20 years since we had

13· ·done such a major overhaul.

14· · · ·With that update down, we are done.· We are now

15· ·digging down into the rules to ensure that all of the

16· ·rules have the appropriate level of, and accurate

17· ·guidance as to formal and informal procedures that EFSEC

18· ·uses to implement its statute.· We have identified a few

19· ·chapters that we believe could benefit amendment in order

20· ·to clarify the procedures and practices of the Council.

21· · · ·And those chapters include Chapter 463-30 WAC, which

22· ·is about the adjudicative proceedings.· We are looking to

23· ·clarify expectations about that process, to clarify -- to

24· ·bring it up to date with the current technology, and to

25· ·make it clear how the proceedings are rolled up into a



·1· ·complete record of decisionmaking that becomes the part

·2· ·of recommendations to the Governor.· So those are some of

·3· ·the changes that we are going to seek to pursue with

·4· ·amending that WAC.

·5· · · ·The second WAC that we are looking to amend is

·6· ·Chapter 463-60 on application.· We would like to see if

·7· ·we can provide guidance on the value and the process of

·8· ·pre-application.

·9· · · ·And then the third one is Chapter 463-72, which is

10· ·about site restoration and preservation.· We feel the

11· ·need to clarify important details on the financial

12· ·assurance process.

13· · · ·So we plan to initiate rulemaking by filing -- by

14· ·submitting this month a pre-notice inquiry, which is

15· ·commonly referred to as a CR-101.· The filing of that

16· ·form with the Code Reviser's Office and its publication

17· ·in the Washington Register will begin a process of public

18· ·and tribal engagement to develop and adopt amended

19· ·language.· We suspect this process to take anywhere from

20· ·sixth months to one year.· Are there any questions?

21· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you for the

22· ·update.· And, again, I think a lot of the theme here

23· ·today on those evolutions that have, in some cases, been

24· ·underway for a long time and some more recent.  I

25· ·appreciate that update.



·1· · · ·Are there other questions or comments from the

·2· ·Council for Lisa Mclean?· Okay.· Well, obviously, more of

·3· ·a heads up of things to come.· For some I know there's

·4· ·been more focus perhaps that any party might expect on

·5· ·some of those matters, and so certainly we welcome that

·6· ·proactive engagement before we get into the specific

·7· ·work.

·8· · · ·If there are other outside parties that have

·9· ·questions in the interim or want to make contact with us,

10· ·we certainly welcome and encourage early questions or

11· ·thoughts about those matters that Lisa just described.

12· · · ·Director Bumpus, I don't think there are other

13· ·items.· Let me check with you in case anything pops up.

14· · · · · · · · · · ·DIRECTOR BUMPUS:· I don't have

15· ·anything.· Thank you.· I actually hope I'm done.

16· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· All right.· Are there

17· ·other closing comments from Council, and I see Councilman

18· ·Pamplin has his hand up.

19· · · · · · · · · · ·COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:· Thanks, Mr.

20· ·Chair.· And just as we are wrapping up, I just wanted to

21· ·see if there was opportunity here to request some time,

22· ·and I look to you and Director Bumpus, perhaps at the

23· ·November or December Council meeting where we schedule

24· ·some time under the kind of the other business section of

25· ·our agenda to discuss some of our other processes.  A



·1· ·couple of the areas that I would like to flag and I

·2· ·realize that we are late on time now, but just the kind

·3· ·of categories of process ideas that I would like to

·4· ·deliberate with the Council, one is whether it is

·5· ·required to ask project proponents to attend the EFSEC

·6· ·monthly meetings to provide updates when there are no

·7· ·nonroutine issues to report.· I would like to understand

·8· ·if there's another to receive those updates where we

·9· ·don't ask about a dozen people to call in unless there's

10· ·some sort of a regulatory requirement that I'm not aware

11· ·of for the project proponents to give those updates.

12· · · ·Second, is to consider occasionally inviting

13· ·presentations from other agencies, such as an update on

14· ·programmatic EISs being pursued by Ecology or perhaps our

15· ·regional energy demand forecast and an update relevant to

16· ·our status as a state in meeting our state's clean energy

17· ·goals, or even the Department of Fish and Wildlife's new

18· ·wind and solar energy guidelines.

19· · · ·I think this would be pretty minimal work on EFSEC

20· ·Staff, as we are asking others to come in and brief us

21· ·with short presentations, if that information is germane

22· ·to the work that we do at EFSEC and provides context for

23· ·a number of decisions we make on the Council.

24· · · ·I would also recommend that we schedule those when

25· ·you have the new year at a glance where we don't lengthy



·1· ·Council agenda items that we are spending time on

·2· ·deliberations, but we had those on meetings where it's

·3· ·not quite as busy.

·4· · · ·And then finally, another process idea I would like

·5· ·to discuss with the Council is sometimes when we make

·6· ·motion language or make motions, I should say, it's

·7· ·important that we use very precise language with specific

·8· ·times or specific legal actions.· It would be helpful to

·9· ·have that draft motion language as a member of the

10· ·Council.· I don't know if there's a way that we could

11· ·include that, for instance, on the summary sheet for the

12· ·project, which also signals to the public are monitoring

13· ·EFSEC's deliberations on what the Council's Staff

14· ·recommendation is, and then as needed we can edit that

15· ·motion language on the fly.· It's helpful, I find, for

16· ·other intergovernmental forms to have that language in

17· ·advance of the meeting.

18· · · ·So I offer those as just future ideas for a future

19· ·discussion, hopefully later this fall, of some other

20· ·process improvements that I hope to work with you all on,

21· ·and I'm happy to work with the Director, or you, Mr.

22· ·Chairman, to flesh those ideas out for further

23· ·discussion.· Thank you.

24· · · · · · · · · · ·CHAIR BECKETT:· Thank you, Councilman

25· ·Pamplin.· I think those are welcome suggestions.



·1· ·Obviously, the execution of them is always part of the

·2· ·detail on top of some of the other demands we have

·3· ·discussed here today, but I think they are important

·4· ·opportunities, and some of which, I know, have been

·5· ·discussed in perhaps years past, in terms of like the

·6· ·regular cadence of the meeting.· I am mindful of people's

·7· ·time and resource, you know, for that kind of routine.  I

·8· ·think more to come on all of those and I really

·9· ·appreciate you putting those forward more formally here

10· ·in an appropriate shared environment, including with out

11· ·two new Council members as well here today.

12· · · ·Were there other comments or questions from the

13· ·Council?· Okay.· Well, soon we will gavel this out, and

14· ·Councilman Ryan and Councilman Nelson, you can chalk up

15· ·your first EFSEC Council meetings, so congratulations.

16· ·And with that, at 3:13 we are adjourned.

17

18· · · · · · · · (Proceedings concluded at 3:13 p.m.)
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·1· ·STATE OF WASHINGTON )· · I, Christy Sheppard, CCR, RPR,
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·2· ·County of Pierce· · )· · in the State of Washington, do
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · hereby certify:
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·4
· · · · · That the foregoing Monthly Meeting of the Washington
·5· ·State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was
· · ·conducted in my presence and adjourned on October 15,
·6· ·2025, and thereafter was transcribed under my direction;
· · ·that the transcript is a full, true and complete
·7· ·transcript of the said meeting, transcribed to the best
· · ·of my ability;
·8
· · · · · That I am not a relative, employee, attorney, or
·9· ·counsel of any party to this matter or relative or
· · ·employee of any such attorney or counsel, and that I am
10· ·not financially interested in the said matter or the
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11
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12· ·on October 29, 2025.
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 1                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon.  This

 2   is Kurt Beckett, Chair of the Energy Facility Site

 3   Evaluation Council, and I'm calling our October, 15, 2025

 4   meeting to order.  Ms. Barker, if you could call roll.

 5                     MS. BARKER:  Certainly, Chair.

 6   Department of Commerce?  Department of Ecology?

 7                     MR. NELSON:  Here.

 8                     MS. BARKER:  Department of Fish and

 9   Wildlife?

10                     MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne is

11   here for Commerce.  My apologies.

12                     MS. BARKER:  Thank you.  Department of

13   Fish and Wildlife?

14                     MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin for Fish

15   and Wildlife.

16                     MS. BARKER:  Department of Natural

17   Resources?

18                     MR. RYAN:  Maverick Ryan here for DNR.

19                     MS. BARKER:  Utilities &

20   Transportation Commission?

21                     MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster,

22   present.

23                     MS. BARKER:  Local Government and

24   Optional State Agencies.  For the Hop Hill Project, Paul

25   Krupin?
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 1       For the Carriger Solar project, Matt Chiles.

 2                     MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.

 3                     MS. BARKER:  For the Wallula Gap

 4   project, Adam Fyall?

 5       For the Goldeneye BESS project, Robby Eckroth?

 6                     MR. ECKROTH:  Robby Eckroth, present.

 7                     MS. BARKER:  Assistant Attorney

 8   General, Jon Thompson?

 9                     MR. THOMPSON:  Present.

10                     MS. BARKER:  Zack Packer?  Talia

11   Thuet?

12                     MS. THUET:  Present.

13                     MS. BARKER:  For EFSEC staff, I will

14   call only those anticipated to speak today.  Sonia

15   Bumpus?

16                     MS. BUMPUS:  Present.

17                     MS. BARKER:  Ami Hafkemeyer?

18                     MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.

19                     MS. BARKER:  Amy Moon?

20                     MS. MOON:  Present.

21                     MS. BARKER:  Sara Randolph?

22                     MS. RANDOLPH:  Present.

23                     MS. BARKER:  Sean Greene?

24                     MR. GREENE:  Present.

25                     MS. BARKER:  John Barnes?
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 1                     MR. BARNES:  Present.

 2                     MS. BARKER:  Joanne Snarski?

 3                     MS. SNARSKI:  Present.

 4                     MS. BARKER:  Maria Belkina?

 5                     MS. BELKINA:  Present.

 6                     MS. BARKER:  For Operational Updates.

 7   Oh, Lisa McLean?  I'm sorry.

 8                     MS. MCLEAN:  Present.

 9                     MS. BARKER:  For Operational updates,

10   Kittitas Valley Wind project?

11                     MR. CASEDAY:  Jarred Caseday, present.

12                     MS. BARKER:  Wild Horse Wind Power

13   project?

14                     MS. RANDOLPH:  This is Sarah Randolph,

15   I'll be giving the update for Wild Horse.

16                     MS. BARKER:  Grays Harbor Energy

17   Center?

18                     MR. PACE:  Eric Pace, present.

19                     MS. BARKER:  Chehalis Generation

20   Facility?

21                     MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.

22                     MS. BARKER:  Columbia Generating

23   Station?

24                     MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Kelly Elsethagen,

25   present.
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 1                     MS. BARKER:  Columbia Solar?

 2                     MS. ESPER:  Katy Esper, present.

 3                     MS. BARKER:  Goose Prairie Solar?

 4                     MR. JIA:  Nelson Jia, here, present.

 5                     MS. BARKER:  Ostrea Solar?

 6                     MR. VOLTZ:  Jon Voltz, present.

 7                     MS. BARKER:  Is there anyone online

 8   for the Counsel for the Environment?

 9                     MS. REYNEVELD:  Yes, Sarah Reyneveld

10   and Yuriy Korol are present.

11                     MS. BARKER:  Thank you.  Chair, there

12   is a quorum for all councils.

13                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Counsel

14   there's an agenda before us.  Do I have a motion to adopt

15   it?

16                     MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster, I move

17   to adopt the agenda for today's meeting.

18                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Is there a

19   second.

20                     MR. PAMPLIN:  Second, Nate Pamplin.

21                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Motion has been moved

22   a seconded.  Are there any changes to the agenda?

23   Hearing none, all those in favor say aye?

24                     MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

25                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?  All right.
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 1   Agenda is adopted.

 2       Next up we have our minutes from the September 17th

 3   monthly meeting.  Do I have a motion to approve the

 4   minutes, please, Council?

 5                     MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne, so

 6   moved.

 7                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Is there a

 8   second?

 9                     MR. PAMPLIN:  Second, this is Nate.

10                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  The

11   minutes have been moved and seconded.  Are there any

12   changes to the minutes?  I did not, upon reviewing them,

13   have any to suggest myself.  Other Council members?

14   Okay.  Seeing none, I will call the vote.  All in favor

15   of approving the minutes of September 17th, please say

16   aye?

17                     MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

18                     CHAIR BECKETT:  All right.  Opposed?

19   All right.  Minutes are adopted.

20       So it's my pleasure to both honor a couple of our

21   now former members of the EFSEC Council before

22   introducing the replacements that the agencies have

23   brought forward.  And those who have participated in our

24   meetings regularly, Eli Levitt, of the Department of

25   Ecology, his last meeting was on the 17th of September
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 1   and we briefly honored him then.  We will certainly be

 2   honoring all of our new former Council members here

 3   towards the end of the year in a more appropriate

 4   resolution in their name.  But in particular, I just

 5   wanted to thank Lenny Young, who did retire in the month

 6   of September, and a longstanding dedicated State

 7   employee, and appreciated his public service, and want to

 8   acknowledge Lenny's strong contribution to the EFSEC

 9   Council for many years as well.

10       And so with that acknowledgment, let me first

11   introduce Blake Nelson, who is representing now the

12   Department of Ecology, and is the Southwest Region

13   Manager for the Solid Waste Management Program.  And

14   Councilman Nelson, if you would like to introduce

15   yourself.  And, again, on behalf of all the Council

16   members, welcome.

17                     COUNCILMAN NELSON:  Thank you, Chair

18   Beckett.  You did a pretty sufficient job there.  I'm

19   with the Department of Ecology in the Solid Waste

20   Program, particularly the manager of the Southwest

21   Region.

22       You know, on a personal note, I grew up in

23   Centralia.  My father and grandfather worked at

24   Trans-Alta, the coal plant there.  And although I don't

25   profess to siting many coal facilities, I do have a great
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 1   interest in energy policy and studies that I've had in

 2   grad school.  So I'm real excited to be part of the Board

 3   and to work with you all.

 4                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Appreciate that.

 5   Thank you very much, Councilman Nelson, and welcome

 6   aboard.

 7       Next we have Maverick Ryan who is with the

 8   Department of Natural Resources and is the Deputy

 9   Director of Tribal Relations.  And, Councilman Ryan, we

10   welcome you and ask you to introduce yourself and any

11   remarks you wish to make.

12                     COUNCILMAN RYAN:  Thank you, Chair.

13   (Speaking in Cowlitz)  In Cowlitz, that's hello good

14   people, my name is Maverick Ryan.  I'm the Deputy

15   Director of Tribal Relations at the Washington State

16   Department of Natural Resources, proud citizen of Cowlitz

17   Indian Tribe, and I'm really excited to join you in this

18   work as DNR's representative on this Council.

19       A couple things I want to mention.  I'm honored to

20   be here representing Commissioner Updegrove.  And in

21   January, when he took office, he outlined his core values

22   in leading the agency.  There are four of them, respect,

23   professionalism, integrity, and joy.  Those four values

24   inform decisionmaking throughout our agency, and what I

25   hope to embody through my participation with you here.
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 1       In addition to that, there are two other primary

 2   things I want to say as part of my introduction.  One is

 3   procedural, and the other one is just kind of a personal

 4   observation.  And to tackle the procedural item first, I

 5   want to be transparent with my new colleagues in this

 6   body in disclosing that in my employment history, I

 7   previously worked at a local consulting firm in Seattle

 8   for approximately a year and a half where I carried the

 9   title of Manager of Public Affairs.  In this role, I

10   provided administrative and project management support to

11   various energy-related projects until I departed the firm

12   in March of 2023.

13       Some of the consulting work included projects that

14   selected the EFSEC committee pathway, including the

15   Goldeneye Battery Energy Storage project.  In addition,

16   although I was not personally involved in Hop Hill Solar

17   and Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center project, those

18   projects were clients of the firm I was at while I was an

19   employee.

20       I do not want my prior association with these

21   projects to affect fairness, integrity, and transparency

22   of the Council's work, so therefore I will be recusing

23   myself from participating in any decisionmaking related

24   to the Council's recommendation to the Governor on the

25   Goldeneye Battery Storage or Hop Hill Solar projects.
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 1       I will also recuse myself from Council

 2   decisionmaking relate to mitigation measures and

 3   remaining project design, construction, micro siting for

 4   Horse Heaven.  This means that I will not actively

 5   participate in the adjudicative hearings or Council

 6   development of adjudicative orders on these project

 7   matters.

 8       Recusal is both the standard and an essential step

 9   to support public confidence in the Council's proceedings

10   and to uphold the highest ethical standards.  My decision

11   is rooted in a commitment to ensuring that all projects

12   are reviewed objectively, free from any perceived

13   prejudgment or bias.

14       And let me assure you, while I will not be involved

15   in the decisionmaking for those specific projects, I

16   remain fully committed to supporting the Council's broad

17   mission of ensuring responsible and thorough evaluation

18   of energy facility proposals, and full consideration of

19   all constituencies' perspectives.

20       And then on a personal note, I want to also thank my

21   fellow Council members for their understanding in

22   supporting those measures.  And I'm particularly excited

23   to be joining the Council, as an indigenous person in

24   this moment in time, when our clean energy goals as a

25   state and our obligations to safeguarding the treaty and
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 1   reserve rights and resources of tribal nations feel

 2   increasingly set at odds with one another.

 3       As has been widely spoken about, the scale of our

 4   energy future depends -- demands that we find pathways

 5   forward together.  Last year, I spoke with an elder who

 6   has experience in the energy field, and he told me in

 7   order to meet our clean energy goals as a state and as a

 8   nation, we will have to mine more copper in the next ten

 9   years than we have in the entirety of recorded history.

10   That same elder would go on to remind those in

11   conversation with him that our presence as indigenous

12   people on these lands predates recorded history.  I think

13   these two truths have to find a way to live in harmony

14   with one another in this transition.

15       I'm a person who believes the tribal nations are the

16   front lines of our clean energy future, not just in our

17   state but across the West.  I look forward to finding

18   ways in this role to ensure that the State of Washington

19   is able to find mutually agreeable ways to advance our

20   goals for the future.  In closing (speaking in Cowlitz),

21   thank you in Cowlitz.  I'm eager to serve and excited for

22   the opportunity.

23                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman

24   Ryan.  And to both our new Council members, again, a

25   hearty welcome.  And as you can see from the busy agenda
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 1   today, which I think is probably a trend line and not

 2   inherently a new one, but certainly one that's going to

 3   be around.  So with that we will move on to our project

 4   updates.  And with that, Kittitas Valley Wind, Jarred

 5   Caseday.  Make your presentation.

 6                     MR. CASEDAY:  Good afternoon, Chair

 7   Beckett and EFSEC Council and Staff, and welcome to the

 8   new members.  This is Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables,

 9   with the Kittitas Valley Wind Power project, and we have

10   nothing nonroutine to report for the period.

11                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Moving on

12   to Wild Horse Wind project, Sara Randolph of EFSEC Staff.

13                     MS. RANDOLPH:  Good afternoon.  Thank

14   you, Chair Beckett, Council members and Staff.  This is

15   Sara Randolph, site specialist for Wild Horse.  This

16   facility update is provided in your packet.  Ms.

17   Galbraith reported at the July Council meeting that there

18   is a large tear in one of the base towers.  And she will

19   keep us posted as to when they plan on bringing down the

20   turbine.  There are no nonroutine updates to report.

21                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.

22   Moving on to the Chehalis Generation Facility, Jeremy

23   Smith.

24                     MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair

25   Beckett, Council members and EFSEC Staff.  This is Jeremy
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 1   Smith, the operations manager representing the Chehalis

 2   Generation Facility.  I have nothing nonroutine to report

 3   for this reporting period.

 4                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.

 5   Moving on to Grays Harbor Energy Center, Eric Pace.

 6                     MR. PACE:  Good afternoon, Chair

 7   Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, I'm the plant engineer

 8   for the facility, and Grays Harbor Energy does not have

 9   anything nonroutine to report for the period.

10                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Moving on

11   to Columbia Solar, Katy Esper.

12                     MS. ESPER:  Good afternoon, Chair

13   Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, this is Katy Esper for

14   Columbia Solar reporting that we have no nonroutine

15   updates.

16                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Moving on

17   to Columbia Generating Station and WNP 1/4, Kelly

18   Elsethagen.

19                     MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Good afternoon, Chair

20   Beckett, EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Kelly

21   Elsethagen with Energy Northwest Columbia Generating

22   Station and WNP 1/4, there are no nonroutine updates to

23   report for the reporting period.

24                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you.

25   Moving on to Goose Prairie Solar, Nelson Jia.
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 1                     MR. JIA:  Good afternoon, Nelson here.

 2   No major updates to report for the previous month.

 3   Nothing to report from an environmental or safety

 4   perspective either.  Thank you.

 5                     CHAIR BECKETT:   Thank you.  Moving on

 6   to Ostrea Solar, Jon Voltz.

 7                     MR. VOLTZ:  Hi, Chair Beckett and

 8   EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Jon Voltz with

 9   Cypress Creek Renewables representing Ostrea Solar

10   facility.  Construction updates are as follows.  Pile and

11   racking installation is fully complete for the project.

12   Modular installation is ongoing, as well as wiring and

13   cable installations.  We've achieved mechanical

14   completion for the first circuit.  Substation major

15   equipment has been fully delivered and installation is

16   underway.  We are well on track to achieve full

17   mechanical completion by the end of the year as

18   scheduled.

19       There was one incident, an environmental incident

20   that occurred September 12th.  A cement truck entered the

21   project site with a hydraulic leak -- a leak in the

22   hydraulic hose.  The leak occurred from the entrance all

23   the way to the substation area, probably about 150 yards.

24   We estimate less than two gallons were spilled.  The

25   spill was identified immediately.  Oil catch cans were
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 1   placed under the truck to catch the oils.  The

 2   contaminated gravel was removed.  Mechanics were

 3   mobilized to the site to fix the leak.  And the -- once

 4   it was -- once the truck was moved out of the way the

 5   remaining contaminated gravel was removed from the site.

 6   So it was reported, but fully resolved.  That is the only

 7   incident to report for the period.

 8                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.

 9   Moving on to Carriger Solar, and we will start with

10   project update from Joanne Snarski.

11                     MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you Chair Beckett

12   and Council members.  For the record, this is Joanne

13   Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed Carriger

14   Solar facility in Klickitat County.

15       On June 5th, the Council voted to approve sending a

16   recommendation to the Governor for the Carriage Solar

17   facility, along with a draft site certification

18   agreement.

19       On August 22nd, Governor Ferguson responded with a

20   letter to Chair Beckett directing the Council to do

21   further outreach with the Yakama Nation regarding certain

22   aspects of the draft site certification agreement.

23       In response to this request, Chair Beckett sent a

24   letter to Chairman Gerald Lewis, of the Yakama Nation

25   Tribal Council.  Chair Beckett's letter directed the
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 1   Tribe's attention to two primary issues as requested by

 2   the Governor.

 3       One, allow Yakama Nation the opportunity to review

 4   and provide input on the June 19th, 2025 memorandum from

 5   the EFSEC Chair to the Council membership describing the

 6   Chair and the Staff's June 4th, 2025 meeting with the

 7   Tribe.

 8       Give the Yakama Nation an opportunity to provide

 9   further input on five mitigation measures prescribed by

10   EFSEC in the mitigation determination of nonsignificance,

11   or MDNS, that are designed to minimize impacts to visual

12   aesthetics, including traditional and cultural

13   properties, also known on TCPs.

14       On September 26, 2025, EFSEC received a response

15   from the Yakama Nation.  For the purpose of this update,

16   I will highlight the primary issues brought forward in

17   this letter.  With regards to the June 19th, 2025 memo,

18   the Tribe asserted that the memo does not convey the

19   depth of the Yakama Nation's concerns with the Carriger

20   project.  They stated that unless they can speak directly

21   to the Council members through an adjudicative process,

22   our interpretation of those concerns will be flawed and

23   inaccurate.

24       They also stated that the memo does not sufficiently

25   reflect the Yakama Nation's determination that the
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 1   Carriger project by itself, meaning not including future

 2   solar developments, will result in significant impacts to

 3   TCPs.  Following, they argued that EFSEC's practice of

 4   not requiring the project proponent to secure a water

 5   supply for the project until just before construction

 6   fails to meet EFSEC's legal obligation to evaluate the

 7   project's water sources prior to drafting the site

 8   certification agreement.

 9       Following their review of the mitigation measures

10   highlighted by the Governor's letter, they identified two

11   primary concerns along with two proposals for resolution.

12   The Yakama Nation asserts that the EFSEC imposed setbacks

13   along the roads and adjacent to the Department of Natural

14   Resources managed lands, are insufficient to minimize

15   impacts to TCPs.  They note the use of natural screening

16   tools are also insufficient to minimize impacts to TCPs,

17   due to the area topography.

18       To resolve these concerns, they suggest the Council

19   deny approval for all solar panels in the northern

20   portion of the project area, and require conservation

21   leases on those parcels.  If this cannot be accomplished,

22   they recommend that we withdraw the mitigated

23   determination of nonsignificance and draft recommendation

24   to the Governor, and initiate a full environmental

25   analysis.  I believe this to mean a completion of an
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 1   environmental impact statement, and an adjudication

 2   process.

 3       Following review of the letter from the Governor and

 4   the response received from the Yakama Nation, EFSEC Staff

 5   developed a draft resolution 360, and a revised draft of

 6   the site certification agreement.  These documents were

 7   posted for public review and comment on October 6th, and

 8   it will go through October 19th.  That document provides

 9   a formal response with the details and citations that

10   address the Tribe's concerns.  I will provide a brief

11   overview of our main draft responses here.

12       In that document, we identify EFSEC is not required

13   to hold an adjudicative hearing for a project once

14   expedited processing of the project application has been

15   granted.  Carriger Solar was granted expedited processing

16   on May 5th, 2025.  Additionally, EFSEC has fully

17   considered the Carriger project's impacts on TCPs on its

18   own and cumulatively with possible future solar

19   development in the area.  This information is captured in

20   the State Environmental Policy Act documentation for the

21   project, including the mitigated determination of

22   nonsignificance and the attached Staff memo.

23       Although the Yakama Nation did not cite a specific

24   rule or regulation that it contends EFSEC was violating

25   by not requiring a water source be identified until just
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 1   before the construction, EFSEC has completed a full

 2   environmental analysis of the project's anticipated

 3   impact to water resources.  Again, this information can

 4   be found in the mitigated determination of

 5   nonsignificance and the associated Staff memo.

 6       We agree with the Yakama Nation that the Carriger

 7   project, as initially proposed, would have resulted in

 8   significant adverse impacts to TCPs without mitigation.

 9   EFSEC maintains that the mitigation that has been

10   proposed in the MDNS and the subsequent two revisions,

11   reduce adverse impacts to TCPs to a level below

12   significant.  Staff are not recommending that the Council

13   further mitigate by excluding the northern portions of

14   project from development and requiring conservation

15   easements.

16       Resolution 360 also outlines our draft responses to

17   the Yakama Nation's two options for resolution.  A

18   revised draft of the site certification agreement has

19   been prepared following review of the Governor's response

20   letter making more explicit the commitment from the

21   developer to provide the Yakama Nation with grant funding

22   for continued TC P research in the area.

23       Again, these documents have been provided to all

24   Council members and are available on our website.  The

25   public comment period will remain open until Sunday
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 1   evening, October 19th.  Since EFSEC is working to

 2   complete all this work within a 60-day deadline the

 3   Governor requested, Staff are scheduling a special

 4   Council meeting on October 21st for the purpose of

 5   Council action.  That meeting is scheduled to begin at

 6   9:00 a.m. and will be both in person and virtual.  Notice

 7   for the meeting will be distributed in accordance with

 8   RCW 42.30.080, and that concludes my update.

 9                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Questions

10   or comments to Council members for the Carriger Solar

11   project?  I'm waiting to see if any hands get raised.

12   Ms. Snarski or others on the Staff if need be, I'm noting

13   we called it a public comment period here, including at

14   my request probably on the agenda, I just want to make

15   sure we reiterated the comment period is still open, but

16   any further reiteration of that, Ms. Snarski, would be

17   good for members of the public to hear.

18                     MS. SNARSKI:  Sure.  It was posted on

19   our website and it's available there.  The particular

20   date the documents I'm speaking of, the draft resolution

21   along with the draft site certification agreement, the

22   revised site certification agreement, that was posted on

23   October 6th, but, again, is open through this Sunday,

24   October 19th.  I believe it goes to 11:59 p.m.

25                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you
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 1   for the updates.  Again, any other questions or comments?

 2   I don't see any.  Last call.  Okay.  We will move on then

 3   to Hop Hill Solar and Mr. Barnes, John Barnes for the

 4   EFSEC Staff.

 5                     MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett

 6   and Council members.  This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff

 7   for the Hop Hill application.  This application is

 8   expecting supplemental materials concerning project

 9   expansion.  These materials are needed for a SEPA review

10   and determination.  We continue to coordinate and review

11   the application with our contractor, contracted agencies,

12   and tribal governments.  Are there any questions?

13                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  I do not

14   have any at this time.  Any other Council members?  Okay.

15   Hearing none, we will move on to Wallula Gap, again, Mr.

16   Barnes.

17                     MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett

18   and Council members.  This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff

19   for the Wallula Gap application.  Staff are working with

20   the applicant to complete a supplemental wetlands report

21   materials that are needed to support the SEPA review for

22   this application.  We continue to coordinate the

23   applicant -- continue to coordinate with the applicant

24   and the Yakama Nation Cultural Resource Program staff

25   following receipt of the TCP study regarding identified
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 1   impacts for the project and potential mitigation.  Are

 2   there any questions?

 3                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Council members for

 4   Wallula Gap?  Okay.  Seeing no questions we will move on

 5   to Goldeneye Battery Storage project, and will turn it

 6   back to Joanne Snarski.

 7                     MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you, Chair

 8   Beckett.  Again, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting

 9   specialist for the proposed Goldeneye Battery Energy

10   Storage Facility in Skagit County.  The applicant is

11   currently working on a revised site plan for the facility

12   to better accommodate comments from supporting agencies

13   on water resources and on adjacent -- on and adjacent to

14   the proposed location.  We anticipate that a joint

15   meeting with those agencies and the applicant will occur

16   following the submittal of that revised plan.  That's all

17   I have for now.

18                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Any

19   questions, Council?  Okay.  We will then move on to the

20   Transmission Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement

21   and Sean Greene of our EFSEC Staff will provide us our

22   updated.

23                     MR. GREENE:  Good afternoon, Chair

24   Beckett and Council members.  This is Sean Greene, SEPA

25   specialist for EFSEC.  EFSEC Staff are happy to announce
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 1   the publication of the Transmission Programmatic EIS that

 2   EFSEC was directed to prepare by Washington State Senate

 3   Bill 5165, subsequently codified into Revised Code of

 4   Washington, RCW 43.21C.405.  The final Programmatic EIS

 5   was publicly noticed and distributed and published in the

 6   SEPA register on October 7th, 2025, and is available now

 7   for any interested party on EFSEC's website.

 8       This Programmatic EIS generally evaluates direct and

 9   indirect and cumulative adverse environmental impacts

10   associated with different types of transmission facility

11   developments.

12       While, as a programmatic review, it does not

13   propose, evaluate, or approve any project specific

14   application, it is designed and intended to be used for

15   future project level SEPA lead agencies in their review

16   of transmission projects to support, standardize, and

17   facilitate the associated project level SEPA reviews.

18       As directed by RCW 43.21C.408, this Programmatic EIS

19   has been structured so that future transmission projects

20   that follow the recommendations developed within are

21   considered to have mitigated for all probable significant

22   adverse environmental impacts addressed in the

23   Programmatic EIS.

24       While the final Programmatic EIS has been published,

25   Staff continue to work on finalizing several support
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 1   tools that have been developed to facilitate future use

 2   of the document, including the E-Programmatic and the

 3   resource sensitivity online GIS tool.  The E-Programmatic

 4   is an interactive website that will provide checklists,

 5   bookmarking tools, and cross-references for resource

 6   impact and mitigation strategies discussed in detail

 7   within the Programmatic EIS.

 8       The E-Programmatic includes summaries of all

 9   resource impacts and mitigation strategies identified in

10   the Programmatic EIS with direct and immediate references

11   to the document proper for more detailed descriptions.

12       This website will also include tools to allow

13   developers to input relevant project details that could

14   populate a prepared set of documents within the site.

15   The summarizing documents can be shared with the SEPA

16   lead agency to facilitate their future review.

17       There are also several guidance documents for

18   developers and SEPA lead agencies providing information

19   on how the Programmatic EIS is intended for use by the

20   various parties.  The E-Programmatic has been developed

21   to make the Programmatic EIS for accessible to users, and

22   to draw forth the most critical elements identified

23   within the larger document.

24       The resource sensitivity online GIS tool is an

25   interactive version of the resource sensitivity map

0029

 1   prepared for most of the resource sections within the

 2   Programmatic EIS.  This tool will allow users to input

 3   location data associated with proposed transmission

 4   facilities, and then be presented with data showing what

 5   potentially sensitive environmental resources that

 6   facility may interact with.

 7       These resources have been assigned sensitivity

 8   levels from one to three, with three being the highest,

 9   based on input from subject matter experts.  This tool is

10   intended to be used primarily by developers during the

11   siting phase of their project to identify the potential

12   points of environmental impacts and avoid them, when

13   practical, or prepare mitigation strategies prior to

14   application submittals.

15       It can also be used by SEPA lead agencies to

16   identify potential resources of concern when reviewing

17   projects.  No further environmental review of anticipated

18   actual impacts would be needed at the project level.

19       For both of these online tools, EFSEC Staff is

20   working with WaTech to finalize various elements and

21   prepare hosting support on EFSEC's website.  Staff intend

22   for these tools to be online and accessible to all

23   interested parties in the near future.

24       EFSEC Staff are also currently coordinating with

25   staff in the Department of Ecology to organize a series
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 1   of external engagement sessions with industry and county

 2   planning departments across the state.  The objective of

 3   these sessions is to introduce the Programmatic EISs

 4   recently produced by our two agencies to anticipated

 5   future users.  These sessions will provide an opportunity

 6   to proactively engage the users and to provide guidance

 7   on the expected use of the documents and answer any

 8   questions that may arise.  Are there any questions from

 9   the Council?

10                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much,

11   Mr. Greene.  I would see if there was any further way you

12   could characterize when the tools, the online tools would

13   be available in terms of a couple weeks or two months.  I

14   think it's nearer term, but if there's any further

15   clarification.

16                     MR. GREENE:  I don't have an exact

17   date, but I would anticipate in the next weeks to a few

18   months is accurate.

19                     MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I don't think I have

20   anything more definitive than that at this time.

21                     CHAIR BECKETT:  If it's more than a

22   few weeks maybe we can have further conversations, you

23   know, having a little insight from a conversation I had

24   with Staff several weeks ago now.  It's just I think it's

25   a tremendous resource for all parties and the public.
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 1   And, obviously, at times we have more experts in the

 2   field, but while applicants may be a natural to use it, I

 3   think a lot of other important both public agencies and a

 4   number of parties that are interested on where should

 5   energy resources go or not go.  Obviously, where we can

 6   use built environments like existing transmission

 7   corridors are important, but at the same time if there

 8   are clearly needs out there this kind of the tool is one

 9   we would hope could be maximized for its benefit before

10   an application is ever made to EFSEC or even coming into

11   a pre-application process.  I think that's the vision of

12   what you have brought forward.  We appreciate it.  I

13   would note there some functionality that is not included,

14   as I understand it, in the current tool based on scope

15   and budget, but it doesn't mean that that platform and

16   the collective and ultimately public investment in it is

17   one that I believe can be leveraged, so just want to note

18   that while we're here.  And with that, I thank my

19   colleagues on the Council and would ask if there are

20   other comments or questions.  Councilman Pamplin?

21                     COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Mr.

22   Chair, and, Mr. Greene, congratulations on getting this

23   across the finish line.  A Programmatic EIS is no small

24   fete, and really appreciate the kind of forward thinking

25   that we want to see to inform project applicants of where
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 1   they might site transmission facilities, and this will

 2   echo the Chair's remarks about the utility of the online

 3   tool that you described.  That sounds really cool, so

 4   thank you so much.

 5                     CHAIR BECKETT:   Thank you.  Other

 6   comments or questions from Council?  Okay.  Then we will

 7   move on to the Horse Heaven Wind Farm.  And I'm going to

 8   turn the chair and gavel over to Stacey Brewster from

 9   Utilities and Transportation Commission since I am going

10   to go ahead and step away for a moment for the Horse

11   Heaven item.  And with that, Chair Brewster, I will turn

12   this to you.

13                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we

14   have an update from Staff to begin with?

15                     MS. MOON:  Yes.  Good afternoon,

16   Acting Chair Stacey Brewster and EFSEC Council members.

17   Following the Council discussion at the September 17th

18   Council meeting, Staff prepared a draft resolution to A,

19   implement the 0.6 mile buffer for the next locations on

20   which the Preoperational Technical Advisory Group, PTAG,

21   reached consensus, and B, implement a two-mile buffer for

22   four nest locations that were identified on a

23   confidential map.

24       In coordination with our Assistant Attorney General,

25   EFSEC issued for public comment draft resolution No. 357,
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 1   titled Horse Heaven Wind Farm site certification

 2   agreement implementation partly approving an partly

 3   denying proposal to construct primary infrastructure

 4   within two miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.

 5   This was drafted to meet the site certification agreement

 6   referred to as the SCA, Appendix 2, mitigation measure

 7   for special status species 5, the ferruginous hawk, and

 8   we shortened that to Spec 5 when we are casually talking

 9   about it.

10       The Spec 5 mitigation measure does not allow siting

11   any wind turbines within a 0.6 mile radius surrounding

12   ferruginous hawk nests that are A, documented in the

13   Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife priority

14   habitat species database on the effective date on the

15   SCA, or B, identified in the certificate holder's nest

16   surveys, and/or C, newly established by the species

17   between the SCA effective date and the time of

18   construction.

19       To recap, draft resolution 357 as drafted, approves

20   the certificate holder's request to site primary

21   components within 0.6 to two miles of 38 nest locations,

22   and denies the certificate holder's request to site

23   turbines within 0.6 to two miles of foreign nest

24   locations.

25       The resolution declines to make a decision on two
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 1   nest locations as the SCA didn't authorize the placement

 2   of primary components within one nest area, and the

 3   certificate holder is not requesting approval to site

 4   primary components within two miles of a nest location,

 5   which a pair of ferruginous hawks fledged young in the

 6   spring of 2025.

 7       The draft resolution was issued September 30th, and

 8   the public comment period was opened from that date,

 9   September 30th, 2025 at 10:30 a.m. until October 13th,

10   2025 at 11:59 p.m.  EFSEC received a total of 56

11   comments.  The comments included general opposition to

12   the project and concerns over a wide range of topics that

13   are outside the scope of resolution 357, including

14   property values, view scape, light pollution, water

15   usage, noise, cultural resources, wind reliability,

16   landscape, misappropriation of funds, EFSEC procedures,

17   goals of local comprehensive plans, and PTAG meeting

18   guidelines.

19       Comments were also received in support of maximum

20   buffer distances allowed, and support for the PTAG role

21   and recommendation.

22       Does the Council have any questions or comments on

23   the information presented thus far?

24                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Hearing none.

25                     MS. MOON:  Okay.  So now I will

0035

 1   introduce EFSEC State Environmental Policy Act

 2   specialist, Sean Greene, for a report on SEPA comments.

 3                     MR. GREENE:  Thank you, Amy.  This is

 4   Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.  During the

 5   public comment period for this draft Council resolution,

 6   EFSEC received comments questioning the relationship

 7   between the current advice presented by the

 8   Preoperational Technical Advisory Group or PTAG, and by

 9   EFSEC Staff for the implementation of the Species 5

10   mitigation measure and the final environmental impact

11   statement or EIS.  Staff just want to confirm with the

12   Council and the public that all recommendations being

13   provided be the PTAG are to support EFSEC's

14   implementation of existing mitigation measures already

15   combined in the final EIS and the site certification

16   agreement or SCA.  There is no new mitigation being

17   developed.  The PTAG review is technical in nature and is

18   being done to ensure that Species 5 and other mitigation

19   measures are implemented as specified within the SCA.

20       We also received comments indicating a belief that

21   the current PTAG work on Species 5 would necessitate

22   EFSEC producing a supplemental EIS.  As outlined in

23   Washington Administrative Code, Chapter 197-11-405(4)(b),

24   a supplemental EIS shall be prepared when there are

25   substantial changes to a proposal so that the proposal is
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 1   likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts,

 2   or there is significant new information related to a

 3   proposal's probable significant adverse environmental

 4   impact.  The work currently being performed by the PTAG

 5   and EFSEC Staff does not meet either of these criteria.

 6   There are no proposed changes to the project at this

 7   time.  The project is being refined in accordance with

 8   the additional excluded areas already provided for by

 9   Species 5 and the SCA and the final EIS.

10       The outcome of these nest by nest determinations

11   will not cause the project to expand or contract in any

12   way that was not already evaluated and anticipated in the

13   final EIS and the SCA.

14       The request presented by Scout with technical input

15   from the PTAG, did not include new field data or survey

16   information, with the exception of the one new nest

17   occupied this year, which was a probability anticipated

18   by the terms of Species 5.  All of the information that

19   the PTAG has considered regarding nest locations, habitat

20   availability, foraging ranges and more was included in

21   EFSEC's environmental review of the project and published

22   in the final EIS.

23       What Scout is presenting, and the PTAG is advising

24   on is a more refined technical interpretation of whether

25   or not the existing data indicates that ferruginous hawks
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 1   are likely to successfully return to specific nesting

 2   sites.

 3       The decision that is presented to the Council by

 4   Scout's request and the PTAG's advice on that request,

 5   fits within the framework of the existing SEPA analysis

 6   and the site certification agreement and there is no need

 7   for a supplemental EIS at this time.

 8       The Council's decision on Scout's request will not

 9   change the project's design or layout beyond what was

10   already evaluated and approved.  It is possible, but this

11   is just speculation at this time, that Scout could

12   present a request to amend the SCA to change the project

13   design.  If that were to happen, then EFSEC would have a

14   proposal before it that would need to be evaluated under

15   SEPA, possibly by way of a supplemental EIS.

16       If there are any questions regarding the

17   relationship between this resolution and SEPA, I can

18   answer them now, otherwise I will pass things off to our

19   legal counsel, Jon Thompson, to address some of the other

20   comments that we received that were more legal in nature.

21                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  I don't have any

22   questions.  I don't see any others from Council members.

23                     MR. THOMPSON:  Again, this is Jon

24   Thompson, Assistant Attorney General.  I want to address

25   a couple of legal arguments that were raised in the
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 1   public comments, specifically from Benton County comments

 2   and also, to a degree, the Yakama Nation's comments.

 3       The first was an assertion that the Benton County

 4   Council member that was appointed during review of the

 5   application for site certification should still be

 6   sitting on the Council for this decision.

 7       And the second argument I wanted to address was that

 8   the PTAG meetings should have been conducted under the

 9   Open Public Meetings Act with notice and the opportunity

10   for the public to attend.

11       So first to the assertion about the participation of

12   the Benton County member, which was Ed Brost.  The

13   EFSEC's authorizing statute provides that when the

14   Council receives an application to site a facility in a

15   county, the county has an opportunity to appoint a

16   representative during the review of an application.  The

17   statute says that the county Council member shall serve

18   until there has been a final acceptance or rejection of

19   the proposed site, but when that occurs is when the

20   Governor makes a decision either accepting or rejecting,

21   and in this case accepting -- or approving the

22   application for site certification and executing the

23   draft site certification agreement that was presented to

24   him.  That occurred last October.  And in November, EFSEC

25   Staff thanked Mr. Brost for his service and let him know
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 1   that he didn't need to attend any further meetings.  His

 2   name hasn't been called on the roll since then.  And

 3   there hadn't been any assertion by Mr. Brost or the

 4   County previously that he should still be sitting on the

 5   Council until comments were submitted by Benton County on

 6   Monday, expressing the opinion that he should be sitting

 7   on the Council still.

 8       The argument that the County makes is that although,

 9   you know, the statute provides for acceptance of the

10   project by the Governor, in this case they argue that the

11   Council basically deferred or punted the siting of the

12   project to the PTAG, at least in part, and therefore

13   because the final -- in their interpretation, the final

14   acceptance of the site hasn't occurred and Mr. Brost or

15   another representative from the County should still be on

16   the Council.

17       However, this is really a mischaracterization of

18   the -- what the SCA provides.  The site is approved by,

19   you know, how the statute uses those terms.  What we are

20   now dealing with is an implementation of a mitigation

21   measure that established this conditional future

22   protection of ferruginous hawks established these

23   conditional project setbacks from historic hawk nests,

24   and it specified how that contingency was to be resolved

25   by request from the certificate holder with input from
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 1   the PTAG.

 2       And the relevant consideration is whether there is

 3   still a viable nest site or whether there's still viable

 4   habitats surrounding the nests.  That was the information

 5   that was received from PTAG, and it's the implementation

 6   of the mitigation measure rather than siting, rather than

 7   approval of the siting of the facility.  There is no real

 8   basis, in my opinion, to the County's assertion that a

 9   county representative should still be sitting on the

10   Council for this decision.

11       Turning to the OPMA argument, this was an argument

12   that Benton County made in the early objection to the

13   formation of the PTAG, so we were aware of this argument

14   from the County; however, based on the language of the

15   Open Public Meetings Act and the interpretation of it

16   from the courts, the -- it's my opinion that these

17   meetings were not required to be conducted under the

18   OPMA.  The OPMA applies to the meetings of the governing

19   bodies of government agencies, and it does apply to

20   committees thereof when the committee acts on behalf of

21   the governing body, conducts hearings, or takes testimony

22   or public comment.  The PTAG did not take public

23   comments.  It didn't conduct hearings.  And it also is

24   not exercising decisionmaking authority on behalf of the

25   Council.  What it's doing is providing technical advice
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 1   for the Council's consideration to make a decision on the

 2   certificate holder's request to site a primary structure

 3   within these conditional buffer areas.

 4       So I just wanted to address those two legal topics,

 5   and if you have any questions about that, I'm happy to

 6   answer those.

 7                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we

 8   have any questions from Council members?  I see Mr.

 9   Nelson has raised his hand.  Go ahead, please.

10                     MR. NELSON:  Thank you, Chair

11   Brewster.  I just wanted to thank Mr. Thompson for

12   explaining about the requirements, I guess, around Mr.

13   Brost's participation because that did -- gives me some

14   concern regarding public comment.  Chair Brewster, would

15   now be an okay time to address the public comments in

16   general?

17                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Do we have anything

18   else from Staff before?

19                     MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I believe Ms. Moon

20   has further updates about the public comments received.

21                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Council Member

22   Nelson, it sounds like we have further updates from Ms.

23   Moon.

24                     MS. MOON:  Thank you, Chair Brewster.

25   Staff are not recommending changes to the draft
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 1   resolution as a result of public comment; however, minor

 2   changes to improve readability and transparency are

 3   proposed.  In addition, some clerical errors were

 4   identified and corrected in the red line version of that

 5   draft, as well as the addition of a clarifying footnote

 6   recommended by legal counsel.

 7       Additionally, on September 29th, Staff received a

 8   corrected facilitator report, that's from the PTAG, in

 9   which a clerical error identifying 45 nests was corrected

10   to 44 nest locations that were in question.  Staff have

11   proposed editorial changes throughout the draft

12   resolution to reflect this correction and the nest

13   location number.

14       Staff also proposed an edit to improve readability,

15   which includes a summary table indicating the number of

16   nest locations subject to each portion of the Council's

17   decision.  The summary table presents group identifiers

18   in the form of alphabetical group A, B, C, and D, for the

19   nest locations that are discussed within the resolution.

20       Does the Council have any further questions on that

21   on anything?

22                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  I see Council Member

23   Pamplin you have raised your hand?

24                     COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair,

25   and thanks, Ms. Moon.  I appreciate the edits that have
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 1   been made thus far for readability and clarity.  I really

 2   appreciate the table regarding the various groups pinning

 3   the different ferruginous hawk nests.  I think that's

 4   very helpful for the reader of this.

 5       A minor item in the scheme of things, but something

 6   I want to call out because this is a resolution.  There's

 7   several places in the document that references the

 8   priority habitat and species database or PHS, and

 9   sometimes it's listed as PSH, and sometimes it is

10   referenced as priority species and habitat, for instance,

11   on the screen that's displayed right now in the first

12   paragraph under the resolution.

13       So just ask that as you go through and make the

14   various edits that we also correct the formal name of the

15   database as well as the abbreviation.  Thank you.

16                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Any additional

17   questions or comments from council?  Council Member

18   Nelson?

19                     COUNCILMAN NELSON:  Thank you, Chair

20   Brewster.  I just wanted to wait until the entirety of

21   all the information was shared regarding the comments.  I

22   want to thank everybody who took time to comment.  In at

23   least three of the comments there was concern about --

24   well, there was concern about Council members reading the

25   comments.  I can assure you I read all the comments -- or
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 1   the original application, relevant exhibits.  I have read

 2   every comment, and to that point, a comment I do agree

 3   with this is the three days, two or three days from the

 4   end of the comment period to the voting is a pretty tight

 5   turnaround to read all those comments.  So as my

 6   predecessor Eli would, you know, I would advise something

 7   like a 15-day standard comment period would be great, and

 8   then perhaps a week minimum to review the comments, just

 9   to make sure that people -- folks are completely

10   satisfied that they have been heard because I do

11   appreciate every commenter.

12                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Okay.  Thanks.  And I

13   appreciate you bringing that up.  I would like to echo

14   the sentiments.  I do appreciate all the comments made by

15   folks.  I did take the time to make sure and read

16   everything, and I appreciate that comment allowing some

17   more time for review of the comments.  Moving forward we

18   can work to increase our time for review.

19       Do we have any other questions or comments from

20   Council members?  Hearing none, Ms. Moon, thank you.

21                     MS. MOON:  Thank you, Council, for

22   your input and discussion and helpful comments.

23       I would now request that -- or I would like to

24   request, if the Council may, to vote to adopt Resolution

25   357 as amended.
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 1                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Okay.  Well, so that

 2   brings us to the opportunity for consideration of

 3   Resolution No. 357, partly approving and partly denying a

 4   proposal to construct primary infrastructures within two

 5   miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.  We have

 6   reviewed the draft and the amended draft, and is there a

 7   motion to adopt Resolution 357?  Council Member, Pamplin?

 8                     COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Ma'am

 9   Chair, I move that the Council adopt Resolution No. 357

10   as amended by Staff, and including the edits that were

11   discussed today.  Thank you.

12                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we

13   have a second?

14                     MR. NELSON:  Second.

15                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you, Mr.

16   Nelson.

17       It has been moved and seconded that the Council

18   adopt Resolution 357 as amended and discussed by Staff

19   today.  Is there any discussion?  Okay.

20       I will say that I appreciate, again, the very

21   detailed and specific information presented by the PTAG

22   and incorporated into the resolution.  I feel the

23   recommendations by Staff are appropriate and provide the

24   maximum protection for the designated nests that should

25   take the .6 to two mile radius.
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 1       Do we have any other comments?  I will hear those

 2   now.  Hearing none, we can go ahead and vote.  All those

 3   in favor please say aye.

 4                     MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.

 5                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  And that was an aye

 6   from me as well.  Do we have any opposed?  Hearing none,

 7   the resolution is adopted.

 8       Was there further updates from Staff, Ms. Moon?

 9                     MS. MOON:  Yes, thank you.  I have one

10   more Horse Heaven update.  I want to let the Council know

11   that Staff are currently reviewing wildlife survey plans

12   as required in the site certification agreement as part

13   of the mitigation efforts.  The plans discussed and

14   reviewed by the PTAG currently and EFSEC review are for

15   mitigation measures, Spec 1, which is for the striped

16   whip snake; Spec 4, burrowing owl; Spec 8, the prairie

17   falcon; Spec 10, the flat tailed jack rabbit and white

18   tailed jack rabbit; Spec 12, the Townsend's ground

19   squirrel; and Wild 10, the pre-construction bat

20   monitoring plan.

21       These plan reviews are essential for initiating time

22   sensitive surveys, and EFSEC anticipates more PTAG

23   submittals to meet the mitigation measure requirements in

24   the SCA in the near future.

25       Does the Council have any questions on that last
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 1   update?

 2                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Any further questions

 3   from Council members?  Hearing none.  Thank you, very

 4   much.

 5                     MS. MOON:  You are welcome.

 6                     CHAIR BREWSTER:  Chair Beckett.

 7                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council

 8   Member Brewster.

 9       So we will have our next item, which is a

10   presentation by Maria Belkina with EFSEC Staff.  And I

11   believe we may have another outside guest to present

12   further details on the Cascade Renewables Transmission

13   application.

14                     MS. BELKINA:  Thank you, Chair Becket

15   and Council members.  For the record, my name is Maria

16   Belkina, siting specialist assigned to and reporting on

17   the Cascade Renewable Transmission project.

18       On Monday, October 6, 2025, Cascade Renewable

19   Transmission, LLC, submitted a formal application for

20   site certification to the Council for a high-voltage

21   direct current transmission line to be located within the

22   bed of the Columbia River and along the shores of

23   Klickitat, Skamania, and Clark counties.  The project

24   also includes approximately seven miles of upland

25   trenching in Skamania County.
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 1       The project previously underwent pre-application

 2   review as required by RCW 50.50.308.  EFSEC has now begun

 3   its formal review process and is coordinating efforts

 4   with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting Council, the US

 5   Army Corps of Engineers, our consultant, and contracted

 6   state agencies.  The application is currently being

 7   reviewed for completeness and compliance with EFSEC's

 8   statutes and rule.  Public informational meetings and

 9   land use consistency hearings will be scheduled within

10   the three counties within 60 days.

11       Additionally, EFSEC is finalizing a memorandum of

12   understanding with Oregon to coordinate environmental

13   review and permitting efforts.

14       Thank you.  I would be happy to answer any

15   questions.  The applicant is also on the line to provide

16   a brief introduction.

17                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you

18   Ms. Belkina.

19       And, I'm sorry, could we have our outside project

20   participant please state your name for the record and

21   with that you are welcome to continue with your

22   presentation.

23                     MR. HOCKER:  Thank you.  My name is

24   Chris Hocker.  I'm with Cascade Renewables Transmission,

25   LLC.  And on behalf of the applicant, I want to thank the
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 1   Council for your time and attention.  I will try to be

 2   brief.  I know that my time is limited, so I will not

 3   take up too much of it.  I appreciate the opportunity for

 4   a very brief presentation.  Maria, are you running the

 5   slide?

 6                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Hocker, our Staff

 7   will advance it for you.

 8                     MR. HOCKER:  Thank you.  So this will

 9   just give you sort of an idea of what the project is, why

10   we are doing it and what the current status is.

11       The project as shown on this slide runs from The

12   Dalles, Oregon, the big heavy substation of BPA, east to

13   west along the Columbia River.  It will be buried in the

14   sediment of the Columbia River about ten feet deep.  It

15   will exit the river to bypass the Bonneville Dam.  That's

16   the yellow part of the map shown.  It well reenter the

17   Columbia River down to Hayden Island, and then proceed

18   via burial on land to a converter station, and ultimately

19   interconnect to the Harborton substation, which is owned

20   by Portland General Electric.

21       The facility would carry approximately 1100

22   megawatts of energy that's generated east of the Cascades

23   to customers west of the Cascades.

24       Next slide, please.  This is sort of a zoom in on

25   the part of the project that effects, on land, Washington
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 1   state.  The project would exit the river in Stevenson,

 2   would primarily use State Route 14.  Everything would be

 3   buried.  There would be no visual impact at all.  It

 4   would use State Route 14 before coming over around the

 5   Bonneville Dam and reentering the river south of the -- I

 6   should say west of the Bonneville Dam as shown.  The

 7   entrance and exit from the river would be accomplished by

 8   horizontal directional drilling.  So, again, there would

 9   be no visual impact on the land in Washington.

10       Next slide, please.  Can I get the next slide?

11   There we go.  So why are we doing this?  I think it's

12   been pretty well established that there's an urgent need

13   for transmission, new transmission in the Pacific

14   Northwest.  I won't belabor all of the information that

15   has been publicly available except to say that there's a

16   number of factors that contribute to this constraint on

17   the transmission grid.  And one of the underlying factors

18   in looking at a project like this is the passage of the

19   CETA legislation in Washington, and similar legislation

20   in Oregon, which moves both states in the direction of

21   one hundred percent clean energy, and there are interim

22   goals that were set in those pieces of legislation.

23       So since virtually all of the major scale utility

24   renewable generation is located east of the Cascades,

25   there simply is not enough existing transmission to move
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 1   that renewable energy, clean energy over the Cascades to

 2   the west where the load centers are.

 3       Next slide, please.  So this slide may not be

 4   intuitive to understand immediately, but basically what

 5   it's saying is that this is the current transmission

 6   system.  Most of the flows, the major flows, go from east

 7   to west as is shown by these sort of blue semicircles.

 8       There are a number of proposals by BPA and others

 9   for transmission upgrades.  Those are sort of indicated

10   by the oval as circled there.  All of those upgrades will

11   be needed.  None of them have progressed to permitting

12   stage.  They are in the early study phase.  So even under

13   BPA's analysis, the first of those upgrades may be done

14   in the early 2030s, so there is a real constraint and a

15   real time constraint in getting new transmission across.

16       If you look at the green, sort of a bright green

17   line, that's us.  That's the Cascade project, and it's

18   intended to help alleviate the transmission constraints

19   by going directly -- really past Portland and to the

20   north/south corridor that you see sort of those purple

21   lines.  So by getting to the north/south corridor west of

22   Portland, that helps relieve the north/south constraints,

23   including limitations on what can get up to the load

24   centers in the state of Washington.

25       So I'm going to sort of address really quickly the
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 1   idea that this is simply something to serve the city of

 2   Portland or the state of Oregon, it's not.  It is a

 3   system oriented partial solution to the very serious

 4   transmission constraints that exist.  And it will help

 5   with the 1100 megawatts of new transmission capacity to

 6   alleviate not just the east/west constraints but also the

 7   north/south constrains.  And it can do so before the BPA

 8   and other transmission upgrades can be accomplished.

 9       Next slide, please.  Very quickly, who are we?  I'm

10   with a company called Power Bridge.  We have developed,

11   financed, permitted, and built two comparable projects on

12   the East Coast between New York and New Jersey.  They

13   have been in operation respectively since 2007 and 2013.

14   They are both underwater and underground transmission

15   projects that are comparable to this one.

16       We are the lead developer for Cascade Renewables.

17   Our partners include Sun2o, which is an experienced

18   renewables developer, and also NextEra Energy

19   Transmission, which is the leading publicly traded

20   utility and renewables developer.  And it also owns and

21   operates an underwater, underground transmission project

22   comparable to this one that currently runs under San

23   Francisco Bay, and has been operating since 2010.

24       Next slide, please.  So I won't belabor this one.

25   There's already been some public attention shown on this
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 1   project for all the reasons stated.  Meeting of renewable

 2   energy goals, helping to relieve transmission

 3   constraints, and improving resilience and safety of the

 4   grid by going underwater and underground.

 5       Next slide, please.  Very quickly, this is what the

 6   underwater cable looks like.  If you look at the

 7   right-hand corner, this would be a bundle of two cables

 8   that are less than six inches in diameter.  That is shown

 9   on the left-hand photo.  That is the actual installation

10   of one of our projects here.  It's called the Neptune

11   project.  And two cables about a foot in diameter are

12   bundled together with fiber optic cable and so the impact

13   to the river is minimal.

14       And I will show you on the next slide, if I have the

15   next slide.  It's installed using a technology called a

16   hydroplow.  The cable is laid off the back of a vessel

17   into a hydroplow that executes a narrow trench by

18   fluidizing the sediment in the river.  The cable is

19   simultaneously laid into the trench to the required

20   depth.  In this case it will be around ten feet.  About

21   75 percent of the sediment is fluidized and it settles

22   back down into the trench.  The impact to the river, as a

23   whole, is very minimal and it's temporary during the

24   construction period.

25       Next slide, please.  So where are we?  As Maria
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 1   indicated, we have filed our application and that is

 2   currently under review.  That's only been in the last

 3   week or so.  There's a comparable siting certificate

 4   application that will be filed hopefully by the end of

 5   this month with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting

 6   Council.  We also are under the jurisdiction of the US

 7   Army Corps of Engineers, with two major permits, Section

 8   408 and Section 404, and we have been -- we have filed

 9   the 404 and the 408 and are proceeding with the Army

10   Corps.

11       And we have done a lot to encourage coordination

12   among the various agencies, state and federal, to assure

13   that everyone sort of is on the same page in terms of

14   what the project is, what it does, and just as important

15   as anything, what the potential impacts might be or might

16   not be.  So we have held a number of coordination

17   meetings with the agencies and with the tribes, and we

18   will continue to do so.

19       I know that the Corps of Engineers and Washington

20   EFSEC and Oregon EFSEC have been in communication on a

21   pretty much regular basis, again, to assure that a

22   project which is complex and involves a lot of different

23   jurisdictions can be evaluated on a -- not on an

24   expedited, but a coordinated basis so that it minimizes,

25   you know, confusion and misunderstanding.  We have done
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 1   everything we could to encourage that and I know that,

 2   and I know agencies have been very receptive to that.

 3       Next and final slide.  In addition to helping to

 4   meet the renewable energy goals, clean energy goals, and

 5   to help relieve transmission constraints, a project like

 6   this does have additional benefits.  There will be a

 7   member of construction jobs.  There will certainly be

 8   property tax benefits to the affected jurisdictions.

 9   There will be partnerships to encourage workforce

10   training and education.  And we are entirely open and

11   have been in conversation with tribes and stakeholders to

12   look at partnerships to essentially leave the river and

13   the surrounding area better off than when we started.

14       So with that, that is my hopefully brief

15   presentation, and I appreciate the time.

16                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Mr. Hocker.

17   Appreciate the presentation.  I think it's very clear and

18   helpful.  That's my perspective on what I have seen here

19   for the first time today.  Are there other comments or

20   questions from Council members?  None at this time it

21   seems, but if anyone changes your mind, raise your hand.

22   I will keep an eye out for EFSEC Staff.   Were there

23   other comments that Staff wanted to add, Ms. Belkina?

24   Ms. Hafkemeyer?

25                     MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair
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 1   Beckett.  This is Ami Hafkemeyer.  For the record, I just

 2   wanted to reiterate that Staff will be reaching out to

 3   schedule the informational meetings and land use hearings

 4   for each of the counties and getting availability for

 5   Council members.  And once the details of those meetings

 6   are available, they will be noticed for the communities

 7   to be able to attend.

 8                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for noting

 9   that early.  And let me ad a further word to it, just for

10   the benefit of the public and transparency.  Ultimately,

11   what that translates as we will have public meetings in

12   three counties on the Columbia River sometime here in the

13   November, early December timeframe.  So for those of you

14   who wish to participate, let me just make it plain and

15   simple we will be down on the river sooner rather than

16   later as part of our commitment not only to being out in

17   the community.  Obviously, it's also a statutory

18   requirement, which we will fully comply with, but the

19   motivation is one, to me, that reflects the work of EFSEC

20   for a long time.

21       With that, last call for comments or questions?

22   Certainly more work ahead, and the Council will take its

23   appropriate steps in terms of objectivity and review as

24   we go, and look forward to kicking off that important

25   first public step, in addition to today's presentation,
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 1   so thank you.

 2       Moving on to our other items for the day.  First we

 3   will start with Sonia Bumpus, our Director, on cost

 4   allocations.  And let me just note that when you are

 5   finished with that we will move on the changes of the

 6   public comment period, unless there's questions with

 7   regard to our cost allocations.  So I will turn this over

 8   to you, Sonia, to cover your items?

 9                     DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  Thank you.  This is

10   Sonia Bumpus.  Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council

11   members.  Good afternoon.  For the update on the

12   nondirect cost allocations these are the percentages for

13   second quarter fiscal year 2026 covering October 1, 2025

14   to December 31, 2025.  And I will just note that one of

15   the changes to the cost allocations since you saw it last

16   is that we've added the Cascade Renewable Transmission

17   project, which you just heard an introduction on.

18       So we have Columbia Generating Station at 20

19   percent.  Horse Heaven, ten percent.  Cascade Renewable,

20   eight percent.  Chehalis, six percent.  Grays Harbor 1/2,

21   six percent.  Carriger Solar, six percent.  Goldeneye,

22   five percent.  Wallula Gap, five percent.  Columbia

23   Solar, four percent.  Ostrea, four percent.  Goose

24   Prairie, four percent.  Hop Hill, four percent.  Kittitas

25   Valley, four percent.  Wild Horse, four percent.
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 1   Wautoma, three percent.  WNP 1, three percent.  Badger

 2   Mountain, two percent.  High Top, two percent.  That

 3   concludes my update on the nondirect cost allocation.  If

 4   there aren't any questions, I will go ahead and proceed

 5   with update for the Council about some of the changes

 6   that EFSEC Staff are working on with respect to our

 7   public comment process.

 8                     CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see any hands

 9   raised on the first item, so please proceed.

10                     DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  Thank you.  So this

11   is an opportunity here to just update the Council on some

12   of the things that Staff have identified as changes to

13   how we conduct our public comment process.  I will just

14   go over the Open Public Meetings Act here briefly.  It

15   was amended in 2022.  So under the Open Public Meetings

16   Act, or referred to as OPMA, EFSEC is required to give

17   the public an opportunity to comment before the Council

18   takes a final action on any measures that the OPMA

19   defines as final actions.

20       So this is a collective positive or negative

21   decision or an actual vote by a majority of members of a

22   government body when sitting as a body or entity upon a

23   motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance.

24       And so as this Council knows and as we talked about

25   in the context of holding public comment periods, the
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 1   nature of our work is such that the Council has a wide

 2   range of issues that you are making decisions on or

 3   taking final action, and it includes finalizing and

 4   producing documents that capture these decisions,

 5   recommendations to the Governor, including the draft site

 6   certification agreement, various Council orders, other

 7   decisions related to land use decision and our

 8   adjudicative process, and the issuance of air and water

 9   permits, which are required for our facility operations.

10       So we have identified a number of things that we

11   needed to improve.  The one being, you know, the

12   consistency in conducting public comments under the OPMA

13   on documents like the ones I just mentioned, so having

14   consistency there.  The outreach that's involved where we

15   are communicating to the public and others about the

16   public comment period that we are going to hold, and what

17   that's about, being clear about that and giving notice

18   early, as early as possible so that people know that that

19   public comment opportunity is coming.

20       And then, of course, being clear about what the

21   decision is about, what the documents are that are

22   related to that public comment.  One of the things that

23   we also had identified and Council Member Nelson and

24   Council Member Brewster both mentioned this earlier is

25   that we also have instances where there's not very much
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 1   time after the comment period is concluded to review

 2   comments and figure out how to respond to them.  And so I

 3   will tell you right now before I get into some of these

 4   changes -- a few of the changes we have made so far that

 5   we are still talking about that.  We are still trying to

 6   set what we think should be sort of the minimum, but I

 7   think we are looking at something like a week, where we

 8   want to give ourselves a full week to give time to review

 9   comments, digest those, and consult with legal counsel

10   and others about what we need to do, so we are still

11   working on that.  So stay tuned on that one.

12       But a couple things I did want to share in this

13   update is the first thing we did was we committed to

14   ensuring that documents that are going to be considered

15   by the Council for a final vote are published with a

16   minimum 14-day public comment period, unless we determine

17   that there's some unique reason that it should be shorter

18   or longer in duration.

19       There are also may be cases where there's a public

20   comment period that's already mandated by regulation, and

21   so, of course, in those instances that is what we would

22   follow, but for public comment under the OPMA we are

23   going to commit to a 14-day public comment period.  And

24   as I mentioned a while ago, I think that we are going to

25   be looking at giving ourselves about a week minimum to
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 1   look at comments and have that turnaround time.

 2       A couple of the other updates I have have to do with

 3   our website.  We launched a new website earlier this

 4   year, and with the launch of that website we have already

 5   made some changes to it where we are prominently

 6   displaying upcoming items that are coming before the

 7   Council.  Those changes have already been made on the

 8   website, but there are a number of others.

 9       We are also working out -- still working out

10   glitches, but we have been able to use the features of

11   our new website to link the public comment campaigns to

12   the actual associated documents, so that's helping with

13   the navigation and finding the documents that are

14   associated with those public comment periods.  With our

15   prior website, the functionality was a little bit

16   different, and with the new design we have got better

17   capabilities there.

18       We are also working on a few other things related to

19   this, which have to do with the wording on the website,

20   but also the wording in our public notifications.  So,

21   for instance, when we send notifications out about

22   Council activities and actions, public comment periods

23   through GovDelivery, we are working to sort of plain talk

24   and more succinctly explain what we are doing as part of

25   that notification.  So that is going -- that's an update
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 1   to our Council notifications.  It's going to transfer

 2   over to also the website, making sure that we are being

 3   succinct and really kind of getting to the point, if you

 4   will, about here's what's going on.  Here's what we have

 5   got in front of us.  Here's the document you need to look

 6   at, and here is how you can comment.

 7       One of the other things that is also related that is

 8   still in the works, I think we will need a little more

 9   time to work out the details, but we are also working to

10   develop a multi month public calendar that will post on

11   our website.  The idea here is that we have got -- we

12   have got a calendar up there that people can access that

13   will tell them what's going on at the upcoming Council

14   meeting, but also what we are anticipating, sort of a

15   tentative schedule for what's coming to the Council the

16   following meeting.  And we are internally discussing how

17   far out we want to forecast and provide a useful

18   forecast.  Because, of course, if we try to forecast out

19   too far it just becomes very tentative and it's not very

20   useful.  We don't want that.  So we are looking at

21   focusing right now on the current upcoming meeting,

22   what's coming up, and then the following meeting, and

23   then just noting that this is our tentative agenda, so we

24   are working on this calendar.

25       And, as I said, you know, we are going to be
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 1   communicating this information on our website, so a

 2   minimum 14-day comment period that we are making a

 3   commitment to do that, and then also we need to add the

 4   turnaround time.

 5       One last comment I will make, I don't know if

 6   there's any questions, but I think that one of the things

 7   that's going to be really great about these changes that

 8   we are making, it's not just for consistency and clarity,

 9   and I think that's going to help with engagement with the

10   public, but I think it's going to help inform the project

11   schedules.

12       We talked a long time here at EFSEC about sharing

13   major milestones for projects that we have before us.

14   There's a lot of steps to our process.  We would -- we

15   have, for a long time, wanted to be able to share project

16   schedules and share those milestones so people can plan

17   and prepare to engage the Council members, all of us.

18   It's difficult when you don't have all of those standard

19   timelines in place.  So I think by creating these side

20   boards around this process we are going to have the

21   ability to provide more information about key milestones

22   for the projects that are before us.  That concludes my

23   update on public comments.

24                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  That's a

25   very good update.  I expect that will be reflected
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 1   potentially in a couple comments here.  Let me just make

 2   a brief one and then I will turn to other Council members

 3   for their comments and questions.

 4       I want to thank you, Director Bumpus, as well as all

 5   the Staff for ultimately supporting, you know, the

 6   internal changes that I don't think are new to EFSEC, but

 7   certainly there's been focus on that, and certainly one

 8   that I have advocated for and appreciate, you know, here

 9   it is on full display, including the new website.  That

10   certainly -- I think we all appreciate it.  And I want to

11   recognize it started long before I became the new Chair,

12   and so celebrate that earlier work as well as the more

13   recent and ongoing work.

14       I just want to acknowledge that while it's always

15   been a part of your work, I think it's a further focus in

16   taking that on, and all the challenges that come with

17   projects that have long been in EFSEC's file, if you

18   will, like Horse Heaven.  Obviously, there's a new

19   application on a small modular reactor, and that's not a

20   small issue on any day, if not generationally for all of

21   us in Washington, no matter where that lands in terms of

22   decisions.  Just the process alone on that project is

23   significant.  And I think the project we just heard on

24   transmission being considered around the Columbia River,

25   you know, again, just that alone is a significant impact
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 1   to the agency.  I just want to recognize that, as well as

 2   Council members who have -- feel that impact too, but

 3   obviously the Staff, as well as our outside partners and

 4   sometimes contractors get swept into that, and so I just

 5   want to acknowledge that work and encourage whatever we

 6   can do to continue it.

 7       Ultimately, 14-day comment periods, which I'm

 8   committed to, and review periods, they don't make time

 9   certain outcomes easier.  And for those that want to know

10   that EFSEC has statutory mandates, and I don't think we

11   have quite achieved that year turnaround on our projects,

12   which I don't know if that was a realistic objective with

13   respect to the legislature back in 1970, but nonetheless,

14   I think there's a theme there that we should maintain,

15   but how to balance that and all the complexities of these

16   individual projects is hard work, and so thanks for

17   letting me share that.  I will turn it to my fellow

18   Council members who has a question or comment.  Maybe I

19   made enough for all of you.  It looks that way.

20       Okay.  So with that, let's move on to the update on

21   the delegation of authority and Ami Hafkemeyer will

22   provide that update.

23                     MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.  I had a

24   brief update for you on the delegation of authority

25   Policy 16-01 that was approved by the Council on June
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 1   25th of this year.  On August 15th, the Yakama Nation

 2   filed a petition for judicial review with the Yakama

 3   County Superior Court.  Friends of the Columbia Gorge and

 4   Tri-Cities CARES, also filed a petition with the Clark

 5   County Superior Court.  Staff will be recommending

 6   additional clarifying language be added to the policy to

 7   make more transparent EFSEC's practices around

 8   pre-construction and preoperational plan reviews.  Staff

 9   plan to prepare these edits and post the track changes

10   version of the policy on October 27th, for a two-week

11   public comment period ahead of the November 19th Council

12   meeting.  Are there any questions?

13                     CHAIR BECKETT:  I would just say thank

14   you for leading out as to what was described on the prior

15   item, as well as those dates were provided here today on

16   is 15th of October and so appreciate that.

17       Other comments or questions on the delegation of

18   authority by the Council?  Seeing and hearing none, we

19   will move on to rules discussion and CR-101 action by the

20   Council, which I trust Lisa McLean will further explain

21   that term.

22                     MS. MCLEAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.

23   For the record, Lisa McLean, Legislative and Policy

24   Manager and Tribal liaison for EFSEC.  I wanted to

25   provide you all and the public with an update about our
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 1   upcoming plans on rulemaking.

 2       As background, last year -- in May, we completed a

 3   yearlong housekeeping rulemaking process.  That

 4   initiative involved a thorough review of all chapters of

 5   Title 463 WAC.  That's the section of the Washington

 6   Administrative Code that relates to our rules.  The

 7   changes that were introduced at that time were aimed at

 8   aligning EFSEC's rules with its statute as it was amended

 9   in 2022, as well as aligning it to other important

10   statutes, such as the Public Records Act, the

11   Environmental Health Law Reorganization Act, an other

12   laws that had changed in the last 20 years since we had

13   done such a major overhaul.

14       With that update down, we are done.  We are now

15   digging down into the rules to ensure that all of the

16   rules have the appropriate level of, and accurate

17   guidance as to formal and informal procedures that EFSEC

18   uses to implement its statute.  We have identified a few

19   chapters that we believe could benefit amendment in order

20   to clarify the procedures and practices of the Council.

21       And those chapters include Chapter 463-30 WAC, which

22   is about the adjudicative proceedings.  We are looking to

23   clarify expectations about that process, to clarify -- to

24   bring it up to date with the current technology, and to

25   make it clear how the proceedings are rolled up into a
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 1   complete record of decisionmaking that becomes the part

 2   of recommendations to the Governor.  So those are some of

 3   the changes that we are going to seek to pursue with

 4   amending that WAC.

 5       The second WAC that we are looking to amend is

 6   Chapter 463-60 on application.  We would like to see if

 7   we can provide guidance on the value and the process of

 8   pre-application.

 9       And then the third one is Chapter 463-72, which is

10   about site restoration and preservation.  We feel the

11   need to clarify important details on the financial

12   assurance process.

13       So we plan to initiate rulemaking by filing -- by

14   submitting this month a pre-notice inquiry, which is

15   commonly referred to as a CR-101.  The filing of that

16   form with the Code Reviser's Office and its publication

17   in the Washington Register will begin a process of public

18   and tribal engagement to develop and adopt amended

19   language.  We suspect this process to take anywhere from

20   sixth months to one year.  Are there any questions?

21                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for the

22   update.  And, again, I think a lot of the theme here

23   today on those evolutions that have, in some cases, been

24   underway for a long time and some more recent.  I

25   appreciate that update.
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 1       Are there other questions or comments from the

 2   Council for Lisa Mclean?  Okay.  Well, obviously, more of

 3   a heads up of things to come.  For some I know there's

 4   been more focus perhaps that any party might expect on

 5   some of those matters, and so certainly we welcome that

 6   proactive engagement before we get into the specific

 7   work.

 8       If there are other outside parties that have

 9   questions in the interim or want to make contact with us,

10   we certainly welcome and encourage early questions or

11   thoughts about those matters that Lisa just described.

12       Director Bumpus, I don't think there are other

13   items.  Let me check with you in case anything pops up.

14                     DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  I don't have

15   anything.  Thank you.  I actually hope I'm done.

16                     CHAIR BECKETT:  All right.  Are there

17   other closing comments from Council, and I see Councilman

18   Pamplin has his hand up.

19                     COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr.

20   Chair.  And just as we are wrapping up, I just wanted to

21   see if there was opportunity here to request some time,

22   and I look to you and Director Bumpus, perhaps at the

23   November or December Council meeting where we schedule

24   some time under the kind of the other business section of

25   our agenda to discuss some of our other processes.  A
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 1   couple of the areas that I would like to flag and I

 2   realize that we are late on time now, but just the kind

 3   of categories of process ideas that I would like to

 4   deliberate with the Council, one is whether it is

 5   required to ask project proponents to attend the EFSEC

 6   monthly meetings to provide updates when there are no

 7   nonroutine issues to report.  I would like to understand

 8   if there's another to receive those updates where we

 9   don't ask about a dozen people to call in unless there's

10   some sort of a regulatory requirement that I'm not aware

11   of for the project proponents to give those updates.

12       Second, is to consider occasionally inviting

13   presentations from other agencies, such as an update on

14   programmatic EISs being pursued by Ecology or perhaps our

15   regional energy demand forecast and an update relevant to

16   our status as a state in meeting our state's clean energy

17   goals, or even the Department of Fish and Wildlife's new

18   wind and solar energy guidelines.

19       I think this would be pretty minimal work on EFSEC

20   Staff, as we are asking others to come in and brief us

21   with short presentations, if that information is germane

22   to the work that we do at EFSEC and provides context for

23   a number of decisions we make on the Council.

24       I would also recommend that we schedule those when

25   you have the new year at a glance where we don't lengthy
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 1   Council agenda items that we are spending time on

 2   deliberations, but we had those on meetings where it's

 3   not quite as busy.

 4       And then finally, another process idea I would like

 5   to discuss with the Council is sometimes when we make

 6   motion language or make motions, I should say, it's

 7   important that we use very precise language with specific

 8   times or specific legal actions.  It would be helpful to

 9   have that draft motion language as a member of the

10   Council.  I don't know if there's a way that we could

11   include that, for instance, on the summary sheet for the

12   project, which also signals to the public are monitoring

13   EFSEC's deliberations on what the Council's Staff

14   recommendation is, and then as needed we can edit that

15   motion language on the fly.  It's helpful, I find, for

16   other intergovernmental forms to have that language in

17   advance of the meeting.

18       So I offer those as just future ideas for a future

19   discussion, hopefully later this fall, of some other

20   process improvements that I hope to work with you all on,

21   and I'm happy to work with the Director, or you, Mr.

22   Chairman, to flesh those ideas out for further

23   discussion.  Thank you.

24                     CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman

25   Pamplin.  I think those are welcome suggestions.
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 1   Obviously, the execution of them is always part of the

 2   detail on top of some of the other demands we have

 3   discussed here today, but I think they are important

 4   opportunities, and some of which, I know, have been

 5   discussed in perhaps years past, in terms of like the

 6   regular cadence of the meeting.  I am mindful of people's

 7   time and resource, you know, for that kind of routine.  I

 8   think more to come on all of those and I really

 9   appreciate you putting those forward more formally here

10   in an appropriate shared environment, including with out

11   two new Council members as well here today.

12       Were there other comments or questions from the

13   Council?  Okay.  Well, soon we will gavel this out, and

14   Councilman Ryan and Councilman Nelson, you can chalk up

15   your first EFSEC Council meetings, so congratulations.

16   And with that, at 3:13 we are adjourned.

17

18                (Proceedings concluded at 3:13 p.m.)
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 1   STATE OF WASHINGTON )    I, Christy Sheppard, CCR, RPR,

                         ) ss a certified court reporter

 2   County of Pierce    )    in the State of Washington, do

                              hereby certify:

 3

 4

          That the foregoing Monthly Meeting of the Washington

 5   State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was

     conducted in my presence and adjourned on October 15,

 6   2025, and thereafter was transcribed under my direction;

     that the transcript is a full, true and complete

 7   transcript of the said meeting, transcribed to the best

     of my ability;

 8

          That I am not a relative, employee, attorney, or

 9   counsel of any party to this matter or relative or

     employee of any such attorney or counsel, and that I am

10   not financially interested in the said matter or the

     outcome thereof;

11

          IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my signature

12   on October 29, 2025.

13

14

15

16                            ________________________________

                              /s/Christy Sheppard, CCR, RPR

17                            Certified Court Reporter No. 1932

                              (Certification expires 05/06/26.)

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25




		Index		MediaGroup		SourceCase		FirstName		LastName		Date		StartPage		EndPage		LinesPerPage		Complete

		1		EFSEC 101525.091851_100		EFSEC 2025 Monthly Meetings 		 		Transcript		10/15/2025		1		73		25		true



		Index		Timecode		TimeStamp		Temp		PageNum		LineNum		NoDisplay		Text		Native		Redact

		1						PG		1		0		false		page 1				false

		2						LN		1		1		false		            1                          WASHINGTON STATE				false

		3						LN		1		2		false		            2               ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL				false

		4						LN		1		3		false		            3                           MONTHLY MEETING				false

		5						LN		1		4		false		            4				false

		6						LN		1		5		false		            5				false

		7						LN		1		6		false		            6				false

		8						LN		1		7		false		            7                           October 15, 2025				false

		9						LN		1		8		false		            8                         Lacey, Washington				false

		10						LN		1		9		false		            9				false

		11						LN		1		10		false		           10				false

		12						LN		1		11		false		           11				false

		13						LN		1		12		false		           12				false

		14						LN		1		13		false		           13				false

		15						LN		1		14		false		           14				false

		16						LN		1		15		false		           15				false

		17						LN		1		16		false		           16				false

		18						LN		1		17		false		           17				false

		19						LN		1		18		false		           18				false

		20						LN		1		19		false		           19				false

		21						LN		1		20		false		           20				false

		22						LN		1		21		false		           21				false

		23						LN		1		22		false		           22               Reporter:  Christy Sheppard, CCR, RPR				false

		24						LN		1		23		false		           23				false

		25						LN		1		24		false		           24				false

		26						LN		1		25		false		           25				false

		27						PG		2		0		false		page 2				false

		28						LN		2		1		false		            1                             APPEARANCES				false

		29						LN		2		2		false		            2      STATE AGENCY MEMBERS:				false

		30						LN		2		3		false		            3           Kurt Beckett, Chair				false

		31						LN		2		3		false		                        Elizabeth Osborne, Commerce				false

		32						LN		2		4		false		            4           Blake Nelson, Ecology				false

		33						LN		2		4		false		                        Nate Pamplin, Fish and Wildlife				false

		34						LN		2		5		false		            5           Maverick Ryan, Natural Resources				false

		35						LN		2		5		false		                        Stacy Brewster, Utilities & Transportation				false

		36						LN		2		6		false		            6                           Commission				false

		37						LN		2		7		false		            7      LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND OPTIONAL STATE AGENCIES:				false

		38						LN		2		8		false		            8           Hop Hill Solar:				false

		39						LN		2		8		false		                            Paul Krupin, Benton County				false

		40						LN		2		9		false		            9				false

		41						LN		2		9		false		                        Carriger Solar:				false

		42						LN		2		10		false		           10               Matt Chiles, Klickitat County				false

		43						LN		2		11		false		           11           Wallula Gap:				false

		44						LN		2		11		false		                            Adam Fyall, Benton County				false

		45						LN		2		12		false		           12				false

		46						LN		2		12		false		                        Goldeneye BESS:				false

		47						LN		2		13		false		           13               Robby Eckroth, Skagit County				false

		48						LN		2		14		false		           14      ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL:				false

		49						LN		2		15		false		           15           Jon Thompson				false

		50						LN		2		15		false		                        Talia Thuet				false

		51						LN		2		16		false		           16				false

		52						LN		2		16		false		                   COUNCIL STAFF:				false

		53						LN		2		17		false		           17				false

		54						LN		2		17		false		                        Sonia Bumpus				false

		55						LN		2		18		false		           18           Ami Hafkemeyer				false

		56						LN		2		18		false		                        Amy Moon				false

		57						LN		2		19		false		           19           Joan Owens				false

		58						LN		2		19		false		                        Andrea Grantham				false

		59						LN		2		20		false		           20           Sonja Skaland				false

		60						LN		2		20		false		                        Sara Randolph				false

		61						LN		2		21		false		           21           Sean Greene				false

		62						LN		2		21		false		                        Lance Caputo				false

		63						LN		2		22		false		           22           John Barnes				false

		64						LN		2		22		false		                        Joanne Snarski				false

		65						LN		2		23		false		           23           Alex Shiley				false

		66						LN		2		23		false		                        Karla Holappa				false

		67						LN		2		24		false		           24           Audra Allen				false

		68						LN		2		24		false		                        Maria Belkina				false

		69						LN		2		25		false		           25           Lisa McLean				false

		70						LN		2		0		false		                        Adrienne Barker				false

		71						PG		3		0		false		page 3				false

		72						LN		3		1		false		            1                      APPEARANCES (Continued)				false

		73						LN		3		2		false		            2				false

		74						LN		3		2		false		                   COUNCIL STAFF (Continued):				false

		75						LN		3		3		false		            3				false

		76						LN		3		3		false		                        Catherine Taliaferro				false

		77						LN		3		4		false		            4           Alondra Zalewski				false

		78						LN		3		4		false		                        Sairy Reyes				false

		79						LN		3		5		false		            5           Trevin Taylor				false

		80						LN		3		5		false		                        Dave Walker				false

		81						LN		3		6		false		            6           Nabila Gomes				false

		82						LN		3		7		false		            7      OPERATIONAL UPDATES:				false

		83						LN		3		8		false		            8           Jarred Caseday,				false

		84						LN		3		8		false		                        Kittitas Valley Wind, EDP Renewables				false

		85						LN		3		9		false		            9				false

		86						LN		3		9		false		                        Sara Randolph (EFSEC Staff),				false

		87						LN		3		10		false		           10           Wild Horse Wind Power Project, Puget Sound Energy				false

		88						LN		3		11		false		           11           Eric Pace,				false

		89						LN		3		11		false		                        Grays Harbor Energy Center, Grays Harbor Energy				false

		90						LN		3		12		false		           12				false

		91						LN		3		12		false		                        Jeremy Smith,				false

		92						LN		3		13		false		           13           Chehalis Generation Facility, PacifiCorp				false

		93						LN		3		14		false		           14           Kelly Elsethagen,				false

		94						LN		3		14		false		                        Columbia Generating Station & WNP-1/4, Energy				false

		95						LN		3		15		false		           15           Northwest				false

		96						LN		3		16		false		           16           Katy Esper,				false

		97						LN		3		16		false		                        Columbia Solar, Tuusso Energy				false

		98						LN		3		17		false		           17				false

		99						LN		3		17		false		                        Nelson Jia,				false

		100						LN		3		18		false		           18           Goose Prairie Solar, Brookfield Renewable				false

		101						LN		3		19		false		           19           Jon Voltz,				false

		102						LN		3		19		false		                        Ostrea Solar, Cypress Creek Renewables				false

		103						LN		3		20		false		           20				false

		104						LN		3		20		false		                   COUNSEL FOR THE ENVIRONMENT:				false

		105						LN		3		21		false		           21				false

		106						LN		3		21		false		                        Sarah Reyneveld				false

		107						LN		3		22		false		           22           Yuriy Korol				false

		108						LN		3		23		false		           23      IN ATTENDANCE:				false

		109						LN		3		24		false		           24           Chris Hocker,				false

		110						LN		3		24		false		                        Cascade Renewable Transmission, LLC				false

		111						LN		3		25		false		           25				false

		112						PG		4		0		false		page 4				false

		113						LN		4		1		false		            1                         MEETING INDEX				false

		114						LN		4		2		false		            2      EVENT:                                         PAGE NO.				false

		115						LN		4		3		false		            3      Call to order                                        6				false

		116						LN		4		4		false		            4      Roll Call                                            6				false

		117						LN		4		5		false		            5      Proposed Agenda                                      9				false

		118						LN		4		6		false		            6      Minutes				false

		119						LN		4		6		false		                        September 17, 2025 Monthly Meeting Minutes     10				false

		120						LN		4		7		false		            7				false

		121						LN		4		7		false		                   Introductions, new Council member                   10				false

		122						LN		4		8		false		            8				false

		123						LN		4		8		false		                   Projects				false

		124						LN		4		9		false		            9           Kittitas Valley Wind Project                   16				false

		125						LN		4		10		false		           10           Wild Horse Wind Power Project                  16				false

		126						LN		4		11		false		           11           Chehalis Generation Facility                   16				false

		127						LN		4		12		false		           12           Grays Harbor Energy Center                     17				false

		128						LN		4		13		false		           13           Columbia Solar                                 17				false

		129						LN		4		14		false		           14           Columbia Generating Station                    17				false

		130						LN		4		15		false		           15           WNP - 1/4                                      17				false

		131						LN		4		16		false		           16           Goose Prairie Solar                            18				false

		132						LN		4		17		false		           17           Ostrea Solar                                   18				false

		133						LN		4		18		false		           18           Carriger Solar                                 19				false

		134						LN		4		19		false		           19           Hop Hill Solar                                 25				false

		135						LN		4		20		false		           20           Wallula Gap                                    25				false

		136						LN		4		21		false		           21           Goldeneye BESS                                 26				false

		137						LN		4		22		false		           22           Transmission PEIS                              26				false

		138						LN		4		23		false		           23           Horse Heaven Wind Farm                         32				false

		139						LN		4		23		false		                        Final Action on PTAG Resolution                44				false

		140						LN		4		24		false		           24				false

		141						LN		4		24		false		                        Cascade Renewables Transmission                47				false

		142						LN		4		25		false		           25				false

		143						PG		5		0		false		page 5				false

		144						LN		5		1		false		            1                      MEETING INDEX (Continued)				false

		145						LN		5		1		false		                   EVENT:                                         PAGE NO.				false

		146						LN		5		2		false		            2				false

		147						LN		5		2		false		                   Other				false

		148						LN		5		3		false		            3				false

		149						LN		5		3		false		                        Cost Allocation                                57				false

		150						LN		5		4		false		            4				false

		151						LN		5		4		false		                        Update on changes to public comment periods    58				false

		152						LN		5		5		false		            5				false

		153						LN		5		5		false		                        Update on Delegation of Authority              65				false

		154						LN		5		6		false		            6				false

		155						LN		5		6		false		                        Rules Discussion and CR-101 action by the				false

		156						LN		5		7		false		            7           Council                                        66				false

		157						LN		5		8		false		            8      Adjournment                                         73				false

		158						LN		5		9		false		            9				false

		159						LN		5		10		false		           10				false

		160						LN		5		11		false		           11				false

		161						LN		5		12		false		           12				false

		162						LN		5		13		false		           13				false

		163						LN		5		14		false		           14				false

		164						LN		5		15		false		           15				false

		165						LN		5		16		false		           16				false

		166						LN		5		17		false		           17				false

		167						LN		5		18		false		           18				false

		168						LN		5		19		false		           19				false

		169						LN		5		20		false		           20				false

		170						LN		5		21		false		           21				false

		171						LN		5		22		false		           22				false

		172						LN		5		23		false		           23				false

		173						LN		5		24		false		           24				false

		174						LN		5		25		false		           25				false

		175						PG		6		0		false		page 6				false

		176						LN		6		1		false		            1                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon.  This				false

		177						LN		6		2		false		            2      is Kurt Beckett, Chair of the Energy Facility Site				false

		178						LN		6		3		false		            3      Evaluation Council, and I'm calling our October, 15, 2025				false

		179						LN		6		4		false		            4      meeting to order.  Ms. Barker, if you could call roll.				false

		180						LN		6		5		false		            5                        MS. BARKER:  Certainly, Chair.				false

		181						LN		6		6		false		            6      Department of Commerce?  Department of Ecology?				false

		182						LN		6		7		false		            7                        MR. NELSON:  Here.				false

		183						LN		6		8		false		            8                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Fish and				false

		184						LN		6		9		false		            9      Wildlife?				false

		185						LN		6		10		false		           10                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne is				false

		186						LN		6		11		false		           11      here for Commerce.  My apologies.				false

		187						LN		6		12		false		           12                        MS. BARKER:  Thank you.  Department of				false

		188						LN		6		13		false		           13      Fish and Wildlife?				false

		189						LN		6		14		false		           14                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin for Fish				false

		190						LN		6		15		false		           15      and Wildlife.				false

		191						LN		6		16		false		           16                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Natural				false

		192						LN		6		17		false		           17      Resources?				false

		193						LN		6		18		false		           18                        MR. RYAN:  Maverick Ryan here for DNR.				false

		194						LN		6		19		false		           19                        MS. BARKER:  Utilities &				false

		195						LN		6		20		false		           20      Transportation Commission?				false

		196						LN		6		21		false		           21                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster,				false

		197						LN		6		22		false		           22      present.				false

		198						LN		6		23		false		           23                        MS. BARKER:  Local Government and				false

		199						LN		6		24		false		           24      Optional State Agencies.  For the Hop Hill Project, Paul				false

		200						LN		6		25		false		           25      Krupin?				false

		201						PG		7		0		false		page 7				false

		202						LN		7		1		false		            1          For the Carriger Solar project, Matt Chiles.				false

		203						LN		7		2		false		            2                        MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.				false

		204						LN		7		3		false		            3                        MS. BARKER:  For the Wallula Gap				false

		205						LN		7		4		false		            4      project, Adam Fyall?				false

		206						LN		7		5		false		            5          For the Goldeneye BESS project, Robby Eckroth?				false

		207						LN		7		6		false		            6                        MR. ECKROTH:  Robby Eckroth, present.				false

		208						LN		7		7		false		            7                        MS. BARKER:  Assistant Attorney				false

		209						LN		7		8		false		            8      General, Jon Thompson?				false

		210						LN		7		9		false		            9                        MR. THOMPSON:  Present.				false

		211						LN		7		10		false		           10                        MS. BARKER:  Zack Packer?  Talia				false

		212						LN		7		11		false		           11      Thuet?				false

		213						LN		7		12		false		           12                        MS. THUET:  Present.				false

		214						LN		7		13		false		           13                        MS. BARKER:  For EFSEC staff, I will				false

		215						LN		7		14		false		           14      call only those anticipated to speak today.  Sonia				false

		216						LN		7		15		false		           15      Bumpus?				false

		217						LN		7		16		false		           16                        MS. BUMPUS:  Present.				false

		218						LN		7		17		false		           17                        MS. BARKER:  Ami Hafkemeyer?				false

		219						LN		7		18		false		           18                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.				false

		220						LN		7		19		false		           19                        MS. BARKER:  Amy Moon?				false

		221						LN		7		20		false		           20                        MS. MOON:  Present.				false

		222						LN		7		21		false		           21                        MS. BARKER:  Sara Randolph?				false

		223						LN		7		22		false		           22                        MS. RANDOLPH:  Present.				false

		224						LN		7		23		false		           23                        MS. BARKER:  Sean Greene?				false

		225						LN		7		24		false		           24                        MR. GREENE:  Present.				false

		226						LN		7		25		false		           25                        MS. BARKER:  John Barnes?				false

		227						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		228						LN		8		1		false		            1                        MR. BARNES:  Present.				false

		229						LN		8		2		false		            2                        MS. BARKER:  Joanne Snarski?				false

		230						LN		8		3		false		            3                        MS. SNARSKI:  Present.				false

		231						LN		8		4		false		            4                        MS. BARKER:  Maria Belkina?				false

		232						LN		8		5		false		            5                        MS. BELKINA:  Present.				false

		233						LN		8		6		false		            6                        MS. BARKER:  For Operational Updates.				false

		234						LN		8		7		false		            7      Oh, Lisa McLean?  I'm sorry.				false

		235						LN		8		8		false		            8                        MS. MCLEAN:  Present.				false

		236						LN		8		9		false		            9                        MS. BARKER:  For Operational updates,				false

		237						LN		8		10		false		           10      Kittitas Valley Wind project?				false

		238						LN		8		11		false		           11                        MR. CASEDAY:  Jarred Caseday, present.				false

		239						LN		8		12		false		           12                        MS. BARKER:  Wild Horse Wind Power				false

		240						LN		8		13		false		           13      project?				false

		241						LN		8		14		false		           14                        MS. RANDOLPH:  This is Sarah Randolph,				false

		242						LN		8		15		false		           15      I'll be giving the update for Wild Horse.				false

		243						LN		8		16		false		           16                        MS. BARKER:  Grays Harbor Energy				false

		244						LN		8		17		false		           17      Center?				false

		245						LN		8		18		false		           18                        MR. PACE:  Eric Pace, present.				false

		246						LN		8		19		false		           19                        MS. BARKER:  Chehalis Generation				false

		247						LN		8		20		false		           20      Facility?				false

		248						LN		8		21		false		           21                        MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.				false

		249						LN		8		22		false		           22                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Generating				false

		250						LN		8		23		false		           23      Station?				false

		251						LN		8		24		false		           24                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Kelly Elsethagen,				false

		252						LN		8		25		false		           25      present.				false

		253						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		254						LN		9		1		false		            1                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Solar?				false

		255						LN		9		2		false		            2                        MS. ESPER:  Katy Esper, present.				false

		256						LN		9		3		false		            3                        MS. BARKER:  Goose Prairie Solar?				false

		257						LN		9		4		false		            4                        MR. JIA:  Nelson Jia, here, present.				false

		258						LN		9		5		false		            5                        MS. BARKER:  Ostrea Solar?				false

		259						LN		9		6		false		            6                        MR. VOLTZ:  Jon Voltz, present.				false

		260						LN		9		7		false		            7                        MS. BARKER:  Is there anyone online				false

		261						LN		9		8		false		            8      for the Counsel for the Environment?				false

		262						LN		9		9		false		            9                        MS. REYNEVELD:  Yes, Sarah Reyneveld				false

		263						LN		9		10		false		           10      and Yuriy Korol are present.				false

		264						LN		9		11		false		           11                        MS. BARKER:  Thank you.  Chair, there				false

		265						LN		9		12		false		           12      is a quorum for all councils.				false

		266						LN		9		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Counsel				false

		267						LN		9		14		false		           14      there's an agenda before us.  Do I have a motion to adopt				false

		268						LN		9		15		false		           15      it?				false

		269						LN		9		16		false		           16                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster, I move				false

		270						LN		9		17		false		           17      to adopt the agenda for today's meeting.				false

		271						LN		9		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Is there a				false

		272						LN		9		19		false		           19      second.				false

		273						LN		9		20		false		           20                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Second, Nate Pamplin.				false

		274						LN		9		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Motion has been moved				false

		275						LN		9		22		false		           22      a seconded.  Are there any changes to the agenda?				false

		276						LN		9		23		false		           23      Hearing none, all those in favor say aye?				false

		277						LN		9		24		false		           24                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		278						LN		9		25		false		           25                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?  All right.				false

		279						PG		10		0		false		page 10				false

		280						LN		10		1		false		            1      Agenda is adopted.				false

		281						LN		10		2		false		            2          Next up we have our minutes from the September 17th				false

		282						LN		10		3		false		            3      monthly meeting.  Do I have a motion to approve the				false

		283						LN		10		4		false		            4      minutes, please, Council?				false

		284						LN		10		5		false		            5                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne, so				false

		285						LN		10		6		false		            6      moved.				false

		286						LN		10		7		false		            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Is there a				false

		287						LN		10		8		false		            8      second?				false

		288						LN		10		9		false		            9                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Second, this is Nate.				false

		289						LN		10		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  The				false

		290						LN		10		11		false		           11      minutes have been moved and seconded.  Are there any				false

		291						LN		10		12		false		           12      changes to the minutes?  I did not, upon reviewing them,				false

		292						LN		10		13		false		           13      have any to suggest myself.  Other Council members?				false

		293						LN		10		14		false		           14      Okay.  Seeing none, I will call the vote.  All in favor				false

		294						LN		10		15		false		           15      of approving the minutes of September 17th, please say				false

		295						LN		10		16		false		           16      aye?				false

		296						LN		10		17		false		           17                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		297						LN		10		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  All right.  Opposed?				false

		298						LN		10		19		false		           19      All right.  Minutes are adopted.				false

		299						LN		10		20		false		           20          So it's my pleasure to both honor a couple of our				false

		300						LN		10		21		false		           21      now former members of the EFSEC Council before				false

		301						LN		10		22		false		           22      introducing the replacements that the agencies have				false

		302						LN		10		23		false		           23      brought forward.  And those who have participated in our				false

		303						LN		10		24		false		           24      meetings regularly, Eli Levitt, of the Department of				false

		304						LN		10		25		false		           25      Ecology, his last meeting was on the 17th of September				false

		305						PG		11		0		false		page 11				false

		306						LN		11		1		false		            1      and we briefly honored him then.  We will certainly be				false

		307						LN		11		2		false		            2      honoring all of our new former Council members here				false

		308						LN		11		3		false		            3      towards the end of the year in a more appropriate				false

		309						LN		11		4		false		            4      resolution in their name.  But in particular, I just				false

		310						LN		11		5		false		            5      wanted to thank Lenny Young, who did retire in the month				false

		311						LN		11		6		false		            6      of September, and a longstanding dedicated State				false

		312						LN		11		7		false		            7      employee, and appreciated his public service, and want to				false

		313						LN		11		8		false		            8      acknowledge Lenny's strong contribution to the EFSEC				false

		314						LN		11		9		false		            9      Council for many years as well.				false

		315						LN		11		10		false		           10          And so with that acknowledgment, let me first				false

		316						LN		11		11		false		           11      introduce Blake Nelson, who is representing now the				false

		317						LN		11		12		false		           12      Department of Ecology, and is the Southwest Region				false

		318						LN		11		13		false		           13      Manager for the Solid Waste Management Program.  And				false

		319						LN		11		14		false		           14      Councilman Nelson, if you would like to introduce				false

		320						LN		11		15		false		           15      yourself.  And, again, on behalf of all the Council				false

		321						LN		11		16		false		           16      members, welcome.				false

		322						LN		11		17		false		           17                        COUNCILMAN NELSON:  Thank you, Chair				false

		323						LN		11		18		false		           18      Beckett.  You did a pretty sufficient job there.  I'm				false

		324						LN		11		19		false		           19      with the Department of Ecology in the Solid Waste				false

		325						LN		11		20		false		           20      Program, particularly the manager of the Southwest				false

		326						LN		11		21		false		           21      Region.				false

		327						LN		11		22		false		           22          You know, on a personal note, I grew up in				false

		328						LN		11		23		false		           23      Centralia.  My father and grandfather worked at				false

		329						LN		11		24		false		           24      Trans-Alta, the coal plant there.  And although I don't				false

		330						LN		11		25		false		           25      profess to siting many coal facilities, I do have a great				false

		331						PG		12		0		false		page 12				false

		332						LN		12		1		false		            1      interest in energy policy and studies that I've had in				false

		333						LN		12		2		false		            2      grad school.  So I'm real excited to be part of the Board				false

		334						LN		12		3		false		            3      and to work with you all.				false

		335						LN		12		4		false		            4                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Appreciate that.				false

		336						LN		12		5		false		            5      Thank you very much, Councilman Nelson, and welcome				false

		337						LN		12		6		false		            6      aboard.				false

		338						LN		12		7		false		            7          Next we have Maverick Ryan who is with the				false

		339						LN		12		8		false		            8      Department of Natural Resources and is the Deputy				false

		340						LN		12		9		false		            9      Director of Tribal Relations.  And, Councilman Ryan, we				false

		341						LN		12		10		false		           10      welcome you and ask you to introduce yourself and any				false

		342						LN		12		11		false		           11      remarks you wish to make.				false

		343						LN		12		12		false		           12                        COUNCILMAN RYAN:  Thank you, Chair.				false

		344						LN		12		13		false		           13      (Speaking in Cowlitz)  In Cowlitz, that's hello good				false

		345						LN		12		14		false		           14      people, my name is Maverick Ryan.  I'm the Deputy				false

		346						LN		12		15		false		           15      Director of Tribal Relations at the Washington State				false

		347						LN		12		16		false		           16      Department of Natural Resources, proud citizen of Cowlitz				false

		348						LN		12		17		false		           17      Indian Tribe, and I'm really excited to join you in this				false

		349						LN		12		18		false		           18      work as DNR's representative on this Council.				false

		350						LN		12		19		false		           19          A couple things I want to mention.  I'm honored to				false

		351						LN		12		20		false		           20      be here representing Commissioner Updegrove.  And in				false

		352						LN		12		21		false		           21      January, when he took office, he outlined his core values				false

		353						LN		12		22		false		           22      in leading the agency.  There are four of them, respect,				false

		354						LN		12		23		false		           23      professionalism, integrity, and joy.  Those four values				false

		355						LN		12		24		false		           24      inform decisionmaking throughout our agency, and what I				false

		356						LN		12		25		false		           25      hope to embody through my participation with you here.				false

		357						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		358						LN		13		1		false		            1          In addition to that, there are two other primary				false

		359						LN		13		2		false		            2      things I want to say as part of my introduction.  One is				false

		360						LN		13		3		false		            3      procedural, and the other one is just kind of a personal				false

		361						LN		13		4		false		            4      observation.  And to tackle the procedural item first, I				false

		362						LN		13		5		false		            5      want to be transparent with my new colleagues in this				false

		363						LN		13		6		false		            6      body in disclosing that in my employment history, I				false

		364						LN		13		7		false		            7      previously worked at a local consulting firm in Seattle				false

		365						LN		13		8		false		            8      for approximately a year and a half where I carried the				false

		366						LN		13		9		false		            9      title of Manager of Public Affairs.  In this role, I				false

		367						LN		13		10		false		           10      provided administrative and project management support to				false

		368						LN		13		11		false		           11      various energy-related projects until I departed the firm				false

		369						LN		13		12		false		           12      in March of 2023.				false

		370						LN		13		13		false		           13          Some of the consulting work included projects that				false

		371						LN		13		14		false		           14      selected the EFSEC committee pathway, including the				false

		372						LN		13		15		false		           15      Goldeneye Battery Energy Storage project.  In addition,				false

		373						LN		13		16		false		           16      although I was not personally involved in Hop Hill Solar				false

		374						LN		13		17		false		           17      and Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center project, those				false

		375						LN		13		18		false		           18      projects were clients of the firm I was at while I was an				false

		376						LN		13		19		false		           19      employee.				false

		377						LN		13		20		false		           20          I do not want my prior association with these				false

		378						LN		13		21		false		           21      projects to affect fairness, integrity, and transparency				false

		379						LN		13		22		false		           22      of the Council's work, so therefore I will be recusing				false

		380						LN		13		23		false		           23      myself from participating in any decisionmaking related				false

		381						LN		13		24		false		           24      to the Council's recommendation to the Governor on the				false

		382						LN		13		25		false		           25      Goldeneye Battery Storage or Hop Hill Solar projects.				false

		383						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		384						LN		14		1		false		            1          I will also recuse myself from Council				false

		385						LN		14		2		false		            2      decisionmaking relate to mitigation measures and				false

		386						LN		14		3		false		            3      remaining project design, construction, micro siting for				false

		387						LN		14		4		false		            4      Horse Heaven.  This means that I will not actively				false

		388						LN		14		5		false		            5      participate in the adjudicative hearings or Council				false

		389						LN		14		6		false		            6      development of adjudicative orders on these project				false

		390						LN		14		7		false		            7      matters.				false

		391						LN		14		8		false		            8          Recusal is both the standard and an essential step				false

		392						LN		14		9		false		            9      to support public confidence in the Council's proceedings				false

		393						LN		14		10		false		           10      and to uphold the highest ethical standards.  My decision				false

		394						LN		14		11		false		           11      is rooted in a commitment to ensuring that all projects				false

		395						LN		14		12		false		           12      are reviewed objectively, free from any perceived				false

		396						LN		14		13		false		           13      prejudgment or bias.				false

		397						LN		14		14		false		           14          And let me assure you, while I will not be involved				false

		398						LN		14		15		false		           15      in the decisionmaking for those specific projects, I				false

		399						LN		14		16		false		           16      remain fully committed to supporting the Council's broad				false

		400						LN		14		17		false		           17      mission of ensuring responsible and thorough evaluation				false

		401						LN		14		18		false		           18      of energy facility proposals, and full consideration of				false

		402						LN		14		19		false		           19      all constituencies' perspectives.				false

		403						LN		14		20		false		           20          And then on a personal note, I want to also thank my				false

		404						LN		14		21		false		           21      fellow Council members for their understanding in				false

		405						LN		14		22		false		           22      supporting those measures.  And I'm particularly excited				false

		406						LN		14		23		false		           23      to be joining the Council, as an indigenous person in				false

		407						LN		14		24		false		           24      this moment in time, when our clean energy goals as a				false

		408						LN		14		25		false		           25      state and our obligations to safeguarding the treaty and				false

		409						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		410						LN		15		1		false		            1      reserve rights and resources of tribal nations feel				false

		411						LN		15		2		false		            2      increasingly set at odds with one another.				false

		412						LN		15		3		false		            3          As has been widely spoken about, the scale of our				false

		413						LN		15		4		false		            4      energy future depends -- demands that we find pathways				false

		414						LN		15		5		false		            5      forward together.  Last year, I spoke with an elder who				false

		415						LN		15		6		false		            6      has experience in the energy field, and he told me in				false

		416						LN		15		7		false		            7      order to meet our clean energy goals as a state and as a				false

		417						LN		15		8		false		            8      nation, we will have to mine more copper in the next ten				false

		418						LN		15		9		false		            9      years than we have in the entirety of recorded history.				false

		419						LN		15		10		false		           10      That same elder would go on to remind those in				false

		420						LN		15		11		false		           11      conversation with him that our presence as indigenous				false

		421						LN		15		12		false		           12      people on these lands predates recorded history.  I think				false

		422						LN		15		13		false		           13      these two truths have to find a way to live in harmony				false

		423						LN		15		14		false		           14      with one another in this transition.				false

		424						LN		15		15		false		           15          I'm a person who believes the tribal nations are the				false

		425						LN		15		16		false		           16      front lines of our clean energy future, not just in our				false

		426						LN		15		17		false		           17      state but across the West.  I look forward to finding				false

		427						LN		15		18		false		           18      ways in this role to ensure that the State of Washington				false

		428						LN		15		19		false		           19      is able to find mutually agreeable ways to advance our				false

		429						LN		15		20		false		           20      goals for the future.  In closing (speaking in Cowlitz),				false

		430						LN		15		21		false		           21      thank you in Cowlitz.  I'm eager to serve and excited for				false

		431						LN		15		22		false		           22      the opportunity.				false

		432						LN		15		23		false		           23                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman				false

		433						LN		15		24		false		           24      Ryan.  And to both our new Council members, again, a				false

		434						LN		15		25		false		           25      hearty welcome.  And as you can see from the busy agenda				false

		435						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		436						LN		16		1		false		            1      today, which I think is probably a trend line and not				false

		437						LN		16		2		false		            2      inherently a new one, but certainly one that's going to				false

		438						LN		16		3		false		            3      be around.  So with that we will move on to our project				false

		439						LN		16		4		false		            4      updates.  And with that, Kittitas Valley Wind, Jarred				false

		440						LN		16		5		false		            5      Caseday.  Make your presentation.				false

		441						LN		16		6		false		            6                        MR. CASEDAY:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		442						LN		16		7		false		            7      Beckett and EFSEC Council and Staff, and welcome to the				false

		443						LN		16		8		false		            8      new members.  This is Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables,				false

		444						LN		16		9		false		            9      with the Kittitas Valley Wind Power project, and we have				false

		445						LN		16		10		false		           10      nothing nonroutine to report for the period.				false

		446						LN		16		11		false		           11                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Moving on				false

		447						LN		16		12		false		           12      to Wild Horse Wind project, Sara Randolph of EFSEC Staff.				false

		448						LN		16		13		false		           13                        MS. RANDOLPH:  Good afternoon.  Thank				false

		449						LN		16		14		false		           14      you, Chair Beckett, Council members and Staff.  This is				false

		450						LN		16		15		false		           15      Sara Randolph, site specialist for Wild Horse.  This				false

		451						LN		16		16		false		           16      facility update is provided in your packet.  Ms.				false

		452						LN		16		17		false		           17      Galbraith reported at the July Council meeting that there				false

		453						LN		16		18		false		           18      is a large tear in one of the base towers.  And she will				false

		454						LN		16		19		false		           19      keep us posted as to when they plan on bringing down the				false

		455						LN		16		20		false		           20      turbine.  There are no nonroutine updates to report.				false

		456						LN		16		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.				false

		457						LN		16		22		false		           22      Moving on to the Chehalis Generation Facility, Jeremy				false

		458						LN		16		23		false		           23      Smith.				false

		459						LN		16		24		false		           24                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		460						LN		16		25		false		           25      Beckett, Council members and EFSEC Staff.  This is Jeremy				false

		461						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		462						LN		17		1		false		            1      Smith, the operations manager representing the Chehalis				false

		463						LN		17		2		false		            2      Generation Facility.  I have nothing nonroutine to report				false

		464						LN		17		3		false		            3      for this reporting period.				false

		465						LN		17		4		false		            4                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.				false

		466						LN		17		5		false		            5      Moving on to Grays Harbor Energy Center, Eric Pace.				false

		467						LN		17		6		false		            6                        MR. PACE:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		468						LN		17		7		false		            7      Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, I'm the plant engineer				false

		469						LN		17		8		false		            8      for the facility, and Grays Harbor Energy does not have				false

		470						LN		17		9		false		            9      anything nonroutine to report for the period.				false

		471						LN		17		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Moving on				false

		472						LN		17		11		false		           11      to Columbia Solar, Katy Esper.				false

		473						LN		17		12		false		           12                        MS. ESPER:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		474						LN		17		13		false		           13      Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, this is Katy Esper for				false

		475						LN		17		14		false		           14      Columbia Solar reporting that we have no nonroutine				false

		476						LN		17		15		false		           15      updates.				false

		477						LN		17		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Moving on				false

		478						LN		17		17		false		           17      to Columbia Generating Station and WNP 1/4, Kelly				false

		479						LN		17		18		false		           18      Elsethagen.				false

		480						LN		17		19		false		           19                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		481						LN		17		20		false		           20      Beckett, EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Kelly				false

		482						LN		17		21		false		           21      Elsethagen with Energy Northwest Columbia Generating				false

		483						LN		17		22		false		           22      Station and WNP 1/4, there are no nonroutine updates to				false

		484						LN		17		23		false		           23      report for the reporting period.				false

		485						LN		17		24		false		           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you.				false

		486						LN		17		25		false		           25      Moving on to Goose Prairie Solar, Nelson Jia.				false

		487						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		488						LN		18		1		false		            1                        MR. JIA:  Good afternoon, Nelson here.				false

		489						LN		18		2		false		            2      No major updates to report for the previous month.				false

		490						LN		18		3		false		            3      Nothing to report from an environmental or safety				false

		491						LN		18		4		false		            4      perspective either.  Thank you.				false

		492						LN		18		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:   Thank you.  Moving on				false

		493						LN		18		6		false		            6      to Ostrea Solar, Jon Voltz.				false

		494						LN		18		7		false		            7                        MR. VOLTZ:  Hi, Chair Beckett and				false

		495						LN		18		8		false		            8      EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Jon Voltz with				false

		496						LN		18		9		false		            9      Cypress Creek Renewables representing Ostrea Solar				false

		497						LN		18		10		false		           10      facility.  Construction updates are as follows.  Pile and				false

		498						LN		18		11		false		           11      racking installation is fully complete for the project.				false

		499						LN		18		12		false		           12      Modular installation is ongoing, as well as wiring and				false

		500						LN		18		13		false		           13      cable installations.  We've achieved mechanical				false

		501						LN		18		14		false		           14      completion for the first circuit.  Substation major				false

		502						LN		18		15		false		           15      equipment has been fully delivered and installation is				false

		503						LN		18		16		false		           16      underway.  We are well on track to achieve full				false

		504						LN		18		17		false		           17      mechanical completion by the end of the year as				false

		505						LN		18		18		false		           18      scheduled.				false

		506						LN		18		19		false		           19          There was one incident, an environmental incident				false

		507						LN		18		20		false		           20      that occurred September 12th.  A cement truck entered the				false

		508						LN		18		21		false		           21      project site with a hydraulic leak -- a leak in the				false

		509						LN		18		22		false		           22      hydraulic hose.  The leak occurred from the entrance all				false

		510						LN		18		23		false		           23      the way to the substation area, probably about 150 yards.				false

		511						LN		18		24		false		           24      We estimate less than two gallons were spilled.  The				false

		512						LN		18		25		false		           25      spill was identified immediately.  Oil catch cans were				false

		513						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		514						LN		19		1		false		            1      placed under the truck to catch the oils.  The				false

		515						LN		19		2		false		            2      contaminated gravel was removed.  Mechanics were				false

		516						LN		19		3		false		            3      mobilized to the site to fix the leak.  And the -- once				false

		517						LN		19		4		false		            4      it was -- once the truck was moved out of the way the				false

		518						LN		19		5		false		            5      remaining contaminated gravel was removed from the site.				false

		519						LN		19		6		false		            6      So it was reported, but fully resolved.  That is the only				false

		520						LN		19		7		false		            7      incident to report for the period.				false

		521						LN		19		8		false		            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.				false

		522						LN		19		9		false		            9      Moving on to Carriger Solar, and we will start with				false

		523						LN		19		10		false		           10      project update from Joanne Snarski.				false

		524						LN		19		11		false		           11                        MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you Chair Beckett				false

		525						LN		19		12		false		           12      and Council members.  For the record, this is Joanne				false

		526						LN		19		13		false		           13      Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed Carriger				false

		527						LN		19		14		false		           14      Solar facility in Klickitat County.				false

		528						LN		19		15		false		           15          On June 5th, the Council voted to approve sending a				false

		529						LN		19		16		false		           16      recommendation to the Governor for the Carriage Solar				false

		530						LN		19		17		false		           17      facility, along with a draft site certification				false

		531						LN		19		18		false		           18      agreement.				false

		532						LN		19		19		false		           19          On August 22nd, Governor Ferguson responded with a				false

		533						LN		19		20		false		           20      letter to Chair Beckett directing the Council to do				false

		534						LN		19		21		false		           21      further outreach with the Yakama Nation regarding certain				false

		535						LN		19		22		false		           22      aspects of the draft site certification agreement.				false

		536						LN		19		23		false		           23          In response to this request, Chair Beckett sent a				false

		537						LN		19		24		false		           24      letter to Chairman Gerald Lewis, of the Yakama Nation				false

		538						LN		19		25		false		           25      Tribal Council.  Chair Beckett's letter directed the				false

		539						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		540						LN		20		1		false		            1      Tribe's attention to two primary issues as requested by				false

		541						LN		20		2		false		            2      the Governor.				false

		542						LN		20		3		false		            3          One, allow Yakama Nation the opportunity to review				false

		543						LN		20		4		false		            4      and provide input on the June 19th, 2025 memorandum from				false

		544						LN		20		5		false		            5      the EFSEC Chair to the Council membership describing the				false

		545						LN		20		6		false		            6      Chair and the Staff's June 4th, 2025 meeting with the				false

		546						LN		20		7		false		            7      Tribe.				false

		547						LN		20		8		false		            8          Give the Yakama Nation an opportunity to provide				false

		548						LN		20		9		false		            9      further input on five mitigation measures prescribed by				false

		549						LN		20		10		false		           10      EFSEC in the mitigation determination of nonsignificance,				false

		550						LN		20		11		false		           11      or MDNS, that are designed to minimize impacts to visual				false

		551						LN		20		12		false		           12      aesthetics, including traditional and cultural				false

		552						LN		20		13		false		           13      properties, also known on TCPs.				false

		553						LN		20		14		false		           14          On September 26, 2025, EFSEC received a response				false

		554						LN		20		15		false		           15      from the Yakama Nation.  For the purpose of this update,				false

		555						LN		20		16		false		           16      I will highlight the primary issues brought forward in				false

		556						LN		20		17		false		           17      this letter.  With regards to the June 19th, 2025 memo,				false

		557						LN		20		18		false		           18      the Tribe asserted that the memo does not convey the				false

		558						LN		20		19		false		           19      depth of the Yakama Nation's concerns with the Carriger				false

		559						LN		20		20		false		           20      project.  They stated that unless they can speak directly				false

		560						LN		20		21		false		           21      to the Council members through an adjudicative process,				false

		561						LN		20		22		false		           22      our interpretation of those concerns will be flawed and				false

		562						LN		20		23		false		           23      inaccurate.				false

		563						LN		20		24		false		           24          They also stated that the memo does not sufficiently				false

		564						LN		20		25		false		           25      reflect the Yakama Nation's determination that the				false

		565						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		566						LN		21		1		false		            1      Carriger project by itself, meaning not including future				false

		567						LN		21		2		false		            2      solar developments, will result in significant impacts to				false

		568						LN		21		3		false		            3      TCPs.  Following, they argued that EFSEC's practice of				false

		569						LN		21		4		false		            4      not requiring the project proponent to secure a water				false

		570						LN		21		5		false		            5      supply for the project until just before construction				false

		571						LN		21		6		false		            6      fails to meet EFSEC's legal obligation to evaluate the				false

		572						LN		21		7		false		            7      project's water sources prior to drafting the site				false

		573						LN		21		8		false		            8      certification agreement.				false

		574						LN		21		9		false		            9          Following their review of the mitigation measures				false

		575						LN		21		10		false		           10      highlighted by the Governor's letter, they identified two				false

		576						LN		21		11		false		           11      primary concerns along with two proposals for resolution.				false

		577						LN		21		12		false		           12      The Yakama Nation asserts that the EFSEC imposed setbacks				false

		578						LN		21		13		false		           13      along the roads and adjacent to the Department of Natural				false

		579						LN		21		14		false		           14      Resources managed lands, are insufficient to minimize				false

		580						LN		21		15		false		           15      impacts to TCPs.  They note the use of natural screening				false

		581						LN		21		16		false		           16      tools are also insufficient to minimize impacts to TCPs,				false

		582						LN		21		17		false		           17      due to the area topography.				false

		583						LN		21		18		false		           18          To resolve these concerns, they suggest the Council				false

		584						LN		21		19		false		           19      deny approval for all solar panels in the northern				false

		585						LN		21		20		false		           20      portion of the project area, and require conservation				false

		586						LN		21		21		false		           21      leases on those parcels.  If this cannot be accomplished,				false

		587						LN		21		22		false		           22      they recommend that we withdraw the mitigated				false

		588						LN		21		23		false		           23      determination of nonsignificance and draft recommendation				false

		589						LN		21		24		false		           24      to the Governor, and initiate a full environmental				false

		590						LN		21		25		false		           25      analysis.  I believe this to mean a completion of an				false

		591						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		592						LN		22		1		false		            1      environmental impact statement, and an adjudication				false

		593						LN		22		2		false		            2      process.				false

		594						LN		22		3		false		            3          Following review of the letter from the Governor and				false

		595						LN		22		4		false		            4      the response received from the Yakama Nation, EFSEC Staff				false

		596						LN		22		5		false		            5      developed a draft resolution 360, and a revised draft of				false

		597						LN		22		6		false		            6      the site certification agreement.  These documents were				false

		598						LN		22		7		false		            7      posted for public review and comment on October 6th, and				false

		599						LN		22		8		false		            8      it will go through October 19th.  That document provides				false

		600						LN		22		9		false		            9      a formal response with the details and citations that				false

		601						LN		22		10		false		           10      address the Tribe's concerns.  I will provide a brief				false

		602						LN		22		11		false		           11      overview of our main draft responses here.				false

		603						LN		22		12		false		           12          In that document, we identify EFSEC is not required				false

		604						LN		22		13		false		           13      to hold an adjudicative hearing for a project once				false

		605						LN		22		14		false		           14      expedited processing of the project application has been				false

		606						LN		22		15		false		           15      granted.  Carriger Solar was granted expedited processing				false

		607						LN		22		16		false		           16      on May 5th, 2025.  Additionally, EFSEC has fully				false

		608						LN		22		17		false		           17      considered the Carriger project's impacts on TCPs on its				false

		609						LN		22		18		false		           18      own and cumulatively with possible future solar				false

		610						LN		22		19		false		           19      development in the area.  This information is captured in				false

		611						LN		22		20		false		           20      the State Environmental Policy Act documentation for the				false

		612						LN		22		21		false		           21      project, including the mitigated determination of				false

		613						LN		22		22		false		           22      nonsignificance and the attached Staff memo.				false

		614						LN		22		23		false		           23          Although the Yakama Nation did not cite a specific				false

		615						LN		22		24		false		           24      rule or regulation that it contends EFSEC was violating				false

		616						LN		22		25		false		           25      by not requiring a water source be identified until just				false

		617						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		618						LN		23		1		false		            1      before the construction, EFSEC has completed a full				false

		619						LN		23		2		false		            2      environmental analysis of the project's anticipated				false

		620						LN		23		3		false		            3      impact to water resources.  Again, this information can				false

		621						LN		23		4		false		            4      be found in the mitigated determination of				false

		622						LN		23		5		false		            5      nonsignificance and the associated Staff memo.				false

		623						LN		23		6		false		            6          We agree with the Yakama Nation that the Carriger				false

		624						LN		23		7		false		            7      project, as initially proposed, would have resulted in				false

		625						LN		23		8		false		            8      significant adverse impacts to TCPs without mitigation.				false

		626						LN		23		9		false		            9      EFSEC maintains that the mitigation that has been				false

		627						LN		23		10		false		           10      proposed in the MDNS and the subsequent two revisions,				false

		628						LN		23		11		false		           11      reduce adverse impacts to TCPs to a level below				false

		629						LN		23		12		false		           12      significant.  Staff are not recommending that the Council				false

		630						LN		23		13		false		           13      further mitigate by excluding the northern portions of				false

		631						LN		23		14		false		           14      project from development and requiring conservation				false

		632						LN		23		15		false		           15      easements.				false

		633						LN		23		16		false		           16          Resolution 360 also outlines our draft responses to				false

		634						LN		23		17		false		           17      the Yakama Nation's two options for resolution.  A				false

		635						LN		23		18		false		           18      revised draft of the site certification agreement has				false

		636						LN		23		19		false		           19      been prepared following review of the Governor's response				false

		637						LN		23		20		false		           20      letter making more explicit the commitment from the				false

		638						LN		23		21		false		           21      developer to provide the Yakama Nation with grant funding				false

		639						LN		23		22		false		           22      for continued TC P research in the area.				false

		640						LN		23		23		false		           23          Again, these documents have been provided to all				false

		641						LN		23		24		false		           24      Council members and are available on our website.  The				false

		642						LN		23		25		false		           25      public comment period will remain open until Sunday				false

		643						PG		24		0		false		page 24				false

		644						LN		24		1		false		            1      evening, October 19th.  Since EFSEC is working to				false

		645						LN		24		2		false		            2      complete all this work within a 60-day deadline the				false

		646						LN		24		3		false		            3      Governor requested, Staff are scheduling a special				false

		647						LN		24		4		false		            4      Council meeting on October 21st for the purpose of				false

		648						LN		24		5		false		            5      Council action.  That meeting is scheduled to begin at				false

		649						LN		24		6		false		            6      9:00 a.m. and will be both in person and virtual.  Notice				false

		650						LN		24		7		false		            7      for the meeting will be distributed in accordance with				false

		651						LN		24		8		false		            8      RCW 42.30.080, and that concludes my update.				false

		652						LN		24		9		false		            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Questions				false

		653						LN		24		10		false		           10      or comments to Council members for the Carriger Solar				false

		654						LN		24		11		false		           11      project?  I'm waiting to see if any hands get raised.				false

		655						LN		24		12		false		           12      Ms. Snarski or others on the Staff if need be, I'm noting				false

		656						LN		24		13		false		           13      we called it a public comment period here, including at				false

		657						LN		24		14		false		           14      my request probably on the agenda, I just want to make				false

		658						LN		24		15		false		           15      sure we reiterated the comment period is still open, but				false

		659						LN		24		16		false		           16      any further reiteration of that, Ms. Snarski, would be				false

		660						LN		24		17		false		           17      good for members of the public to hear.				false

		661						LN		24		18		false		           18                        MS. SNARSKI:  Sure.  It was posted on				false

		662						LN		24		19		false		           19      our website and it's available there.  The particular				false

		663						LN		24		20		false		           20      date the documents I'm speaking of, the draft resolution				false

		664						LN		24		21		false		           21      along with the draft site certification agreement, the				false

		665						LN		24		22		false		           22      revised site certification agreement, that was posted on				false

		666						LN		24		23		false		           23      October 6th, but, again, is open through this Sunday,				false

		667						LN		24		24		false		           24      October 19th.  I believe it goes to 11:59 p.m.				false

		668						LN		24		25		false		           25                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you				false

		669						PG		25		0		false		page 25				false

		670						LN		25		1		false		            1      for the updates.  Again, any other questions or comments?				false

		671						LN		25		2		false		            2      I don't see any.  Last call.  Okay.  We will move on then				false

		672						LN		25		3		false		            3      to Hop Hill Solar and Mr. Barnes, John Barnes for the				false

		673						LN		25		4		false		            4      EFSEC Staff.				false

		674						LN		25		5		false		            5                        MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett				false

		675						LN		25		6		false		            6      and Council members.  This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff				false

		676						LN		25		7		false		            7      for the Hop Hill application.  This application is				false

		677						LN		25		8		false		            8      expecting supplemental materials concerning project				false

		678						LN		25		9		false		            9      expansion.  These materials are needed for a SEPA review				false

		679						LN		25		10		false		           10      and determination.  We continue to coordinate and review				false

		680						LN		25		11		false		           11      the application with our contractor, contracted agencies,				false

		681						LN		25		12		false		           12      and tribal governments.  Are there any questions?				false

		682						LN		25		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  I do not				false

		683						LN		25		14		false		           14      have any at this time.  Any other Council members?  Okay.				false

		684						LN		25		15		false		           15      Hearing none, we will move on to Wallula Gap, again, Mr.				false

		685						LN		25		16		false		           16      Barnes.				false

		686						LN		25		17		false		           17                        MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett				false

		687						LN		25		18		false		           18      and Council members.  This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff				false

		688						LN		25		19		false		           19      for the Wallula Gap application.  Staff are working with				false

		689						LN		25		20		false		           20      the applicant to complete a supplemental wetlands report				false

		690						LN		25		21		false		           21      materials that are needed to support the SEPA review for				false

		691						LN		25		22		false		           22      this application.  We continue to coordinate the				false

		692						LN		25		23		false		           23      applicant -- continue to coordinate with the applicant				false

		693						LN		25		24		false		           24      and the Yakama Nation Cultural Resource Program staff				false

		694						LN		25		25		false		           25      following receipt of the TCP study regarding identified				false

		695						PG		26		0		false		page 26				false

		696						LN		26		1		false		            1      impacts for the project and potential mitigation.  Are				false

		697						LN		26		2		false		            2      there any questions?				false

		698						LN		26		3		false		            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council members for				false

		699						LN		26		4		false		            4      Wallula Gap?  Okay.  Seeing no questions we will move on				false

		700						LN		26		5		false		            5      to Goldeneye Battery Storage project, and will turn it				false

		701						LN		26		6		false		            6      back to Joanne Snarski.				false

		702						LN		26		7		false		            7                        MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you, Chair				false

		703						LN		26		8		false		            8      Beckett.  Again, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting				false

		704						LN		26		9		false		            9      specialist for the proposed Goldeneye Battery Energy				false

		705						LN		26		10		false		           10      Storage Facility in Skagit County.  The applicant is				false

		706						LN		26		11		false		           11      currently working on a revised site plan for the facility				false

		707						LN		26		12		false		           12      to better accommodate comments from supporting agencies				false

		708						LN		26		13		false		           13      on water resources and on adjacent -- on and adjacent to				false

		709						LN		26		14		false		           14      the proposed location.  We anticipate that a joint				false

		710						LN		26		15		false		           15      meeting with those agencies and the applicant will occur				false

		711						LN		26		16		false		           16      following the submittal of that revised plan.  That's all				false

		712						LN		26		17		false		           17      I have for now.				false

		713						LN		26		18		false		           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Any				false

		714						LN		26		19		false		           19      questions, Council?  Okay.  We will then move on to the				false

		715						LN		26		20		false		           20      Transmission Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement				false

		716						LN		26		21		false		           21      and Sean Greene of our EFSEC Staff will provide us our				false

		717						LN		26		22		false		           22      updated.				false

		718						LN		26		23		false		           23                        MR. GREENE:  Good afternoon, Chair				false

		719						LN		26		24		false		           24      Beckett and Council members.  This is Sean Greene, SEPA				false

		720						LN		26		25		false		           25      specialist for EFSEC.  EFSEC Staff are happy to announce				false

		721						PG		27		0		false		page 27				false

		722						LN		27		1		false		            1      the publication of the Transmission Programmatic EIS that				false

		723						LN		27		2		false		            2      EFSEC was directed to prepare by Washington State Senate				false

		724						LN		27		3		false		            3      Bill 5165, subsequently codified into Revised Code of				false

		725						LN		27		4		false		            4      Washington, RCW 43.21C.405.  The final Programmatic EIS				false

		726						LN		27		5		false		            5      was publicly noticed and distributed and published in the				false

		727						LN		27		6		false		            6      SEPA register on October 7th, 2025, and is available now				false

		728						LN		27		7		false		            7      for any interested party on EFSEC's website.				false

		729						LN		27		8		false		            8          This Programmatic EIS generally evaluates direct and				false

		730						LN		27		9		false		            9      indirect and cumulative adverse environmental impacts				false

		731						LN		27		10		false		           10      associated with different types of transmission facility				false

		732						LN		27		11		false		           11      developments.				false

		733						LN		27		12		false		           12          While, as a programmatic review, it does not				false

		734						LN		27		13		false		           13      propose, evaluate, or approve any project specific				false

		735						LN		27		14		false		           14      application, it is designed and intended to be used for				false

		736						LN		27		15		false		           15      future project level SEPA lead agencies in their review				false

		737						LN		27		16		false		           16      of transmission projects to support, standardize, and				false

		738						LN		27		17		false		           17      facilitate the associated project level SEPA reviews.				false

		739						LN		27		18		false		           18          As directed by RCW 43.21C.408, this Programmatic EIS				false

		740						LN		27		19		false		           19      has been structured so that future transmission projects				false

		741						LN		27		20		false		           20      that follow the recommendations developed within are				false

		742						LN		27		21		false		           21      considered to have mitigated for all probable significant				false

		743						LN		27		22		false		           22      adverse environmental impacts addressed in the				false

		744						LN		27		23		false		           23      Programmatic EIS.				false

		745						LN		27		24		false		           24          While the final Programmatic EIS has been published,				false

		746						LN		27		25		false		           25      Staff continue to work on finalizing several support				false

		747						PG		28		0		false		page 28				false

		748						LN		28		1		false		            1      tools that have been developed to facilitate future use				false

		749						LN		28		2		false		            2      of the document, including the E-Programmatic and the				false

		750						LN		28		3		false		            3      resource sensitivity online GIS tool.  The E-Programmatic				false

		751						LN		28		4		false		            4      is an interactive website that will provide checklists,				false

		752						LN		28		5		false		            5      bookmarking tools, and cross-references for resource				false

		753						LN		28		6		false		            6      impact and mitigation strategies discussed in detail				false

		754						LN		28		7		false		            7      within the Programmatic EIS.				false

		755						LN		28		8		false		            8          The E-Programmatic includes summaries of all				false

		756						LN		28		9		false		            9      resource impacts and mitigation strategies identified in				false

		757						LN		28		10		false		           10      the Programmatic EIS with direct and immediate references				false

		758						LN		28		11		false		           11      to the document proper for more detailed descriptions.				false

		759						LN		28		12		false		           12          This website will also include tools to allow				false

		760						LN		28		13		false		           13      developers to input relevant project details that could				false

		761						LN		28		14		false		           14      populate a prepared set of documents within the site.				false

		762						LN		28		15		false		           15      The summarizing documents can be shared with the SEPA				false

		763						LN		28		16		false		           16      lead agency to facilitate their future review.				false

		764						LN		28		17		false		           17          There are also several guidance documents for				false

		765						LN		28		18		false		           18      developers and SEPA lead agencies providing information				false

		766						LN		28		19		false		           19      on how the Programmatic EIS is intended for use by the				false

		767						LN		28		20		false		           20      various parties.  The E-Programmatic has been developed				false

		768						LN		28		21		false		           21      to make the Programmatic EIS for accessible to users, and				false

		769						LN		28		22		false		           22      to draw forth the most critical elements identified				false

		770						LN		28		23		false		           23      within the larger document.				false

		771						LN		28		24		false		           24          The resource sensitivity online GIS tool is an				false

		772						LN		28		25		false		           25      interactive version of the resource sensitivity map				false

		773						PG		29		0		false		page 29				false

		774						LN		29		1		false		            1      prepared for most of the resource sections within the				false

		775						LN		29		2		false		            2      Programmatic EIS.  This tool will allow users to input				false

		776						LN		29		3		false		            3      location data associated with proposed transmission				false

		777						LN		29		4		false		            4      facilities, and then be presented with data showing what				false

		778						LN		29		5		false		            5      potentially sensitive environmental resources that				false

		779						LN		29		6		false		            6      facility may interact with.				false

		780						LN		29		7		false		            7          These resources have been assigned sensitivity				false

		781						LN		29		8		false		            8      levels from one to three, with three being the highest,				false

		782						LN		29		9		false		            9      based on input from subject matter experts.  This tool is				false

		783						LN		29		10		false		           10      intended to be used primarily by developers during the				false

		784						LN		29		11		false		           11      siting phase of their project to identify the potential				false

		785						LN		29		12		false		           12      points of environmental impacts and avoid them, when				false

		786						LN		29		13		false		           13      practical, or prepare mitigation strategies prior to				false

		787						LN		29		14		false		           14      application submittals.				false

		788						LN		29		15		false		           15          It can also be used by SEPA lead agencies to				false

		789						LN		29		16		false		           16      identify potential resources of concern when reviewing				false

		790						LN		29		17		false		           17      projects.  No further environmental review of anticipated				false

		791						LN		29		18		false		           18      actual impacts would be needed at the project level.				false

		792						LN		29		19		false		           19          For both of these online tools, EFSEC Staff is				false

		793						LN		29		20		false		           20      working with WaTech to finalize various elements and				false

		794						LN		29		21		false		           21      prepare hosting support on EFSEC's website.  Staff intend				false

		795						LN		29		22		false		           22      for these tools to be online and accessible to all				false

		796						LN		29		23		false		           23      interested parties in the near future.				false

		797						LN		29		24		false		           24          EFSEC Staff are also currently coordinating with				false

		798						LN		29		25		false		           25      staff in the Department of Ecology to organize a series				false

		799						PG		30		0		false		page 30				false

		800						LN		30		1		false		            1      of external engagement sessions with industry and county				false

		801						LN		30		2		false		            2      planning departments across the state.  The objective of				false

		802						LN		30		3		false		            3      these sessions is to introduce the Programmatic EISs				false

		803						LN		30		4		false		            4      recently produced by our two agencies to anticipated				false

		804						LN		30		5		false		            5      future users.  These sessions will provide an opportunity				false

		805						LN		30		6		false		            6      to proactively engage the users and to provide guidance				false

		806						LN		30		7		false		            7      on the expected use of the documents and answer any				false

		807						LN		30		8		false		            8      questions that may arise.  Are there any questions from				false

		808						LN		30		9		false		            9      the Council?				false

		809						LN		30		10		false		           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much,				false

		810						LN		30		11		false		           11      Mr. Greene.  I would see if there was any further way you				false

		811						LN		30		12		false		           12      could characterize when the tools, the online tools would				false

		812						LN		30		13		false		           13      be available in terms of a couple weeks or two months.  I				false

		813						LN		30		14		false		           14      think it's nearer term, but if there's any further				false

		814						LN		30		15		false		           15      clarification.				false

		815						LN		30		16		false		           16                        MR. GREENE:  I don't have an exact				false

		816						LN		30		17		false		           17      date, but I would anticipate in the next weeks to a few				false

		817						LN		30		18		false		           18      months is accurate.				false

		818						LN		30		19		false		           19                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I don't think I have				false

		819						LN		30		20		false		           20      anything more definitive than that at this time.				false

		820						LN		30		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  If it's more than a				false

		821						LN		30		22		false		           22      few weeks maybe we can have further conversations, you				false

		822						LN		30		23		false		           23      know, having a little insight from a conversation I had				false

		823						LN		30		24		false		           24      with Staff several weeks ago now.  It's just I think it's				false

		824						LN		30		25		false		           25      a tremendous resource for all parties and the public.				false

		825						PG		31		0		false		page 31				false

		826						LN		31		1		false		            1      And, obviously, at times we have more experts in the				false

		827						LN		31		2		false		            2      field, but while applicants may be a natural to use it, I				false

		828						LN		31		3		false		            3      think a lot of other important both public agencies and a				false

		829						LN		31		4		false		            4      number of parties that are interested on where should				false

		830						LN		31		5		false		            5      energy resources go or not go.  Obviously, where we can				false

		831						LN		31		6		false		            6      use built environments like existing transmission				false

		832						LN		31		7		false		            7      corridors are important, but at the same time if there				false

		833						LN		31		8		false		            8      are clearly needs out there this kind of the tool is one				false

		834						LN		31		9		false		            9      we would hope could be maximized for its benefit before				false

		835						LN		31		10		false		           10      an application is ever made to EFSEC or even coming into				false

		836						LN		31		11		false		           11      a pre-application process.  I think that's the vision of				false

		837						LN		31		12		false		           12      what you have brought forward.  We appreciate it.  I				false

		838						LN		31		13		false		           13      would note there some functionality that is not included,				false

		839						LN		31		14		false		           14      as I understand it, in the current tool based on scope				false

		840						LN		31		15		false		           15      and budget, but it doesn't mean that that platform and				false

		841						LN		31		16		false		           16      the collective and ultimately public investment in it is				false

		842						LN		31		17		false		           17      one that I believe can be leveraged, so just want to note				false

		843						LN		31		18		false		           18      that while we're here.  And with that, I thank my				false

		844						LN		31		19		false		           19      colleagues on the Council and would ask if there are				false

		845						LN		31		20		false		           20      other comments or questions.  Councilman Pamplin?				false

		846						LN		31		21		false		           21                        COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Mr.				false

		847						LN		31		22		false		           22      Chair, and, Mr. Greene, congratulations on getting this				false

		848						LN		31		23		false		           23      across the finish line.  A Programmatic EIS is no small				false

		849						LN		31		24		false		           24      fete, and really appreciate the kind of forward thinking				false

		850						LN		31		25		false		           25      that we want to see to inform project applicants of where				false

		851						PG		32		0		false		page 32				false

		852						LN		32		1		false		            1      they might site transmission facilities, and this will				false

		853						LN		32		2		false		            2      echo the Chair's remarks about the utility of the online				false

		854						LN		32		3		false		            3      tool that you described.  That sounds really cool, so				false

		855						LN		32		4		false		            4      thank you so much.				false

		856						LN		32		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:   Thank you.  Other				false

		857						LN		32		6		false		            6      comments or questions from Council?  Okay.  Then we will				false

		858						LN		32		7		false		            7      move on to the Horse Heaven Wind Farm.  And I'm going to				false

		859						LN		32		8		false		            8      turn the chair and gavel over to Stacey Brewster from				false

		860						LN		32		9		false		            9      Utilities and Transportation Commission since I am going				false

		861						LN		32		10		false		           10      to go ahead and step away for a moment for the Horse				false

		862						LN		32		11		false		           11      Heaven item.  And with that, Chair Brewster, I will turn				false

		863						LN		32		12		false		           12      this to you.				false

		864						LN		32		13		false		           13                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we				false

		865						LN		32		14		false		           14      have an update from Staff to begin with?				false

		866						LN		32		15		false		           15                        MS. MOON:  Yes.  Good afternoon,				false

		867						LN		32		16		false		           16      Acting Chair Stacey Brewster and EFSEC Council members.				false

		868						LN		32		17		false		           17      Following the Council discussion at the September 17th				false

		869						LN		32		18		false		           18      Council meeting, Staff prepared a draft resolution to A,				false

		870						LN		32		19		false		           19      implement the 0.6 mile buffer for the next locations on				false

		871						LN		32		20		false		           20      which the Preoperational Technical Advisory Group, PTAG,				false

		872						LN		32		21		false		           21      reached consensus, and B, implement a two-mile buffer for				false

		873						LN		32		22		false		           22      four nest locations that were identified on a				false

		874						LN		32		23		false		           23      confidential map.				false

		875						LN		32		24		false		           24          In coordination with our Assistant Attorney General,				false

		876						LN		32		25		false		           25      EFSEC issued for public comment draft resolution No. 357,				false

		877						PG		33		0		false		page 33				false

		878						LN		33		1		false		            1      titled Horse Heaven Wind Farm site certification				false

		879						LN		33		2		false		            2      agreement implementation partly approving an partly				false

		880						LN		33		3		false		            3      denying proposal to construct primary infrastructure				false

		881						LN		33		4		false		            4      within two miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.				false

		882						LN		33		5		false		            5      This was drafted to meet the site certification agreement				false

		883						LN		33		6		false		            6      referred to as the SCA, Appendix 2, mitigation measure				false

		884						LN		33		7		false		            7      for special status species 5, the ferruginous hawk, and				false

		885						LN		33		8		false		            8      we shortened that to Spec 5 when we are casually talking				false

		886						LN		33		9		false		            9      about it.				false

		887						LN		33		10		false		           10          The Spec 5 mitigation measure does not allow siting				false

		888						LN		33		11		false		           11      any wind turbines within a 0.6 mile radius surrounding				false

		889						LN		33		12		false		           12      ferruginous hawk nests that are A, documented in the				false

		890						LN		33		13		false		           13      Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife priority				false

		891						LN		33		14		false		           14      habitat species database on the effective date on the				false

		892						LN		33		15		false		           15      SCA, or B, identified in the certificate holder's nest				false

		893						LN		33		16		false		           16      surveys, and/or C, newly established by the species				false

		894						LN		33		17		false		           17      between the SCA effective date and the time of				false

		895						LN		33		18		false		           18      construction.				false

		896						LN		33		19		false		           19          To recap, draft resolution 357 as drafted, approves				false

		897						LN		33		20		false		           20      the certificate holder's request to site primary				false

		898						LN		33		21		false		           21      components within 0.6 to two miles of 38 nest locations,				false

		899						LN		33		22		false		           22      and denies the certificate holder's request to site				false

		900						LN		33		23		false		           23      turbines within 0.6 to two miles of foreign nest				false

		901						LN		33		24		false		           24      locations.				false

		902						LN		33		25		false		           25          The resolution declines to make a decision on two				false

		903						PG		34		0		false		page 34				false

		904						LN		34		1		false		            1      nest locations as the SCA didn't authorize the placement				false

		905						LN		34		2		false		            2      of primary components within one nest area, and the				false

		906						LN		34		3		false		            3      certificate holder is not requesting approval to site				false

		907						LN		34		4		false		            4      primary components within two miles of a nest location,				false

		908						LN		34		5		false		            5      which a pair of ferruginous hawks fledged young in the				false

		909						LN		34		6		false		            6      spring of 2025.				false

		910						LN		34		7		false		            7          The draft resolution was issued September 30th, and				false

		911						LN		34		8		false		            8      the public comment period was opened from that date,				false

		912						LN		34		9		false		            9      September 30th, 2025 at 10:30 a.m. until October 13th,				false

		913						LN		34		10		false		           10      2025 at 11:59 p.m.  EFSEC received a total of 56				false

		914						LN		34		11		false		           11      comments.  The comments included general opposition to				false

		915						LN		34		12		false		           12      the project and concerns over a wide range of topics that				false

		916						LN		34		13		false		           13      are outside the scope of resolution 357, including				false

		917						LN		34		14		false		           14      property values, view scape, light pollution, water				false

		918						LN		34		15		false		           15      usage, noise, cultural resources, wind reliability,				false

		919						LN		34		16		false		           16      landscape, misappropriation of funds, EFSEC procedures,				false

		920						LN		34		17		false		           17      goals of local comprehensive plans, and PTAG meeting				false

		921						LN		34		18		false		           18      guidelines.				false

		922						LN		34		19		false		           19          Comments were also received in support of maximum				false

		923						LN		34		20		false		           20      buffer distances allowed, and support for the PTAG role				false

		924						LN		34		21		false		           21      and recommendation.				false

		925						LN		34		22		false		           22          Does the Council have any questions or comments on				false

		926						LN		34		23		false		           23      the information presented thus far?				false

		927						LN		34		24		false		           24                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Hearing none.				false

		928						LN		34		25		false		           25                        MS. MOON:  Okay.  So now I will				false

		929						PG		35		0		false		page 35				false

		930						LN		35		1		false		            1      introduce EFSEC State Environmental Policy Act				false

		931						LN		35		2		false		            2      specialist, Sean Greene, for a report on SEPA comments.				false

		932						LN		35		3		false		            3                        MR. GREENE:  Thank you, Amy.  This is				false

		933						LN		35		4		false		            4      Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.  During the				false

		934						LN		35		5		false		            5      public comment period for this draft Council resolution,				false

		935						LN		35		6		false		            6      EFSEC received comments questioning the relationship				false

		936						LN		35		7		false		            7      between the current advice presented by the				false

		937						LN		35		8		false		            8      Preoperational Technical Advisory Group or PTAG, and by				false

		938						LN		35		9		false		            9      EFSEC Staff for the implementation of the Species 5				false

		939						LN		35		10		false		           10      mitigation measure and the final environmental impact				false

		940						LN		35		11		false		           11      statement or EIS.  Staff just want to confirm with the				false

		941						LN		35		12		false		           12      Council and the public that all recommendations being				false

		942						LN		35		13		false		           13      provided be the PTAG are to support EFSEC's				false

		943						LN		35		14		false		           14      implementation of existing mitigation measures already				false

		944						LN		35		15		false		           15      combined in the final EIS and the site certification				false

		945						LN		35		16		false		           16      agreement or SCA.  There is no new mitigation being				false

		946						LN		35		17		false		           17      developed.  The PTAG review is technical in nature and is				false

		947						LN		35		18		false		           18      being done to ensure that Species 5 and other mitigation				false

		948						LN		35		19		false		           19      measures are implemented as specified within the SCA.				false

		949						LN		35		20		false		           20          We also received comments indicating a belief that				false

		950						LN		35		21		false		           21      the current PTAG work on Species 5 would necessitate				false

		951						LN		35		22		false		           22      EFSEC producing a supplemental EIS.  As outlined in				false

		952						LN		35		23		false		           23      Washington Administrative Code, Chapter 197-11-405(4)(b),				false

		953						LN		35		24		false		           24      a supplemental EIS shall be prepared when there are				false

		954						LN		35		25		false		           25      substantial changes to a proposal so that the proposal is				false

		955						PG		36		0		false		page 36				false

		956						LN		36		1		false		            1      likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts,				false

		957						LN		36		2		false		            2      or there is significant new information related to a				false

		958						LN		36		3		false		            3      proposal's probable significant adverse environmental				false

		959						LN		36		4		false		            4      impact.  The work currently being performed by the PTAG				false

		960						LN		36		5		false		            5      and EFSEC Staff does not meet either of these criteria.				false

		961						LN		36		6		false		            6      There are no proposed changes to the project at this				false

		962						LN		36		7		false		            7      time.  The project is being refined in accordance with				false

		963						LN		36		8		false		            8      the additional excluded areas already provided for by				false

		964						LN		36		9		false		            9      Species 5 and the SCA and the final EIS.				false

		965						LN		36		10		false		           10          The outcome of these nest by nest determinations				false

		966						LN		36		11		false		           11      will not cause the project to expand or contract in any				false

		967						LN		36		12		false		           12      way that was not already evaluated and anticipated in the				false

		968						LN		36		13		false		           13      final EIS and the SCA.				false

		969						LN		36		14		false		           14          The request presented by Scout with technical input				false

		970						LN		36		15		false		           15      from the PTAG, did not include new field data or survey				false

		971						LN		36		16		false		           16      information, with the exception of the one new nest				false

		972						LN		36		17		false		           17      occupied this year, which was a probability anticipated				false

		973						LN		36		18		false		           18      by the terms of Species 5.  All of the information that				false

		974						LN		36		19		false		           19      the PTAG has considered regarding nest locations, habitat				false

		975						LN		36		20		false		           20      availability, foraging ranges and more was included in				false

		976						LN		36		21		false		           21      EFSEC's environmental review of the project and published				false

		977						LN		36		22		false		           22      in the final EIS.				false

		978						LN		36		23		false		           23          What Scout is presenting, and the PTAG is advising				false

		979						LN		36		24		false		           24      on is a more refined technical interpretation of whether				false

		980						LN		36		25		false		           25      or not the existing data indicates that ferruginous hawks				false

		981						PG		37		0		false		page 37				false

		982						LN		37		1		false		            1      are likely to successfully return to specific nesting				false

		983						LN		37		2		false		            2      sites.				false

		984						LN		37		3		false		            3          The decision that is presented to the Council by				false

		985						LN		37		4		false		            4      Scout's request and the PTAG's advice on that request,				false

		986						LN		37		5		false		            5      fits within the framework of the existing SEPA analysis				false

		987						LN		37		6		false		            6      and the site certification agreement and there is no need				false

		988						LN		37		7		false		            7      for a supplemental EIS at this time.				false

		989						LN		37		8		false		            8          The Council's decision on Scout's request will not				false

		990						LN		37		9		false		            9      change the project's design or layout beyond what was				false

		991						LN		37		10		false		           10      already evaluated and approved.  It is possible, but this				false

		992						LN		37		11		false		           11      is just speculation at this time, that Scout could				false

		993						LN		37		12		false		           12      present a request to amend the SCA to change the project				false

		994						LN		37		13		false		           13      design.  If that were to happen, then EFSEC would have a				false

		995						LN		37		14		false		           14      proposal before it that would need to be evaluated under				false

		996						LN		37		15		false		           15      SEPA, possibly by way of a supplemental EIS.				false

		997						LN		37		16		false		           16          If there are any questions regarding the				false

		998						LN		37		17		false		           17      relationship between this resolution and SEPA, I can				false

		999						LN		37		18		false		           18      answer them now, otherwise I will pass things off to our				false

		1000						LN		37		19		false		           19      legal counsel, Jon Thompson, to address some of the other				false

		1001						LN		37		20		false		           20      comments that we received that were more legal in nature.				false

		1002						LN		37		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  I don't have any				false

		1003						LN		37		22		false		           22      questions.  I don't see any others from Council members.				false

		1004						LN		37		23		false		           23                        MR. THOMPSON:  Again, this is Jon				false

		1005						LN		37		24		false		           24      Thompson, Assistant Attorney General.  I want to address				false

		1006						LN		37		25		false		           25      a couple of legal arguments that were raised in the				false
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		1008						LN		38		1		false		            1      public comments, specifically from Benton County comments				false

		1009						LN		38		2		false		            2      and also, to a degree, the Yakama Nation's comments.				false

		1010						LN		38		3		false		            3          The first was an assertion that the Benton County				false

		1011						LN		38		4		false		            4      Council member that was appointed during review of the				false

		1012						LN		38		5		false		            5      application for site certification should still be				false

		1013						LN		38		6		false		            6      sitting on the Council for this decision.				false

		1014						LN		38		7		false		            7          And the second argument I wanted to address was that				false

		1015						LN		38		8		false		            8      the PTAG meetings should have been conducted under the				false

		1016						LN		38		9		false		            9      Open Public Meetings Act with notice and the opportunity				false

		1017						LN		38		10		false		           10      for the public to attend.				false

		1018						LN		38		11		false		           11          So first to the assertion about the participation of				false

		1019						LN		38		12		false		           12      the Benton County member, which was Ed Brost.  The				false

		1020						LN		38		13		false		           13      EFSEC's authorizing statute provides that when the				false

		1021						LN		38		14		false		           14      Council receives an application to site a facility in a				false

		1022						LN		38		15		false		           15      county, the county has an opportunity to appoint a				false

		1023						LN		38		16		false		           16      representative during the review of an application.  The				false

		1024						LN		38		17		false		           17      statute says that the county Council member shall serve				false

		1025						LN		38		18		false		           18      until there has been a final acceptance or rejection of				false

		1026						LN		38		19		false		           19      the proposed site, but when that occurs is when the				false

		1027						LN		38		20		false		           20      Governor makes a decision either accepting or rejecting,				false

		1028						LN		38		21		false		           21      and in this case accepting -- or approving the				false

		1029						LN		38		22		false		           22      application for site certification and executing the				false

		1030						LN		38		23		false		           23      draft site certification agreement that was presented to				false

		1031						LN		38		24		false		           24      him.  That occurred last October.  And in November, EFSEC				false

		1032						LN		38		25		false		           25      Staff thanked Mr. Brost for his service and let him know				false

		1033						PG		39		0		false		page 39				false

		1034						LN		39		1		false		            1      that he didn't need to attend any further meetings.  His				false

		1035						LN		39		2		false		            2      name hasn't been called on the roll since then.  And				false

		1036						LN		39		3		false		            3      there hadn't been any assertion by Mr. Brost or the				false

		1037						LN		39		4		false		            4      County previously that he should still be sitting on the				false

		1038						LN		39		5		false		            5      Council until comments were submitted by Benton County on				false

		1039						LN		39		6		false		            6      Monday, expressing the opinion that he should be sitting				false

		1040						LN		39		7		false		            7      on the Council still.				false

		1041						LN		39		8		false		            8          The argument that the County makes is that although,				false

		1042						LN		39		9		false		            9      you know, the statute provides for acceptance of the				false

		1043						LN		39		10		false		           10      project by the Governor, in this case they argue that the				false

		1044						LN		39		11		false		           11      Council basically deferred or punted the siting of the				false

		1045						LN		39		12		false		           12      project to the PTAG, at least in part, and therefore				false

		1046						LN		39		13		false		           13      because the final -- in their interpretation, the final				false

		1047						LN		39		14		false		           14      acceptance of the site hasn't occurred and Mr. Brost or				false

		1048						LN		39		15		false		           15      another representative from the County should still be on				false

		1049						LN		39		16		false		           16      the Council.				false

		1050						LN		39		17		false		           17          However, this is really a mischaracterization of				false

		1051						LN		39		18		false		           18      the -- what the SCA provides.  The site is approved by,				false

		1052						LN		39		19		false		           19      you know, how the statute uses those terms.  What we are				false

		1053						LN		39		20		false		           20      now dealing with is an implementation of a mitigation				false

		1054						LN		39		21		false		           21      measure that established this conditional future				false

		1055						LN		39		22		false		           22      protection of ferruginous hawks established these				false

		1056						LN		39		23		false		           23      conditional project setbacks from historic hawk nests,				false

		1057						LN		39		24		false		           24      and it specified how that contingency was to be resolved				false

		1058						LN		39		25		false		           25      by request from the certificate holder with input from				false

		1059						PG		40		0		false		page 40				false

		1060						LN		40		1		false		            1      the PTAG.				false

		1061						LN		40		2		false		            2          And the relevant consideration is whether there is				false

		1062						LN		40		3		false		            3      still a viable nest site or whether there's still viable				false

		1063						LN		40		4		false		            4      habitats surrounding the nests.  That was the information				false

		1064						LN		40		5		false		            5      that was received from PTAG, and it's the implementation				false

		1065						LN		40		6		false		            6      of the mitigation measure rather than siting, rather than				false

		1066						LN		40		7		false		            7      approval of the siting of the facility.  There is no real				false

		1067						LN		40		8		false		            8      basis, in my opinion, to the County's assertion that a				false

		1068						LN		40		9		false		            9      county representative should still be sitting on the				false

		1069						LN		40		10		false		           10      Council for this decision.				false

		1070						LN		40		11		false		           11          Turning to the OPMA argument, this was an argument				false

		1071						LN		40		12		false		           12      that Benton County made in the early objection to the				false

		1072						LN		40		13		false		           13      formation of the PTAG, so we were aware of this argument				false

		1073						LN		40		14		false		           14      from the County; however, based on the language of the				false

		1074						LN		40		15		false		           15      Open Public Meetings Act and the interpretation of it				false

		1075						LN		40		16		false		           16      from the courts, the -- it's my opinion that these				false

		1076						LN		40		17		false		           17      meetings were not required to be conducted under the				false

		1077						LN		40		18		false		           18      OPMA.  The OPMA applies to the meetings of the governing				false

		1078						LN		40		19		false		           19      bodies of government agencies, and it does apply to				false

		1079						LN		40		20		false		           20      committees thereof when the committee acts on behalf of				false

		1080						LN		40		21		false		           21      the governing body, conducts hearings, or takes testimony				false

		1081						LN		40		22		false		           22      or public comment.  The PTAG did not take public				false

		1082						LN		40		23		false		           23      comments.  It didn't conduct hearings.  And it also is				false

		1083						LN		40		24		false		           24      not exercising decisionmaking authority on behalf of the				false

		1084						LN		40		25		false		           25      Council.  What it's doing is providing technical advice				false

		1085						PG		41		0		false		page 41				false

		1086						LN		41		1		false		            1      for the Council's consideration to make a decision on the				false

		1087						LN		41		2		false		            2      certificate holder's request to site a primary structure				false

		1088						LN		41		3		false		            3      within these conditional buffer areas.				false

		1089						LN		41		4		false		            4          So I just wanted to address those two legal topics,				false

		1090						LN		41		5		false		            5      and if you have any questions about that, I'm happy to				false

		1091						LN		41		6		false		            6      answer those.				false

		1092						LN		41		7		false		            7                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we				false

		1093						LN		41		8		false		            8      have any questions from Council members?  I see Mr.				false

		1094						LN		41		9		false		            9      Nelson has raised his hand.  Go ahead, please.				false

		1095						LN		41		10		false		           10                        MR. NELSON:  Thank you, Chair				false

		1096						LN		41		11		false		           11      Brewster.  I just wanted to thank Mr. Thompson for				false

		1097						LN		41		12		false		           12      explaining about the requirements, I guess, around Mr.				false

		1098						LN		41		13		false		           13      Brost's participation because that did -- gives me some				false

		1099						LN		41		14		false		           14      concern regarding public comment.  Chair Brewster, would				false

		1100						LN		41		15		false		           15      now be an okay time to address the public comments in				false

		1101						LN		41		16		false		           16      general?				false

		1102						LN		41		17		false		           17                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Do we have anything				false

		1103						LN		41		18		false		           18      else from Staff before?				false

		1104						LN		41		19		false		           19                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I believe Ms. Moon				false

		1105						LN		41		20		false		           20      has further updates about the public comments received.				false

		1106						LN		41		21		false		           21                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Council Member				false

		1107						LN		41		22		false		           22      Nelson, it sounds like we have further updates from Ms.				false

		1108						LN		41		23		false		           23      Moon.				false

		1109						LN		41		24		false		           24                        MS. MOON:  Thank you, Chair Brewster.				false

		1110						LN		41		25		false		           25      Staff are not recommending changes to the draft				false

		1111						PG		42		0		false		page 42				false

		1112						LN		42		1		false		            1      resolution as a result of public comment; however, minor				false

		1113						LN		42		2		false		            2      changes to improve readability and transparency are				false

		1114						LN		42		3		false		            3      proposed.  In addition, some clerical errors were				false

		1115						LN		42		4		false		            4      identified and corrected in the red line version of that				false

		1116						LN		42		5		false		            5      draft, as well as the addition of a clarifying footnote				false

		1117						LN		42		6		false		            6      recommended by legal counsel.				false

		1118						LN		42		7		false		            7          Additionally, on September 29th, Staff received a				false

		1119						LN		42		8		false		            8      corrected facilitator report, that's from the PTAG, in				false

		1120						LN		42		9		false		            9      which a clerical error identifying 45 nests was corrected				false

		1121						LN		42		10		false		           10      to 44 nest locations that were in question.  Staff have				false

		1122						LN		42		11		false		           11      proposed editorial changes throughout the draft				false

		1123						LN		42		12		false		           12      resolution to reflect this correction and the nest				false

		1124						LN		42		13		false		           13      location number.				false

		1125						LN		42		14		false		           14          Staff also proposed an edit to improve readability,				false

		1126						LN		42		15		false		           15      which includes a summary table indicating the number of				false

		1127						LN		42		16		false		           16      nest locations subject to each portion of the Council's				false

		1128						LN		42		17		false		           17      decision.  The summary table presents group identifiers				false

		1129						LN		42		18		false		           18      in the form of alphabetical group A, B, C, and D, for the				false

		1130						LN		42		19		false		           19      nest locations that are discussed within the resolution.				false

		1131						LN		42		20		false		           20          Does the Council have any further questions on that				false

		1132						LN		42		21		false		           21      on anything?				false

		1133						LN		42		22		false		           22                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  I see Council Member				false

		1134						LN		42		23		false		           23      Pamplin you have raised your hand?				false

		1135						LN		42		24		false		           24                        COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair,				false

		1136						LN		42		25		false		           25      and thanks, Ms. Moon.  I appreciate the edits that have				false

		1137						PG		43		0		false		page 43				false

		1138						LN		43		1		false		            1      been made thus far for readability and clarity.  I really				false

		1139						LN		43		2		false		            2      appreciate the table regarding the various groups pinning				false

		1140						LN		43		3		false		            3      the different ferruginous hawk nests.  I think that's				false

		1141						LN		43		4		false		            4      very helpful for the reader of this.				false

		1142						LN		43		5		false		            5          A minor item in the scheme of things, but something				false

		1143						LN		43		6		false		            6      I want to call out because this is a resolution.  There's				false

		1144						LN		43		7		false		            7      several places in the document that references the				false

		1145						LN		43		8		false		            8      priority habitat and species database or PHS, and				false

		1146						LN		43		9		false		            9      sometimes it's listed as PSH, and sometimes it is				false

		1147						LN		43		10		false		           10      referenced as priority species and habitat, for instance,				false

		1148						LN		43		11		false		           11      on the screen that's displayed right now in the first				false

		1149						LN		43		12		false		           12      paragraph under the resolution.				false

		1150						LN		43		13		false		           13          So just ask that as you go through and make the				false

		1151						LN		43		14		false		           14      various edits that we also correct the formal name of the				false

		1152						LN		43		15		false		           15      database as well as the abbreviation.  Thank you.				false

		1153						LN		43		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Any additional				false

		1154						LN		43		17		false		           17      questions or comments from council?  Council Member				false

		1155						LN		43		18		false		           18      Nelson?				false

		1156						LN		43		19		false		           19                        COUNCILMAN NELSON:  Thank you, Chair				false

		1157						LN		43		20		false		           20      Brewster.  I just wanted to wait until the entirety of				false

		1158						LN		43		21		false		           21      all the information was shared regarding the comments.  I				false

		1159						LN		43		22		false		           22      want to thank everybody who took time to comment.  In at				false

		1160						LN		43		23		false		           23      least three of the comments there was concern about --				false

		1161						LN		43		24		false		           24      well, there was concern about Council members reading the				false

		1162						LN		43		25		false		           25      comments.  I can assure you I read all the comments -- or				false

		1163						PG		44		0		false		page 44				false

		1164						LN		44		1		false		            1      the original application, relevant exhibits.  I have read				false

		1165						LN		44		2		false		            2      every comment, and to that point, a comment I do agree				false

		1166						LN		44		3		false		            3      with this is the three days, two or three days from the				false

		1167						LN		44		4		false		            4      end of the comment period to the voting is a pretty tight				false

		1168						LN		44		5		false		            5      turnaround to read all those comments.  So as my				false

		1169						LN		44		6		false		            6      predecessor Eli would, you know, I would advise something				false

		1170						LN		44		7		false		            7      like a 15-day standard comment period would be great, and				false

		1171						LN		44		8		false		            8      then perhaps a week minimum to review the comments, just				false

		1172						LN		44		9		false		            9      to make sure that people -- folks are completely				false

		1173						LN		44		10		false		           10      satisfied that they have been heard because I do				false

		1174						LN		44		11		false		           11      appreciate every commenter.				false

		1175						LN		44		12		false		           12                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Okay.  Thanks.  And I				false

		1176						LN		44		13		false		           13      appreciate you bringing that up.  I would like to echo				false

		1177						LN		44		14		false		           14      the sentiments.  I do appreciate all the comments made by				false

		1178						LN		44		15		false		           15      folks.  I did take the time to make sure and read				false

		1179						LN		44		16		false		           16      everything, and I appreciate that comment allowing some				false

		1180						LN		44		17		false		           17      more time for review of the comments.  Moving forward we				false

		1181						LN		44		18		false		           18      can work to increase our time for review.				false

		1182						LN		44		19		false		           19          Do we have any other questions or comments from				false

		1183						LN		44		20		false		           20      Council members?  Hearing none, Ms. Moon, thank you.				false

		1184						LN		44		21		false		           21                        MS. MOON:  Thank you, Council, for				false

		1185						LN		44		22		false		           22      your input and discussion and helpful comments.				false

		1186						LN		44		23		false		           23          I would now request that -- or I would like to				false

		1187						LN		44		24		false		           24      request, if the Council may, to vote to adopt Resolution				false

		1188						LN		44		25		false		           25      357 as amended.				false

		1189						PG		45		0		false		page 45				false

		1190						LN		45		1		false		            1                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Okay.  Well, so that				false

		1191						LN		45		2		false		            2      brings us to the opportunity for consideration of				false

		1192						LN		45		3		false		            3      Resolution No. 357, partly approving and partly denying a				false

		1193						LN		45		4		false		            4      proposal to construct primary infrastructures within two				false

		1194						LN		45		5		false		            5      miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.  We have				false

		1195						LN		45		6		false		            6      reviewed the draft and the amended draft, and is there a				false

		1196						LN		45		7		false		            7      motion to adopt Resolution 357?  Council Member, Pamplin?				false

		1197						LN		45		8		false		            8                        COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Ma'am				false

		1198						LN		45		9		false		            9      Chair, I move that the Council adopt Resolution No. 357				false

		1199						LN		45		10		false		           10      as amended by Staff, and including the edits that were				false

		1200						LN		45		11		false		           11      discussed today.  Thank you.				false

		1201						LN		45		12		false		           12                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we				false

		1202						LN		45		13		false		           13      have a second?				false

		1203						LN		45		14		false		           14                        MR. NELSON:  Second.				false

		1204						LN		45		15		false		           15                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you, Mr.				false

		1205						LN		45		16		false		           16      Nelson.				false

		1206						LN		45		17		false		           17          It has been moved and seconded that the Council				false

		1207						LN		45		18		false		           18      adopt Resolution 357 as amended and discussed by Staff				false

		1208						LN		45		19		false		           19      today.  Is there any discussion?  Okay.				false

		1209						LN		45		20		false		           20          I will say that I appreciate, again, the very				false

		1210						LN		45		21		false		           21      detailed and specific information presented by the PTAG				false

		1211						LN		45		22		false		           22      and incorporated into the resolution.  I feel the				false

		1212						LN		45		23		false		           23      recommendations by Staff are appropriate and provide the				false

		1213						LN		45		24		false		           24      maximum protection for the designated nests that should				false

		1214						LN		45		25		false		           25      take the .6 to two mile radius.				false

		1215						PG		46		0		false		page 46				false

		1216						LN		46		1		false		            1          Do we have any other comments?  I will hear those				false

		1217						LN		46		2		false		            2      now.  Hearing none, we can go ahead and vote.  All those				false

		1218						LN		46		3		false		            3      in favor please say aye.				false

		1219						LN		46		4		false		            4                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.				false

		1220						LN		46		5		false		            5                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  And that was an aye				false

		1221						LN		46		6		false		            6      from me as well.  Do we have any opposed?  Hearing none,				false

		1222						LN		46		7		false		            7      the resolution is adopted.				false

		1223						LN		46		8		false		            8          Was there further updates from Staff, Ms. Moon?				false

		1224						LN		46		9		false		            9                        MS. MOON:  Yes, thank you.  I have one				false

		1225						LN		46		10		false		           10      more Horse Heaven update.  I want to let the Council know				false

		1226						LN		46		11		false		           11      that Staff are currently reviewing wildlife survey plans				false

		1227						LN		46		12		false		           12      as required in the site certification agreement as part				false

		1228						LN		46		13		false		           13      of the mitigation efforts.  The plans discussed and				false

		1229						LN		46		14		false		           14      reviewed by the PTAG currently and EFSEC review are for				false

		1230						LN		46		15		false		           15      mitigation measures, Spec 1, which is for the striped				false

		1231						LN		46		16		false		           16      whip snake; Spec 4, burrowing owl; Spec 8, the prairie				false

		1232						LN		46		17		false		           17      falcon; Spec 10, the flat tailed jack rabbit and white				false

		1233						LN		46		18		false		           18      tailed jack rabbit; Spec 12, the Townsend's ground				false

		1234						LN		46		19		false		           19      squirrel; and Wild 10, the pre-construction bat				false

		1235						LN		46		20		false		           20      monitoring plan.				false

		1236						LN		46		21		false		           21          These plan reviews are essential for initiating time				false

		1237						LN		46		22		false		           22      sensitive surveys, and EFSEC anticipates more PTAG				false

		1238						LN		46		23		false		           23      submittals to meet the mitigation measure requirements in				false

		1239						LN		46		24		false		           24      the SCA in the near future.				false

		1240						LN		46		25		false		           25          Does the Council have any questions on that last				false

		1241						PG		47		0		false		page 47				false

		1242						LN		47		1		false		            1      update?				false

		1243						LN		47		2		false		            2                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Any further questions				false

		1244						LN		47		3		false		            3      from Council members?  Hearing none.  Thank you, very				false

		1245						LN		47		4		false		            4      much.				false

		1246						LN		47		5		false		            5                        MS. MOON:  You are welcome.				false

		1247						LN		47		6		false		            6                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Chair Beckett.				false

		1248						LN		47		7		false		            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council				false

		1249						LN		47		8		false		            8      Member Brewster.				false

		1250						LN		47		9		false		            9          So we will have our next item, which is a				false

		1251						LN		47		10		false		           10      presentation by Maria Belkina with EFSEC Staff.  And I				false

		1252						LN		47		11		false		           11      believe we may have another outside guest to present				false

		1253						LN		47		12		false		           12      further details on the Cascade Renewables Transmission				false

		1254						LN		47		13		false		           13      application.				false

		1255						LN		47		14		false		           14                        MS. BELKINA:  Thank you, Chair Becket				false

		1256						LN		47		15		false		           15      and Council members.  For the record, my name is Maria				false

		1257						LN		47		16		false		           16      Belkina, siting specialist assigned to and reporting on				false

		1258						LN		47		17		false		           17      the Cascade Renewable Transmission project.				false

		1259						LN		47		18		false		           18          On Monday, October 6, 2025, Cascade Renewable				false

		1260						LN		47		19		false		           19      Transmission, LLC, submitted a formal application for				false

		1261						LN		47		20		false		           20      site certification to the Council for a high-voltage				false

		1262						LN		47		21		false		           21      direct current transmission line to be located within the				false

		1263						LN		47		22		false		           22      bed of the Columbia River and along the shores of				false

		1264						LN		47		23		false		           23      Klickitat, Skamania, and Clark counties.  The project				false

		1265						LN		47		24		false		           24      also includes approximately seven miles of upland				false

		1266						LN		47		25		false		           25      trenching in Skamania County.				false

		1267						PG		48		0		false		page 48				false

		1268						LN		48		1		false		            1          The project previously underwent pre-application				false

		1269						LN		48		2		false		            2      review as required by RCW 50.50.308.  EFSEC has now begun				false

		1270						LN		48		3		false		            3      its formal review process and is coordinating efforts				false

		1271						LN		48		4		false		            4      with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting Council, the US				false

		1272						LN		48		5		false		            5      Army Corps of Engineers, our consultant, and contracted				false

		1273						LN		48		6		false		            6      state agencies.  The application is currently being				false

		1274						LN		48		7		false		            7      reviewed for completeness and compliance with EFSEC's				false

		1275						LN		48		8		false		            8      statutes and rule.  Public informational meetings and				false

		1276						LN		48		9		false		            9      land use consistency hearings will be scheduled within				false

		1277						LN		48		10		false		           10      the three counties within 60 days.				false

		1278						LN		48		11		false		           11          Additionally, EFSEC is finalizing a memorandum of				false

		1279						LN		48		12		false		           12      understanding with Oregon to coordinate environmental				false

		1280						LN		48		13		false		           13      review and permitting efforts.				false

		1281						LN		48		14		false		           14          Thank you.  I would be happy to answer any				false

		1282						LN		48		15		false		           15      questions.  The applicant is also on the line to provide				false

		1283						LN		48		16		false		           16      a brief introduction.				false

		1284						LN		48		17		false		           17                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you				false

		1285						LN		48		18		false		           18      Ms. Belkina.				false

		1286						LN		48		19		false		           19          And, I'm sorry, could we have our outside project				false

		1287						LN		48		20		false		           20      participant please state your name for the record and				false

		1288						LN		48		21		false		           21      with that you are welcome to continue with your				false

		1289						LN		48		22		false		           22      presentation.				false

		1290						LN		48		23		false		           23                        MR. HOCKER:  Thank you.  My name is				false

		1291						LN		48		24		false		           24      Chris Hocker.  I'm with Cascade Renewables Transmission,				false

		1292						LN		48		25		false		           25      LLC.  And on behalf of the applicant, I want to thank the				false

		1293						PG		49		0		false		page 49				false

		1294						LN		49		1		false		            1      Council for your time and attention.  I will try to be				false

		1295						LN		49		2		false		            2      brief.  I know that my time is limited, so I will not				false

		1296						LN		49		3		false		            3      take up too much of it.  I appreciate the opportunity for				false

		1297						LN		49		4		false		            4      a very brief presentation.  Maria, are you running the				false

		1298						LN		49		5		false		            5      slide?				false

		1299						LN		49		6		false		            6                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Hocker, our Staff				false

		1300						LN		49		7		false		            7      will advance it for you.				false

		1301						LN		49		8		false		            8                        MR. HOCKER:  Thank you.  So this will				false

		1302						LN		49		9		false		            9      just give you sort of an idea of what the project is, why				false

		1303						LN		49		10		false		           10      we are doing it and what the current status is.				false

		1304						LN		49		11		false		           11          The project as shown on this slide runs from The				false

		1305						LN		49		12		false		           12      Dalles, Oregon, the big heavy substation of BPA, east to				false

		1306						LN		49		13		false		           13      west along the Columbia River.  It will be buried in the				false

		1307						LN		49		14		false		           14      sediment of the Columbia River about ten feet deep.  It				false

		1308						LN		49		15		false		           15      will exit the river to bypass the Bonneville Dam.  That's				false

		1309						LN		49		16		false		           16      the yellow part of the map shown.  It well reenter the				false

		1310						LN		49		17		false		           17      Columbia River down to Hayden Island, and then proceed				false

		1311						LN		49		18		false		           18      via burial on land to a converter station, and ultimately				false

		1312						LN		49		19		false		           19      interconnect to the Harborton substation, which is owned				false

		1313						LN		49		20		false		           20      by Portland General Electric.				false

		1314						LN		49		21		false		           21          The facility would carry approximately 1100				false

		1315						LN		49		22		false		           22      megawatts of energy that's generated east of the Cascades				false

		1316						LN		49		23		false		           23      to customers west of the Cascades.				false

		1317						LN		49		24		false		           24          Next slide, please.  This is sort of a zoom in on				false

		1318						LN		49		25		false		           25      the part of the project that effects, on land, Washington				false

		1319						PG		50		0		false		page 50				false

		1320						LN		50		1		false		            1      state.  The project would exit the river in Stevenson,				false

		1321						LN		50		2		false		            2      would primarily use State Route 14.  Everything would be				false

		1322						LN		50		3		false		            3      buried.  There would be no visual impact at all.  It				false

		1323						LN		50		4		false		            4      would use State Route 14 before coming over around the				false

		1324						LN		50		5		false		            5      Bonneville Dam and reentering the river south of the -- I				false

		1325						LN		50		6		false		            6      should say west of the Bonneville Dam as shown.  The				false

		1326						LN		50		7		false		            7      entrance and exit from the river would be accomplished by				false

		1327						LN		50		8		false		            8      horizontal directional drilling.  So, again, there would				false

		1328						LN		50		9		false		            9      be no visual impact on the land in Washington.				false

		1329						LN		50		10		false		           10          Next slide, please.  Can I get the next slide?				false

		1330						LN		50		11		false		           11      There we go.  So why are we doing this?  I think it's				false

		1331						LN		50		12		false		           12      been pretty well established that there's an urgent need				false

		1332						LN		50		13		false		           13      for transmission, new transmission in the Pacific				false

		1333						LN		50		14		false		           14      Northwest.  I won't belabor all of the information that				false

		1334						LN		50		15		false		           15      has been publicly available except to say that there's a				false

		1335						LN		50		16		false		           16      number of factors that contribute to this constraint on				false

		1336						LN		50		17		false		           17      the transmission grid.  And one of the underlying factors				false

		1337						LN		50		18		false		           18      in looking at a project like this is the passage of the				false

		1338						LN		50		19		false		           19      CETA legislation in Washington, and similar legislation				false

		1339						LN		50		20		false		           20      in Oregon, which moves both states in the direction of				false

		1340						LN		50		21		false		           21      one hundred percent clean energy, and there are interim				false

		1341						LN		50		22		false		           22      goals that were set in those pieces of legislation.				false

		1342						LN		50		23		false		           23          So since virtually all of the major scale utility				false

		1343						LN		50		24		false		           24      renewable generation is located east of the Cascades,				false

		1344						LN		50		25		false		           25      there simply is not enough existing transmission to move				false

		1345						PG		51		0		false		page 51				false

		1346						LN		51		1		false		            1      that renewable energy, clean energy over the Cascades to				false

		1347						LN		51		2		false		            2      the west where the load centers are.				false

		1348						LN		51		3		false		            3          Next slide, please.  So this slide may not be				false

		1349						LN		51		4		false		            4      intuitive to understand immediately, but basically what				false

		1350						LN		51		5		false		            5      it's saying is that this is the current transmission				false

		1351						LN		51		6		false		            6      system.  Most of the flows, the major flows, go from east				false

		1352						LN		51		7		false		            7      to west as is shown by these sort of blue semicircles.				false

		1353						LN		51		8		false		            8          There are a number of proposals by BPA and others				false

		1354						LN		51		9		false		            9      for transmission upgrades.  Those are sort of indicated				false

		1355						LN		51		10		false		           10      by the oval as circled there.  All of those upgrades will				false

		1356						LN		51		11		false		           11      be needed.  None of them have progressed to permitting				false

		1357						LN		51		12		false		           12      stage.  They are in the early study phase.  So even under				false

		1358						LN		51		13		false		           13      BPA's analysis, the first of those upgrades may be done				false

		1359						LN		51		14		false		           14      in the early 2030s, so there is a real constraint and a				false

		1360						LN		51		15		false		           15      real time constraint in getting new transmission across.				false

		1361						LN		51		16		false		           16          If you look at the green, sort of a bright green				false

		1362						LN		51		17		false		           17      line, that's us.  That's the Cascade project, and it's				false

		1363						LN		51		18		false		           18      intended to help alleviate the transmission constraints				false

		1364						LN		51		19		false		           19      by going directly -- really past Portland and to the				false

		1365						LN		51		20		false		           20      north/south corridor that you see sort of those purple				false

		1366						LN		51		21		false		           21      lines.  So by getting to the north/south corridor west of				false

		1367						LN		51		22		false		           22      Portland, that helps relieve the north/south constraints,				false

		1368						LN		51		23		false		           23      including limitations on what can get up to the load				false

		1369						LN		51		24		false		           24      centers in the state of Washington.				false

		1370						LN		51		25		false		           25          So I'm going to sort of address really quickly the				false
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		1372						LN		52		1		false		            1      idea that this is simply something to serve the city of				false

		1373						LN		52		2		false		            2      Portland or the state of Oregon, it's not.  It is a				false

		1374						LN		52		3		false		            3      system oriented partial solution to the very serious				false

		1375						LN		52		4		false		            4      transmission constraints that exist.  And it will help				false

		1376						LN		52		5		false		            5      with the 1100 megawatts of new transmission capacity to				false

		1377						LN		52		6		false		            6      alleviate not just the east/west constraints but also the				false

		1378						LN		52		7		false		            7      north/south constrains.  And it can do so before the BPA				false

		1379						LN		52		8		false		            8      and other transmission upgrades can be accomplished.				false

		1380						LN		52		9		false		            9          Next slide, please.  Very quickly, who are we?  I'm				false

		1381						LN		52		10		false		           10      with a company called Power Bridge.  We have developed,				false

		1382						LN		52		11		false		           11      financed, permitted, and built two comparable projects on				false

		1383						LN		52		12		false		           12      the East Coast between New York and New Jersey.  They				false

		1384						LN		52		13		false		           13      have been in operation respectively since 2007 and 2013.				false

		1385						LN		52		14		false		           14      They are both underwater and underground transmission				false

		1386						LN		52		15		false		           15      projects that are comparable to this one.				false

		1387						LN		52		16		false		           16          We are the lead developer for Cascade Renewables.				false

		1388						LN		52		17		false		           17      Our partners include Sun2o, which is an experienced				false

		1389						LN		52		18		false		           18      renewables developer, and also NextEra Energy				false

		1390						LN		52		19		false		           19      Transmission, which is the leading publicly traded				false

		1391						LN		52		20		false		           20      utility and renewables developer.  And it also owns and				false

		1392						LN		52		21		false		           21      operates an underwater, underground transmission project				false

		1393						LN		52		22		false		           22      comparable to this one that currently runs under San				false

		1394						LN		52		23		false		           23      Francisco Bay, and has been operating since 2010.				false

		1395						LN		52		24		false		           24          Next slide, please.  So I won't belabor this one.				false

		1396						LN		52		25		false		           25      There's already been some public attention shown on this				false

		1397						PG		53		0		false		page 53				false

		1398						LN		53		1		false		            1      project for all the reasons stated.  Meeting of renewable				false

		1399						LN		53		2		false		            2      energy goals, helping to relieve transmission				false

		1400						LN		53		3		false		            3      constraints, and improving resilience and safety of the				false

		1401						LN		53		4		false		            4      grid by going underwater and underground.				false

		1402						LN		53		5		false		            5          Next slide, please.  Very quickly, this is what the				false

		1403						LN		53		6		false		            6      underwater cable looks like.  If you look at the				false

		1404						LN		53		7		false		            7      right-hand corner, this would be a bundle of two cables				false

		1405						LN		53		8		false		            8      that are less than six inches in diameter.  That is shown				false

		1406						LN		53		9		false		            9      on the left-hand photo.  That is the actual installation				false

		1407						LN		53		10		false		           10      of one of our projects here.  It's called the Neptune				false

		1408						LN		53		11		false		           11      project.  And two cables about a foot in diameter are				false

		1409						LN		53		12		false		           12      bundled together with fiber optic cable and so the impact				false

		1410						LN		53		13		false		           13      to the river is minimal.				false

		1411						LN		53		14		false		           14          And I will show you on the next slide, if I have the				false

		1412						LN		53		15		false		           15      next slide.  It's installed using a technology called a				false

		1413						LN		53		16		false		           16      hydroplow.  The cable is laid off the back of a vessel				false

		1414						LN		53		17		false		           17      into a hydroplow that executes a narrow trench by				false

		1415						LN		53		18		false		           18      fluidizing the sediment in the river.  The cable is				false

		1416						LN		53		19		false		           19      simultaneously laid into the trench to the required				false

		1417						LN		53		20		false		           20      depth.  In this case it will be around ten feet.  About				false

		1418						LN		53		21		false		           21      75 percent of the sediment is fluidized and it settles				false

		1419						LN		53		22		false		           22      back down into the trench.  The impact to the river, as a				false

		1420						LN		53		23		false		           23      whole, is very minimal and it's temporary during the				false

		1421						LN		53		24		false		           24      construction period.				false

		1422						LN		53		25		false		           25          Next slide, please.  So where are we?  As Maria				false

		1423						PG		54		0		false		page 54				false

		1424						LN		54		1		false		            1      indicated, we have filed our application and that is				false

		1425						LN		54		2		false		            2      currently under review.  That's only been in the last				false

		1426						LN		54		3		false		            3      week or so.  There's a comparable siting certificate				false

		1427						LN		54		4		false		            4      application that will be filed hopefully by the end of				false

		1428						LN		54		5		false		            5      this month with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting				false

		1429						LN		54		6		false		            6      Council.  We also are under the jurisdiction of the US				false

		1430						LN		54		7		false		            7      Army Corps of Engineers, with two major permits, Section				false

		1431						LN		54		8		false		            8      408 and Section 404, and we have been -- we have filed				false

		1432						LN		54		9		false		            9      the 404 and the 408 and are proceeding with the Army				false

		1433						LN		54		10		false		           10      Corps.				false

		1434						LN		54		11		false		           11          And we have done a lot to encourage coordination				false

		1435						LN		54		12		false		           12      among the various agencies, state and federal, to assure				false

		1436						LN		54		13		false		           13      that everyone sort of is on the same page in terms of				false

		1437						LN		54		14		false		           14      what the project is, what it does, and just as important				false

		1438						LN		54		15		false		           15      as anything, what the potential impacts might be or might				false

		1439						LN		54		16		false		           16      not be.  So we have held a number of coordination				false

		1440						LN		54		17		false		           17      meetings with the agencies and with the tribes, and we				false

		1441						LN		54		18		false		           18      will continue to do so.				false

		1442						LN		54		19		false		           19          I know that the Corps of Engineers and Washington				false

		1443						LN		54		20		false		           20      EFSEC and Oregon EFSEC have been in communication on a				false

		1444						LN		54		21		false		           21      pretty much regular basis, again, to assure that a				false

		1445						LN		54		22		false		           22      project which is complex and involves a lot of different				false

		1446						LN		54		23		false		           23      jurisdictions can be evaluated on a -- not on an				false

		1447						LN		54		24		false		           24      expedited, but a coordinated basis so that it minimizes,				false

		1448						LN		54		25		false		           25      you know, confusion and misunderstanding.  We have done				false

		1449						PG		55		0		false		page 55				false

		1450						LN		55		1		false		            1      everything we could to encourage that and I know that,				false

		1451						LN		55		2		false		            2      and I know agencies have been very receptive to that.				false

		1452						LN		55		3		false		            3          Next and final slide.  In addition to helping to				false

		1453						LN		55		4		false		            4      meet the renewable energy goals, clean energy goals, and				false

		1454						LN		55		5		false		            5      to help relieve transmission constraints, a project like				false

		1455						LN		55		6		false		            6      this does have additional benefits.  There will be a				false

		1456						LN		55		7		false		            7      member of construction jobs.  There will certainly be				false

		1457						LN		55		8		false		            8      property tax benefits to the affected jurisdictions.				false

		1458						LN		55		9		false		            9      There will be partnerships to encourage workforce				false

		1459						LN		55		10		false		           10      training and education.  And we are entirely open and				false

		1460						LN		55		11		false		           11      have been in conversation with tribes and stakeholders to				false

		1461						LN		55		12		false		           12      look at partnerships to essentially leave the river and				false

		1462						LN		55		13		false		           13      the surrounding area better off than when we started.				false

		1463						LN		55		14		false		           14          So with that, that is my hopefully brief				false

		1464						LN		55		15		false		           15      presentation, and I appreciate the time.				false

		1465						LN		55		16		false		           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Mr. Hocker.				false

		1466						LN		55		17		false		           17      Appreciate the presentation.  I think it's very clear and				false

		1467						LN		55		18		false		           18      helpful.  That's my perspective on what I have seen here				false

		1468						LN		55		19		false		           19      for the first time today.  Are there other comments or				false

		1469						LN		55		20		false		           20      questions from Council members?  None at this time it				false

		1470						LN		55		21		false		           21      seems, but if anyone changes your mind, raise your hand.				false

		1471						LN		55		22		false		           22      I will keep an eye out for EFSEC Staff.   Were there				false

		1472						LN		55		23		false		           23      other comments that Staff wanted to add, Ms. Belkina?				false

		1473						LN		55		24		false		           24      Ms. Hafkemeyer?				false

		1474						LN		55		25		false		           25                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair				false
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		1476						LN		56		1		false		            1      Beckett.  This is Ami Hafkemeyer.  For the record, I just				false

		1477						LN		56		2		false		            2      wanted to reiterate that Staff will be reaching out to				false

		1478						LN		56		3		false		            3      schedule the informational meetings and land use hearings				false

		1479						LN		56		4		false		            4      for each of the counties and getting availability for				false

		1480						LN		56		5		false		            5      Council members.  And once the details of those meetings				false

		1481						LN		56		6		false		            6      are available, they will be noticed for the communities				false

		1482						LN		56		7		false		            7      to be able to attend.				false

		1483						LN		56		8		false		            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for noting				false

		1484						LN		56		9		false		            9      that early.  And let me ad a further word to it, just for				false

		1485						LN		56		10		false		           10      the benefit of the public and transparency.  Ultimately,				false

		1486						LN		56		11		false		           11      what that translates as we will have public meetings in				false

		1487						LN		56		12		false		           12      three counties on the Columbia River sometime here in the				false

		1488						LN		56		13		false		           13      November, early December timeframe.  So for those of you				false

		1489						LN		56		14		false		           14      who wish to participate, let me just make it plain and				false

		1490						LN		56		15		false		           15      simple we will be down on the river sooner rather than				false

		1491						LN		56		16		false		           16      later as part of our commitment not only to being out in				false

		1492						LN		56		17		false		           17      the community.  Obviously, it's also a statutory				false

		1493						LN		56		18		false		           18      requirement, which we will fully comply with, but the				false

		1494						LN		56		19		false		           19      motivation is one, to me, that reflects the work of EFSEC				false

		1495						LN		56		20		false		           20      for a long time.				false

		1496						LN		56		21		false		           21          With that, last call for comments or questions?				false

		1497						LN		56		22		false		           22      Certainly more work ahead, and the Council will take its				false

		1498						LN		56		23		false		           23      appropriate steps in terms of objectivity and review as				false

		1499						LN		56		24		false		           24      we go, and look forward to kicking off that important				false

		1500						LN		56		25		false		           25      first public step, in addition to today's presentation,				false

		1501						PG		57		0		false		page 57				false

		1502						LN		57		1		false		            1      so thank you.				false

		1503						LN		57		2		false		            2          Moving on to our other items for the day.  First we				false

		1504						LN		57		3		false		            3      will start with Sonia Bumpus, our Director, on cost				false

		1505						LN		57		4		false		            4      allocations.  And let me just note that when you are				false

		1506						LN		57		5		false		            5      finished with that we will move on the changes of the				false

		1507						LN		57		6		false		            6      public comment period, unless there's questions with				false

		1508						LN		57		7		false		            7      regard to our cost allocations.  So I will turn this over				false

		1509						LN		57		8		false		            8      to you, Sonia, to cover your items?				false

		1510						LN		57		9		false		            9                        DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  Thank you.  This is				false

		1511						LN		57		10		false		           10      Sonia Bumpus.  Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council				false

		1512						LN		57		11		false		           11      members.  Good afternoon.  For the update on the				false

		1513						LN		57		12		false		           12      nondirect cost allocations these are the percentages for				false

		1514						LN		57		13		false		           13      second quarter fiscal year 2026 covering October 1, 2025				false

		1515						LN		57		14		false		           14      to December 31, 2025.  And I will just note that one of				false

		1516						LN		57		15		false		           15      the changes to the cost allocations since you saw it last				false

		1517						LN		57		16		false		           16      is that we've added the Cascade Renewable Transmission				false

		1518						LN		57		17		false		           17      project, which you just heard an introduction on.				false

		1519						LN		57		18		false		           18          So we have Columbia Generating Station at 20				false

		1520						LN		57		19		false		           19      percent.  Horse Heaven, ten percent.  Cascade Renewable,				false

		1521						LN		57		20		false		           20      eight percent.  Chehalis, six percent.  Grays Harbor 1/2,				false

		1522						LN		57		21		false		           21      six percent.  Carriger Solar, six percent.  Goldeneye,				false

		1523						LN		57		22		false		           22      five percent.  Wallula Gap, five percent.  Columbia				false

		1524						LN		57		23		false		           23      Solar, four percent.  Ostrea, four percent.  Goose				false

		1525						LN		57		24		false		           24      Prairie, four percent.  Hop Hill, four percent.  Kittitas				false

		1526						LN		57		25		false		           25      Valley, four percent.  Wild Horse, four percent.				false
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		1528						LN		58		1		false		            1      Wautoma, three percent.  WNP 1, three percent.  Badger				false

		1529						LN		58		2		false		            2      Mountain, two percent.  High Top, two percent.  That				false

		1530						LN		58		3		false		            3      concludes my update on the nondirect cost allocation.  If				false

		1531						LN		58		4		false		            4      there aren't any questions, I will go ahead and proceed				false

		1532						LN		58		5		false		            5      with update for the Council about some of the changes				false

		1533						LN		58		6		false		            6      that EFSEC Staff are working on with respect to our				false

		1534						LN		58		7		false		            7      public comment process.				false

		1535						LN		58		8		false		            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see any hands				false

		1536						LN		58		9		false		            9      raised on the first item, so please proceed.				false

		1537						LN		58		10		false		           10                        DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  Thank you.  So this				false

		1538						LN		58		11		false		           11      is an opportunity here to just update the Council on some				false

		1539						LN		58		12		false		           12      of the things that Staff have identified as changes to				false

		1540						LN		58		13		false		           13      how we conduct our public comment process.  I will just				false

		1541						LN		58		14		false		           14      go over the Open Public Meetings Act here briefly.  It				false

		1542						LN		58		15		false		           15      was amended in 2022.  So under the Open Public Meetings				false

		1543						LN		58		16		false		           16      Act, or referred to as OPMA, EFSEC is required to give				false

		1544						LN		58		17		false		           17      the public an opportunity to comment before the Council				false

		1545						LN		58		18		false		           18      takes a final action on any measures that the OPMA				false

		1546						LN		58		19		false		           19      defines as final actions.				false

		1547						LN		58		20		false		           20          So this is a collective positive or negative				false

		1548						LN		58		21		false		           21      decision or an actual vote by a majority of members of a				false

		1549						LN		58		22		false		           22      government body when sitting as a body or entity upon a				false

		1550						LN		58		23		false		           23      motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance.				false

		1551						LN		58		24		false		           24          And so as this Council knows and as we talked about				false

		1552						LN		58		25		false		           25      in the context of holding public comment periods, the				false
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            1                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Good afternoon.  This



            2      is Kurt Beckett, Chair of the Energy Facility Site



            3      Evaluation Council, and I'm calling our October, 15, 2025



            4      meeting to order.  Ms. Barker, if you could call roll.



            5                        MS. BARKER:  Certainly, Chair.



            6      Department of Commerce?  Department of Ecology?



            7                        MR. NELSON:  Here.



            8                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Fish and



            9      Wildlife?



           10                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne is



           11      here for Commerce.  My apologies.



           12                        MS. BARKER:  Thank you.  Department of



           13      Fish and Wildlife?



           14                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin for Fish



           15      and Wildlife.



           16                        MS. BARKER:  Department of Natural



           17      Resources?



           18                        MR. RYAN:  Maverick Ryan here for DNR.



           19                        MS. BARKER:  Utilities &



           20      Transportation Commission?



           21                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacy Brewster,



           22      present.



           23                        MS. BARKER:  Local Government and



           24      Optional State Agencies.  For the Hop Hill Project, Paul



           25      Krupin?
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            1          For the Carriger Solar project, Matt Chiles.



            2                        MR. CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.



            3                        MS. BARKER:  For the Wallula Gap



            4      project, Adam Fyall?



            5          For the Goldeneye BESS project, Robby Eckroth?



            6                        MR. ECKROTH:  Robby Eckroth, present.



            7                        MS. BARKER:  Assistant Attorney



            8      General, Jon Thompson?



            9                        MR. THOMPSON:  Present.



           10                        MS. BARKER:  Zack Packer?  Talia



           11      Thuet?



           12                        MS. THUET:  Present.



           13                        MS. BARKER:  For EFSEC staff, I will



           14      call only those anticipated to speak today.  Sonia



           15      Bumpus?



           16                        MS. BUMPUS:  Present.



           17                        MS. BARKER:  Ami Hafkemeyer?



           18                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Present.



           19                        MS. BARKER:  Amy Moon?



           20                        MS. MOON:  Present.



           21                        MS. BARKER:  Sara Randolph?



           22                        MS. RANDOLPH:  Present.



           23                        MS. BARKER:  Sean Greene?



           24                        MR. GREENE:  Present.



           25                        MS. BARKER:  John Barnes?
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            1                        MR. BARNES:  Present.



            2                        MS. BARKER:  Joanne Snarski?



            3                        MS. SNARSKI:  Present.



            4                        MS. BARKER:  Maria Belkina?



            5                        MS. BELKINA:  Present.



            6                        MS. BARKER:  For Operational Updates.



            7      Oh, Lisa McLean?  I'm sorry.



            8                        MS. MCLEAN:  Present.



            9                        MS. BARKER:  For Operational updates,



           10      Kittitas Valley Wind project?



           11                        MR. CASEDAY:  Jarred Caseday, present.



           12                        MS. BARKER:  Wild Horse Wind Power



           13      project?



           14                        MS. RANDOLPH:  This is Sarah Randolph,



           15      I'll be giving the update for Wild Horse.



           16                        MS. BARKER:  Grays Harbor Energy



           17      Center?



           18                        MR. PACE:  Eric Pace, present.



           19                        MS. BARKER:  Chehalis Generation



           20      Facility?



           21                        MR. SMITH:  Jeremy Smith, present.



           22                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Generating



           23      Station?



           24                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Kelly Elsethagen,



           25      present.
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            1                        MS. BARKER:  Columbia Solar?



            2                        MS. ESPER:  Katy Esper, present.



            3                        MS. BARKER:  Goose Prairie Solar?



            4                        MR. JIA:  Nelson Jia, here, present.



            5                        MS. BARKER:  Ostrea Solar?



            6                        MR. VOLTZ:  Jon Voltz, present.



            7                        MS. BARKER:  Is there anyone online



            8      for the Counsel for the Environment?



            9                        MS. REYNEVELD:  Yes, Sarah Reyneveld



           10      and Yuriy Korol are present.



           11                        MS. BARKER:  Thank you.  Chair, there



           12      is a quorum for all councils.



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Counsel



           14      there's an agenda before us.  Do I have a motion to adopt



           15      it?



           16                        MS. BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster, I move



           17      to adopt the agenda for today's meeting.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Is there a



           19      second.



           20                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Second, Nate Pamplin.



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Motion has been moved



           22      a seconded.  Are there any changes to the agenda?



           23      Hearing none, all those in favor say aye?



           24                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           25                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Opposed?  All right.
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            1      Agenda is adopted.



            2          Next up we have our minutes from the September 17th



            3      monthly meeting.  Do I have a motion to approve the



            4      minutes, please, Council?



            5                        MS. OSBORNE:  Elizabeth Osborne, so



            6      moved.



            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Is there a



            8      second?



            9                        MR. PAMPLIN:  Second, this is Nate.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  The



           11      minutes have been moved and seconded.  Are there any



           12      changes to the minutes?  I did not, upon reviewing them,



           13      have any to suggest myself.  Other Council members?



           14      Okay.  Seeing none, I will call the vote.  All in favor



           15      of approving the minutes of September 17th, please say



           16      aye?



           17                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  All right.  Opposed?



           19      All right.  Minutes are adopted.



           20          So it's my pleasure to both honor a couple of our



           21      now former members of the EFSEC Council before



           22      introducing the replacements that the agencies have



           23      brought forward.  And those who have participated in our



           24      meetings regularly, Eli Levitt, of the Department of



           25      Ecology, his last meeting was on the 17th of September
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            1      and we briefly honored him then.  We will certainly be



            2      honoring all of our new former Council members here



            3      towards the end of the year in a more appropriate



            4      resolution in their name.  But in particular, I just



            5      wanted to thank Lenny Young, who did retire in the month



            6      of September, and a longstanding dedicated State



            7      employee, and appreciated his public service, and want to



            8      acknowledge Lenny's strong contribution to the EFSEC



            9      Council for many years as well.



           10          And so with that acknowledgment, let me first



           11      introduce Blake Nelson, who is representing now the



           12      Department of Ecology, and is the Southwest Region



           13      Manager for the Solid Waste Management Program.  And



           14      Councilman Nelson, if you would like to introduce



           15      yourself.  And, again, on behalf of all the Council



           16      members, welcome.



           17                        COUNCILMAN NELSON:  Thank you, Chair



           18      Beckett.  You did a pretty sufficient job there.  I'm



           19      with the Department of Ecology in the Solid Waste



           20      Program, particularly the manager of the Southwest



           21      Region.



           22          You know, on a personal note, I grew up in



           23      Centralia.  My father and grandfather worked at



           24      Trans-Alta, the coal plant there.  And although I don't



           25      profess to siting many coal facilities, I do have a great
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            1      interest in energy policy and studies that I've had in



            2      grad school.  So I'm real excited to be part of the Board



            3      and to work with you all.



            4                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Appreciate that.



            5      Thank you very much, Councilman Nelson, and welcome



            6      aboard.



            7          Next we have Maverick Ryan who is with the



            8      Department of Natural Resources and is the Deputy



            9      Director of Tribal Relations.  And, Councilman Ryan, we



           10      welcome you and ask you to introduce yourself and any



           11      remarks you wish to make.



           12                        COUNCILMAN RYAN:  Thank you, Chair.



           13      (Speaking in Cowlitz)  In Cowlitz, that's hello good



           14      people, my name is Maverick Ryan.  I'm the Deputy



           15      Director of Tribal Relations at the Washington State



           16      Department of Natural Resources, proud citizen of Cowlitz



           17      Indian Tribe, and I'm really excited to join you in this



           18      work as DNR's representative on this Council.



           19          A couple things I want to mention.  I'm honored to



           20      be here representing Commissioner Updegrove.  And in



           21      January, when he took office, he outlined his core values



           22      in leading the agency.  There are four of them, respect,



           23      professionalism, integrity, and joy.  Those four values



           24      inform decisionmaking throughout our agency, and what I



           25      hope to embody through my participation with you here.
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            1          In addition to that, there are two other primary



            2      things I want to say as part of my introduction.  One is



            3      procedural, and the other one is just kind of a personal



            4      observation.  And to tackle the procedural item first, I



            5      want to be transparent with my new colleagues in this



            6      body in disclosing that in my employment history, I



            7      previously worked at a local consulting firm in Seattle



            8      for approximately a year and a half where I carried the



            9      title of Manager of Public Affairs.  In this role, I



           10      provided administrative and project management support to



           11      various energy-related projects until I departed the firm



           12      in March of 2023.



           13          Some of the consulting work included projects that



           14      selected the EFSEC committee pathway, including the



           15      Goldeneye Battery Energy Storage project.  In addition,



           16      although I was not personally involved in Hop Hill Solar



           17      and Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center project, those



           18      projects were clients of the firm I was at while I was an



           19      employee.



           20          I do not want my prior association with these



           21      projects to affect fairness, integrity, and transparency



           22      of the Council's work, so therefore I will be recusing



           23      myself from participating in any decisionmaking related



           24      to the Council's recommendation to the Governor on the



           25      Goldeneye Battery Storage or Hop Hill Solar projects.
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            1          I will also recuse myself from Council



            2      decisionmaking relate to mitigation measures and



            3      remaining project design, construction, micro siting for



            4      Horse Heaven.  This means that I will not actively



            5      participate in the adjudicative hearings or Council



            6      development of adjudicative orders on these project



            7      matters.



            8          Recusal is both the standard and an essential step



            9      to support public confidence in the Council's proceedings



           10      and to uphold the highest ethical standards.  My decision



           11      is rooted in a commitment to ensuring that all projects



           12      are reviewed objectively, free from any perceived



           13      prejudgment or bias.



           14          And let me assure you, while I will not be involved



           15      in the decisionmaking for those specific projects, I



           16      remain fully committed to supporting the Council's broad



           17      mission of ensuring responsible and thorough evaluation



           18      of energy facility proposals, and full consideration of



           19      all constituencies' perspectives.



           20          And then on a personal note, I want to also thank my



           21      fellow Council members for their understanding in



           22      supporting those measures.  And I'm particularly excited



           23      to be joining the Council, as an indigenous person in



           24      this moment in time, when our clean energy goals as a



           25      state and our obligations to safeguarding the treaty and
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            1      reserve rights and resources of tribal nations feel



            2      increasingly set at odds with one another.



            3          As has been widely spoken about, the scale of our



            4      energy future depends -- demands that we find pathways



            5      forward together.  Last year, I spoke with an elder who



            6      has experience in the energy field, and he told me in



            7      order to meet our clean energy goals as a state and as a



            8      nation, we will have to mine more copper in the next ten



            9      years than we have in the entirety of recorded history.



           10      That same elder would go on to remind those in



           11      conversation with him that our presence as indigenous



           12      people on these lands predates recorded history.  I think



           13      these two truths have to find a way to live in harmony



           14      with one another in this transition.



           15          I'm a person who believes the tribal nations are the



           16      front lines of our clean energy future, not just in our



           17      state but across the West.  I look forward to finding



           18      ways in this role to ensure that the State of Washington



           19      is able to find mutually agreeable ways to advance our



           20      goals for the future.  In closing (speaking in Cowlitz),



           21      thank you in Cowlitz.  I'm eager to serve and excited for



           22      the opportunity.



           23                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman



           24      Ryan.  And to both our new Council members, again, a



           25      hearty welcome.  And as you can see from the busy agenda
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            1      today, which I think is probably a trend line and not



            2      inherently a new one, but certainly one that's going to



            3      be around.  So with that we will move on to our project



            4      updates.  And with that, Kittitas Valley Wind, Jarred



            5      Caseday.  Make your presentation.



            6                        MR. CASEDAY:  Good afternoon, Chair



            7      Beckett and EFSEC Council and Staff, and welcome to the



            8      new members.  This is Jarred Caseday with EDP Renewables,



            9      with the Kittitas Valley Wind Power project, and we have



           10      nothing nonroutine to report for the period.



           11                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Moving on



           12      to Wild Horse Wind project, Sara Randolph of EFSEC Staff.



           13                        MS. RANDOLPH:  Good afternoon.  Thank



           14      you, Chair Beckett, Council members and Staff.  This is



           15      Sara Randolph, site specialist for Wild Horse.  This



           16      facility update is provided in your packet.  Ms.



           17      Galbraith reported at the July Council meeting that there



           18      is a large tear in one of the base towers.  And she will



           19      keep us posted as to when they plan on bringing down the



           20      turbine.  There are no nonroutine updates to report.



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.



           22      Moving on to the Chehalis Generation Facility, Jeremy



           23      Smith.



           24                        MR. SMITH:  Good afternoon, Chair



           25      Beckett, Council members and EFSEC Staff.  This is Jeremy
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            1      Smith, the operations manager representing the Chehalis



            2      Generation Facility.  I have nothing nonroutine to report



            3      for this reporting period.



            4                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.



            5      Moving on to Grays Harbor Energy Center, Eric Pace.



            6                        MR. PACE:  Good afternoon, Chair



            7      Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, I'm the plant engineer



            8      for the facility, and Grays Harbor Energy does not have



            9      anything nonroutine to report for the period.



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Moving on



           11      to Columbia Solar, Katy Esper.



           12                        MS. ESPER:  Good afternoon, Chair



           13      Beckett, EFSEC Council and Staff, this is Katy Esper for



           14      Columbia Solar reporting that we have no nonroutine



           15      updates.



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  Moving on



           17      to Columbia Generating Station and WNP 1/4, Kelly



           18      Elsethagen.



           19                        MS. ELSETHAGEN:  Good afternoon, Chair



           20      Beckett, EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Kelly



           21      Elsethagen with Energy Northwest Columbia Generating



           22      Station and WNP 1/4, there are no nonroutine updates to



           23      report for the reporting period.



           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you.



           25      Moving on to Goose Prairie Solar, Nelson Jia.





                                                                           17

�







            1                        MR. JIA:  Good afternoon, Nelson here.



            2      No major updates to report for the previous month.



            3      Nothing to report from an environmental or safety



            4      perspective either.  Thank you.



            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:   Thank you.  Moving on



            6      to Ostrea Solar, Jon Voltz.



            7                        MR. VOLTZ:  Hi, Chair Beckett and



            8      EFSEC Council members and Staff, this is Jon Voltz with



            9      Cypress Creek Renewables representing Ostrea Solar



           10      facility.  Construction updates are as follows.  Pile and



           11      racking installation is fully complete for the project.



           12      Modular installation is ongoing, as well as wiring and



           13      cable installations.  We've achieved mechanical



           14      completion for the first circuit.  Substation major



           15      equipment has been fully delivered and installation is



           16      underway.  We are well on track to achieve full



           17      mechanical completion by the end of the year as



           18      scheduled.



           19          There was one incident, an environmental incident



           20      that occurred September 12th.  A cement truck entered the



           21      project site with a hydraulic leak -- a leak in the



           22      hydraulic hose.  The leak occurred from the entrance all



           23      the way to the substation area, probably about 150 yards.



           24      We estimate less than two gallons were spilled.  The



           25      spill was identified immediately.  Oil catch cans were
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            1      placed under the truck to catch the oils.  The



            2      contaminated gravel was removed.  Mechanics were



            3      mobilized to the site to fix the leak.  And the -- once



            4      it was -- once the truck was moved out of the way the



            5      remaining contaminated gravel was removed from the site.



            6      So it was reported, but fully resolved.  That is the only



            7      incident to report for the period.



            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much.



            9      Moving on to Carriger Solar, and we will start with



           10      project update from Joanne Snarski.



           11                        MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you Chair Beckett



           12      and Council members.  For the record, this is Joanne



           13      Snarski, the siting specialist for the proposed Carriger



           14      Solar facility in Klickitat County.



           15          On June 5th, the Council voted to approve sending a



           16      recommendation to the Governor for the Carriage Solar



           17      facility, along with a draft site certification



           18      agreement.



           19          On August 22nd, Governor Ferguson responded with a



           20      letter to Chair Beckett directing the Council to do



           21      further outreach with the Yakama Nation regarding certain



           22      aspects of the draft site certification agreement.



           23          In response to this request, Chair Beckett sent a



           24      letter to Chairman Gerald Lewis, of the Yakama Nation



           25      Tribal Council.  Chair Beckett's letter directed the
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            1      Tribe's attention to two primary issues as requested by



            2      the Governor.



            3          One, allow Yakama Nation the opportunity to review



            4      and provide input on the June 19th, 2025 memorandum from



            5      the EFSEC Chair to the Council membership describing the



            6      Chair and the Staff's June 4th, 2025 meeting with the



            7      Tribe.



            8          Give the Yakama Nation an opportunity to provide



            9      further input on five mitigation measures prescribed by



           10      EFSEC in the mitigation determination of nonsignificance,



           11      or MDNS, that are designed to minimize impacts to visual



           12      aesthetics, including traditional and cultural



           13      properties, also known on TCPs.



           14          On September 26, 2025, EFSEC received a response



           15      from the Yakama Nation.  For the purpose of this update,



           16      I will highlight the primary issues brought forward in



           17      this letter.  With regards to the June 19th, 2025 memo,



           18      the Tribe asserted that the memo does not convey the



           19      depth of the Yakama Nation's concerns with the Carriger



           20      project.  They stated that unless they can speak directly



           21      to the Council members through an adjudicative process,



           22      our interpretation of those concerns will be flawed and



           23      inaccurate.



           24          They also stated that the memo does not sufficiently



           25      reflect the Yakama Nation's determination that the
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            1      Carriger project by itself, meaning not including future



            2      solar developments, will result in significant impacts to



            3      TCPs.  Following, they argued that EFSEC's practice of



            4      not requiring the project proponent to secure a water



            5      supply for the project until just before construction



            6      fails to meet EFSEC's legal obligation to evaluate the



            7      project's water sources prior to drafting the site



            8      certification agreement.



            9          Following their review of the mitigation measures



           10      highlighted by the Governor's letter, they identified two



           11      primary concerns along with two proposals for resolution.



           12      The Yakama Nation asserts that the EFSEC imposed setbacks



           13      along the roads and adjacent to the Department of Natural



           14      Resources managed lands, are insufficient to minimize



           15      impacts to TCPs.  They note the use of natural screening



           16      tools are also insufficient to minimize impacts to TCPs,



           17      due to the area topography.



           18          To resolve these concerns, they suggest the Council



           19      deny approval for all solar panels in the northern



           20      portion of the project area, and require conservation



           21      leases on those parcels.  If this cannot be accomplished,



           22      they recommend that we withdraw the mitigated



           23      determination of nonsignificance and draft recommendation



           24      to the Governor, and initiate a full environmental



           25      analysis.  I believe this to mean a completion of an
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            1      environmental impact statement, and an adjudication



            2      process.



            3          Following review of the letter from the Governor and



            4      the response received from the Yakama Nation, EFSEC Staff



            5      developed a draft resolution 360, and a revised draft of



            6      the site certification agreement.  These documents were



            7      posted for public review and comment on October 6th, and



            8      it will go through October 19th.  That document provides



            9      a formal response with the details and citations that



           10      address the Tribe's concerns.  I will provide a brief



           11      overview of our main draft responses here.



           12          In that document, we identify EFSEC is not required



           13      to hold an adjudicative hearing for a project once



           14      expedited processing of the project application has been



           15      granted.  Carriger Solar was granted expedited processing



           16      on May 5th, 2025.  Additionally, EFSEC has fully



           17      considered the Carriger project's impacts on TCPs on its



           18      own and cumulatively with possible future solar



           19      development in the area.  This information is captured in



           20      the State Environmental Policy Act documentation for the



           21      project, including the mitigated determination of



           22      nonsignificance and the attached Staff memo.



           23          Although the Yakama Nation did not cite a specific



           24      rule or regulation that it contends EFSEC was violating



           25      by not requiring a water source be identified until just
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            1      before the construction, EFSEC has completed a full



            2      environmental analysis of the project's anticipated



            3      impact to water resources.  Again, this information can



            4      be found in the mitigated determination of



            5      nonsignificance and the associated Staff memo.



            6          We agree with the Yakama Nation that the Carriger



            7      project, as initially proposed, would have resulted in



            8      significant adverse impacts to TCPs without mitigation.



            9      EFSEC maintains that the mitigation that has been



           10      proposed in the MDNS and the subsequent two revisions,



           11      reduce adverse impacts to TCPs to a level below



           12      significant.  Staff are not recommending that the Council



           13      further mitigate by excluding the northern portions of



           14      project from development and requiring conservation



           15      easements.



           16          Resolution 360 also outlines our draft responses to



           17      the Yakama Nation's two options for resolution.  A



           18      revised draft of the site certification agreement has



           19      been prepared following review of the Governor's response



           20      letter making more explicit the commitment from the



           21      developer to provide the Yakama Nation with grant funding



           22      for continued TC P research in the area.



           23          Again, these documents have been provided to all



           24      Council members and are available on our website.  The



           25      public comment period will remain open until Sunday
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            1      evening, October 19th.  Since EFSEC is working to



            2      complete all this work within a 60-day deadline the



            3      Governor requested, Staff are scheduling a special



            4      Council meeting on October 21st for the purpose of



            5      Council action.  That meeting is scheduled to begin at



            6      9:00 a.m. and will be both in person and virtual.  Notice



            7      for the meeting will be distributed in accordance with



            8      RCW 42.30.080, and that concludes my update.



            9                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Questions



           10      or comments to Council members for the Carriger Solar



           11      project?  I'm waiting to see if any hands get raised.



           12      Ms. Snarski or others on the Staff if need be, I'm noting



           13      we called it a public comment period here, including at



           14      my request probably on the agenda, I just want to make



           15      sure we reiterated the comment period is still open, but



           16      any further reiteration of that, Ms. Snarski, would be



           17      good for members of the public to hear.



           18                        MS. SNARSKI:  Sure.  It was posted on



           19      our website and it's available there.  The particular



           20      date the documents I'm speaking of, the draft resolution



           21      along with the draft site certification agreement, the



           22      revised site certification agreement, that was posted on



           23      October 6th, but, again, is open through this Sunday,



           24      October 19th.  I believe it goes to 11:59 p.m.



           25                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you
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            1      for the updates.  Again, any other questions or comments?



            2      I don't see any.  Last call.  Okay.  We will move on then



            3      to Hop Hill Solar and Mr. Barnes, John Barnes for the



            4      EFSEC Staff.



            5                        MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett



            6      and Council members.  This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff



            7      for the Hop Hill application.  This application is



            8      expecting supplemental materials concerning project



            9      expansion.  These materials are needed for a SEPA review



           10      and determination.  We continue to coordinate and review



           11      the application with our contractor, contracted agencies,



           12      and tribal governments.  Are there any questions?



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  I do not



           14      have any at this time.  Any other Council members?  Okay.



           15      Hearing none, we will move on to Wallula Gap, again, Mr.



           16      Barnes.



           17                        MR. BARNES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett



           18      and Council members.  This is John Barnes, EFSEC Staff



           19      for the Wallula Gap application.  Staff are working with



           20      the applicant to complete a supplemental wetlands report



           21      materials that are needed to support the SEPA review for



           22      this application.  We continue to coordinate the



           23      applicant -- continue to coordinate with the applicant



           24      and the Yakama Nation Cultural Resource Program staff



           25      following receipt of the TCP study regarding identified





                                                                           25

�







            1      impacts for the project and potential mitigation.  Are



            2      there any questions?



            3                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Council members for



            4      Wallula Gap?  Okay.  Seeing no questions we will move on



            5      to Goldeneye Battery Storage project, and will turn it



            6      back to Joanne Snarski.



            7                        MS. SNARSKI:  Thank you, Chair



            8      Beckett.  Again, this is Joanne Snarski, the siting



            9      specialist for the proposed Goldeneye Battery Energy



           10      Storage Facility in Skagit County.  The applicant is



           11      currently working on a revised site plan for the facility



           12      to better accommodate comments from supporting agencies



           13      on water resources and on adjacent -- on and adjacent to



           14      the proposed location.  We anticipate that a joint



           15      meeting with those agencies and the applicant will occur



           16      following the submittal of that revised plan.  That's all



           17      I have for now.



           18                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Any



           19      questions, Council?  Okay.  We will then move on to the



           20      Transmission Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement



           21      and Sean Greene of our EFSEC Staff will provide us our



           22      updated.



           23                        MR. GREENE:  Good afternoon, Chair



           24      Beckett and Council members.  This is Sean Greene, SEPA



           25      specialist for EFSEC.  EFSEC Staff are happy to announce
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            1      the publication of the Transmission Programmatic EIS that



            2      EFSEC was directed to prepare by Washington State Senate



            3      Bill 5165, subsequently codified into Revised Code of



            4      Washington, RCW 43.21C.405.  The final Programmatic EIS



            5      was publicly noticed and distributed and published in the



            6      SEPA register on October 7th, 2025, and is available now



            7      for any interested party on EFSEC's website.



            8          This Programmatic EIS generally evaluates direct and



            9      indirect and cumulative adverse environmental impacts



           10      associated with different types of transmission facility



           11      developments.



           12          While, as a programmatic review, it does not



           13      propose, evaluate, or approve any project specific



           14      application, it is designed and intended to be used for



           15      future project level SEPA lead agencies in their review



           16      of transmission projects to support, standardize, and



           17      facilitate the associated project level SEPA reviews.



           18          As directed by RCW 43.21C.408, this Programmatic EIS



           19      has been structured so that future transmission projects



           20      that follow the recommendations developed within are



           21      considered to have mitigated for all probable significant



           22      adverse environmental impacts addressed in the



           23      Programmatic EIS.



           24          While the final Programmatic EIS has been published,



           25      Staff continue to work on finalizing several support
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            1      tools that have been developed to facilitate future use



            2      of the document, including the E-Programmatic and the



            3      resource sensitivity online GIS tool.  The E-Programmatic



            4      is an interactive website that will provide checklists,



            5      bookmarking tools, and cross-references for resource



            6      impact and mitigation strategies discussed in detail



            7      within the Programmatic EIS.



            8          The E-Programmatic includes summaries of all



            9      resource impacts and mitigation strategies identified in



           10      the Programmatic EIS with direct and immediate references



           11      to the document proper for more detailed descriptions.



           12          This website will also include tools to allow



           13      developers to input relevant project details that could



           14      populate a prepared set of documents within the site.



           15      The summarizing documents can be shared with the SEPA



           16      lead agency to facilitate their future review.



           17          There are also several guidance documents for



           18      developers and SEPA lead agencies providing information



           19      on how the Programmatic EIS is intended for use by the



           20      various parties.  The E-Programmatic has been developed



           21      to make the Programmatic EIS for accessible to users, and



           22      to draw forth the most critical elements identified



           23      within the larger document.



           24          The resource sensitivity online GIS tool is an



           25      interactive version of the resource sensitivity map
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            1      prepared for most of the resource sections within the



            2      Programmatic EIS.  This tool will allow users to input



            3      location data associated with proposed transmission



            4      facilities, and then be presented with data showing what



            5      potentially sensitive environmental resources that



            6      facility may interact with.



            7          These resources have been assigned sensitivity



            8      levels from one to three, with three being the highest,



            9      based on input from subject matter experts.  This tool is



           10      intended to be used primarily by developers during the



           11      siting phase of their project to identify the potential



           12      points of environmental impacts and avoid them, when



           13      practical, or prepare mitigation strategies prior to



           14      application submittals.



           15          It can also be used by SEPA lead agencies to



           16      identify potential resources of concern when reviewing



           17      projects.  No further environmental review of anticipated



           18      actual impacts would be needed at the project level.



           19          For both of these online tools, EFSEC Staff is



           20      working with WaTech to finalize various elements and



           21      prepare hosting support on EFSEC's website.  Staff intend



           22      for these tools to be online and accessible to all



           23      interested parties in the near future.



           24          EFSEC Staff are also currently coordinating with



           25      staff in the Department of Ecology to organize a series
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            1      of external engagement sessions with industry and county



            2      planning departments across the state.  The objective of



            3      these sessions is to introduce the Programmatic EISs



            4      recently produced by our two agencies to anticipated



            5      future users.  These sessions will provide an opportunity



            6      to proactively engage the users and to provide guidance



            7      on the expected use of the documents and answer any



            8      questions that may arise.  Are there any questions from



            9      the Council?



           10                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, very much,



           11      Mr. Greene.  I would see if there was any further way you



           12      could characterize when the tools, the online tools would



           13      be available in terms of a couple weeks or two months.  I



           14      think it's nearer term, but if there's any further



           15      clarification.



           16                        MR. GREENE:  I don't have an exact



           17      date, but I would anticipate in the next weeks to a few



           18      months is accurate.



           19                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I don't think I have



           20      anything more definitive than that at this time.



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  If it's more than a



           22      few weeks maybe we can have further conversations, you



           23      know, having a little insight from a conversation I had



           24      with Staff several weeks ago now.  It's just I think it's



           25      a tremendous resource for all parties and the public.
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            1      And, obviously, at times we have more experts in the



            2      field, but while applicants may be a natural to use it, I



            3      think a lot of other important both public agencies and a



            4      number of parties that are interested on where should



            5      energy resources go or not go.  Obviously, where we can



            6      use built environments like existing transmission



            7      corridors are important, but at the same time if there



            8      are clearly needs out there this kind of the tool is one



            9      we would hope could be maximized for its benefit before



           10      an application is ever made to EFSEC or even coming into



           11      a pre-application process.  I think that's the vision of



           12      what you have brought forward.  We appreciate it.  I



           13      would note there some functionality that is not included,



           14      as I understand it, in the current tool based on scope



           15      and budget, but it doesn't mean that that platform and



           16      the collective and ultimately public investment in it is



           17      one that I believe can be leveraged, so just want to note



           18      that while we're here.  And with that, I thank my



           19      colleagues on the Council and would ask if there are



           20      other comments or questions.  Councilman Pamplin?



           21                        COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Mr.



           22      Chair, and, Mr. Greene, congratulations on getting this



           23      across the finish line.  A Programmatic EIS is no small



           24      fete, and really appreciate the kind of forward thinking



           25      that we want to see to inform project applicants of where
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            1      they might site transmission facilities, and this will



            2      echo the Chair's remarks about the utility of the online



            3      tool that you described.  That sounds really cool, so



            4      thank you so much.



            5                        CHAIR BECKETT:   Thank you.  Other



            6      comments or questions from Council?  Okay.  Then we will



            7      move on to the Horse Heaven Wind Farm.  And I'm going to



            8      turn the chair and gavel over to Stacey Brewster from



            9      Utilities and Transportation Commission since I am going



           10      to go ahead and step away for a moment for the Horse



           11      Heaven item.  And with that, Chair Brewster, I will turn



           12      this to you.



           13                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we



           14      have an update from Staff to begin with?



           15                        MS. MOON:  Yes.  Good afternoon,



           16      Acting Chair Stacey Brewster and EFSEC Council members.



           17      Following the Council discussion at the September 17th



           18      Council meeting, Staff prepared a draft resolution to A,



           19      implement the 0.6 mile buffer for the next locations on



           20      which the Preoperational Technical Advisory Group, PTAG,



           21      reached consensus, and B, implement a two-mile buffer for



           22      four nest locations that were identified on a



           23      confidential map.



           24          In coordination with our Assistant Attorney General,



           25      EFSEC issued for public comment draft resolution No. 357,
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            1      titled Horse Heaven Wind Farm site certification



            2      agreement implementation partly approving an partly



            3      denying proposal to construct primary infrastructure



            4      within two miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.



            5      This was drafted to meet the site certification agreement



            6      referred to as the SCA, Appendix 2, mitigation measure



            7      for special status species 5, the ferruginous hawk, and



            8      we shortened that to Spec 5 when we are casually talking



            9      about it.



           10          The Spec 5 mitigation measure does not allow siting



           11      any wind turbines within a 0.6 mile radius surrounding



           12      ferruginous hawk nests that are A, documented in the



           13      Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife priority



           14      habitat species database on the effective date on the



           15      SCA, or B, identified in the certificate holder's nest



           16      surveys, and/or C, newly established by the species



           17      between the SCA effective date and the time of



           18      construction.



           19          To recap, draft resolution 357 as drafted, approves



           20      the certificate holder's request to site primary



           21      components within 0.6 to two miles of 38 nest locations,



           22      and denies the certificate holder's request to site



           23      turbines within 0.6 to two miles of foreign nest



           24      locations.



           25          The resolution declines to make a decision on two
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            1      nest locations as the SCA didn't authorize the placement



            2      of primary components within one nest area, and the



            3      certificate holder is not requesting approval to site



            4      primary components within two miles of a nest location,



            5      which a pair of ferruginous hawks fledged young in the



            6      spring of 2025.



            7          The draft resolution was issued September 30th, and



            8      the public comment period was opened from that date,



            9      September 30th, 2025 at 10:30 a.m. until October 13th,



           10      2025 at 11:59 p.m.  EFSEC received a total of 56



           11      comments.  The comments included general opposition to



           12      the project and concerns over a wide range of topics that



           13      are outside the scope of resolution 357, including



           14      property values, view scape, light pollution, water



           15      usage, noise, cultural resources, wind reliability,



           16      landscape, misappropriation of funds, EFSEC procedures,



           17      goals of local comprehensive plans, and PTAG meeting



           18      guidelines.



           19          Comments were also received in support of maximum



           20      buffer distances allowed, and support for the PTAG role



           21      and recommendation.



           22          Does the Council have any questions or comments on



           23      the information presented thus far?



           24                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Hearing none.



           25                        MS. MOON:  Okay.  So now I will
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            1      introduce EFSEC State Environmental Policy Act



            2      specialist, Sean Greene, for a report on SEPA comments.



            3                        MR. GREENE:  Thank you, Amy.  This is



            4      Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.  During the



            5      public comment period for this draft Council resolution,



            6      EFSEC received comments questioning the relationship



            7      between the current advice presented by the



            8      Preoperational Technical Advisory Group or PTAG, and by



            9      EFSEC Staff for the implementation of the Species 5



           10      mitigation measure and the final environmental impact



           11      statement or EIS.  Staff just want to confirm with the



           12      Council and the public that all recommendations being



           13      provided be the PTAG are to support EFSEC's



           14      implementation of existing mitigation measures already



           15      combined in the final EIS and the site certification



           16      agreement or SCA.  There is no new mitigation being



           17      developed.  The PTAG review is technical in nature and is



           18      being done to ensure that Species 5 and other mitigation



           19      measures are implemented as specified within the SCA.



           20          We also received comments indicating a belief that



           21      the current PTAG work on Species 5 would necessitate



           22      EFSEC producing a supplemental EIS.  As outlined in



           23      Washington Administrative Code, Chapter 197-11-405(4)(b),



           24      a supplemental EIS shall be prepared when there are



           25      substantial changes to a proposal so that the proposal is
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            1      likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts,



            2      or there is significant new information related to a



            3      proposal's probable significant adverse environmental



            4      impact.  The work currently being performed by the PTAG



            5      and EFSEC Staff does not meet either of these criteria.



            6      There are no proposed changes to the project at this



            7      time.  The project is being refined in accordance with



            8      the additional excluded areas already provided for by



            9      Species 5 and the SCA and the final EIS.



           10          The outcome of these nest by nest determinations



           11      will not cause the project to expand or contract in any



           12      way that was not already evaluated and anticipated in the



           13      final EIS and the SCA.



           14          The request presented by Scout with technical input



           15      from the PTAG, did not include new field data or survey



           16      information, with the exception of the one new nest



           17      occupied this year, which was a probability anticipated



           18      by the terms of Species 5.  All of the information that



           19      the PTAG has considered regarding nest locations, habitat



           20      availability, foraging ranges and more was included in



           21      EFSEC's environmental review of the project and published



           22      in the final EIS.



           23          What Scout is presenting, and the PTAG is advising



           24      on is a more refined technical interpretation of whether



           25      or not the existing data indicates that ferruginous hawks
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            1      are likely to successfully return to specific nesting



            2      sites.



            3          The decision that is presented to the Council by



            4      Scout's request and the PTAG's advice on that request,



            5      fits within the framework of the existing SEPA analysis



            6      and the site certification agreement and there is no need



            7      for a supplemental EIS at this time.



            8          The Council's decision on Scout's request will not



            9      change the project's design or layout beyond what was



           10      already evaluated and approved.  It is possible, but this



           11      is just speculation at this time, that Scout could



           12      present a request to amend the SCA to change the project



           13      design.  If that were to happen, then EFSEC would have a



           14      proposal before it that would need to be evaluated under



           15      SEPA, possibly by way of a supplemental EIS.



           16          If there are any questions regarding the



           17      relationship between this resolution and SEPA, I can



           18      answer them now, otherwise I will pass things off to our



           19      legal counsel, Jon Thompson, to address some of the other



           20      comments that we received that were more legal in nature.



           21                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  I don't have any



           22      questions.  I don't see any others from Council members.



           23                        MR. THOMPSON:  Again, this is Jon



           24      Thompson, Assistant Attorney General.  I want to address



           25      a couple of legal arguments that were raised in the
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            1      public comments, specifically from Benton County comments



            2      and also, to a degree, the Yakama Nation's comments.



            3          The first was an assertion that the Benton County



            4      Council member that was appointed during review of the



            5      application for site certification should still be



            6      sitting on the Council for this decision.



            7          And the second argument I wanted to address was that



            8      the PTAG meetings should have been conducted under the



            9      Open Public Meetings Act with notice and the opportunity



           10      for the public to attend.



           11          So first to the assertion about the participation of



           12      the Benton County member, which was Ed Brost.  The



           13      EFSEC's authorizing statute provides that when the



           14      Council receives an application to site a facility in a



           15      county, the county has an opportunity to appoint a



           16      representative during the review of an application.  The



           17      statute says that the county Council member shall serve



           18      until there has been a final acceptance or rejection of



           19      the proposed site, but when that occurs is when the



           20      Governor makes a decision either accepting or rejecting,



           21      and in this case accepting -- or approving the



           22      application for site certification and executing the



           23      draft site certification agreement that was presented to



           24      him.  That occurred last October.  And in November, EFSEC



           25      Staff thanked Mr. Brost for his service and let him know
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            1      that he didn't need to attend any further meetings.  His



            2      name hasn't been called on the roll since then.  And



            3      there hadn't been any assertion by Mr. Brost or the



            4      County previously that he should still be sitting on the



            5      Council until comments were submitted by Benton County on



            6      Monday, expressing the opinion that he should be sitting



            7      on the Council still.



            8          The argument that the County makes is that although,



            9      you know, the statute provides for acceptance of the



           10      project by the Governor, in this case they argue that the



           11      Council basically deferred or punted the siting of the



           12      project to the PTAG, at least in part, and therefore



           13      because the final -- in their interpretation, the final



           14      acceptance of the site hasn't occurred and Mr. Brost or



           15      another representative from the County should still be on



           16      the Council.



           17          However, this is really a mischaracterization of



           18      the -- what the SCA provides.  The site is approved by,



           19      you know, how the statute uses those terms.  What we are



           20      now dealing with is an implementation of a mitigation



           21      measure that established this conditional future



           22      protection of ferruginous hawks established these



           23      conditional project setbacks from historic hawk nests,



           24      and it specified how that contingency was to be resolved



           25      by request from the certificate holder with input from
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            1      the PTAG.



            2          And the relevant consideration is whether there is



            3      still a viable nest site or whether there's still viable



            4      habitats surrounding the nests.  That was the information



            5      that was received from PTAG, and it's the implementation



            6      of the mitigation measure rather than siting, rather than



            7      approval of the siting of the facility.  There is no real



            8      basis, in my opinion, to the County's assertion that a



            9      county representative should still be sitting on the



           10      Council for this decision.



           11          Turning to the OPMA argument, this was an argument



           12      that Benton County made in the early objection to the



           13      formation of the PTAG, so we were aware of this argument



           14      from the County; however, based on the language of the



           15      Open Public Meetings Act and the interpretation of it



           16      from the courts, the -- it's my opinion that these



           17      meetings were not required to be conducted under the



           18      OPMA.  The OPMA applies to the meetings of the governing



           19      bodies of government agencies, and it does apply to



           20      committees thereof when the committee acts on behalf of



           21      the governing body, conducts hearings, or takes testimony



           22      or public comment.  The PTAG did not take public



           23      comments.  It didn't conduct hearings.  And it also is



           24      not exercising decisionmaking authority on behalf of the



           25      Council.  What it's doing is providing technical advice
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            1      for the Council's consideration to make a decision on the



            2      certificate holder's request to site a primary structure



            3      within these conditional buffer areas.



            4          So I just wanted to address those two legal topics,



            5      and if you have any questions about that, I'm happy to



            6      answer those.



            7                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we



            8      have any questions from Council members?  I see Mr.



            9      Nelson has raised his hand.  Go ahead, please.



           10                        MR. NELSON:  Thank you, Chair



           11      Brewster.  I just wanted to thank Mr. Thompson for



           12      explaining about the requirements, I guess, around Mr.



           13      Brost's participation because that did -- gives me some



           14      concern regarding public comment.  Chair Brewster, would



           15      now be an okay time to address the public comments in



           16      general?



           17                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Do we have anything



           18      else from Staff before?



           19                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  I believe Ms. Moon



           20      has further updates about the public comments received.



           21                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Council Member



           22      Nelson, it sounds like we have further updates from Ms.



           23      Moon.



           24                        MS. MOON:  Thank you, Chair Brewster.



           25      Staff are not recommending changes to the draft





                                                                           41

�







            1      resolution as a result of public comment; however, minor



            2      changes to improve readability and transparency are



            3      proposed.  In addition, some clerical errors were



            4      identified and corrected in the red line version of that



            5      draft, as well as the addition of a clarifying footnote



            6      recommended by legal counsel.



            7          Additionally, on September 29th, Staff received a



            8      corrected facilitator report, that's from the PTAG, in



            9      which a clerical error identifying 45 nests was corrected



           10      to 44 nest locations that were in question.  Staff have



           11      proposed editorial changes throughout the draft



           12      resolution to reflect this correction and the nest



           13      location number.



           14          Staff also proposed an edit to improve readability,



           15      which includes a summary table indicating the number of



           16      nest locations subject to each portion of the Council's



           17      decision.  The summary table presents group identifiers



           18      in the form of alphabetical group A, B, C, and D, for the



           19      nest locations that are discussed within the resolution.



           20          Does the Council have any further questions on that



           21      on anything?



           22                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  I see Council Member



           23      Pamplin you have raised your hand?



           24                        COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Chair,



           25      and thanks, Ms. Moon.  I appreciate the edits that have
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            1      been made thus far for readability and clarity.  I really



            2      appreciate the table regarding the various groups pinning



            3      the different ferruginous hawk nests.  I think that's



            4      very helpful for the reader of this.



            5          A minor item in the scheme of things, but something



            6      I want to call out because this is a resolution.  There's



            7      several places in the document that references the



            8      priority habitat and species database or PHS, and



            9      sometimes it's listed as PSH, and sometimes it is



           10      referenced as priority species and habitat, for instance,



           11      on the screen that's displayed right now in the first



           12      paragraph under the resolution.



           13          So just ask that as you go through and make the



           14      various edits that we also correct the formal name of the



           15      database as well as the abbreviation.  Thank you.



           16                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Any additional



           17      questions or comments from council?  Council Member



           18      Nelson?



           19                        COUNCILMAN NELSON:  Thank you, Chair



           20      Brewster.  I just wanted to wait until the entirety of



           21      all the information was shared regarding the comments.  I



           22      want to thank everybody who took time to comment.  In at



           23      least three of the comments there was concern about --



           24      well, there was concern about Council members reading the



           25      comments.  I can assure you I read all the comments -- or
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            1      the original application, relevant exhibits.  I have read



            2      every comment, and to that point, a comment I do agree



            3      with this is the three days, two or three days from the



            4      end of the comment period to the voting is a pretty tight



            5      turnaround to read all those comments.  So as my



            6      predecessor Eli would, you know, I would advise something



            7      like a 15-day standard comment period would be great, and



            8      then perhaps a week minimum to review the comments, just



            9      to make sure that people -- folks are completely



           10      satisfied that they have been heard because I do



           11      appreciate every commenter.



           12                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Okay.  Thanks.  And I



           13      appreciate you bringing that up.  I would like to echo



           14      the sentiments.  I do appreciate all the comments made by



           15      folks.  I did take the time to make sure and read



           16      everything, and I appreciate that comment allowing some



           17      more time for review of the comments.  Moving forward we



           18      can work to increase our time for review.



           19          Do we have any other questions or comments from



           20      Council members?  Hearing none, Ms. Moon, thank you.



           21                        MS. MOON:  Thank you, Council, for



           22      your input and discussion and helpful comments.



           23          I would now request that -- or I would like to



           24      request, if the Council may, to vote to adopt Resolution



           25      357 as amended.





                                                                           44

�







            1                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Okay.  Well, so that



            2      brings us to the opportunity for consideration of



            3      Resolution No. 357, partly approving and partly denying a



            4      proposal to construct primary infrastructures within two



            5      miles of documented ferruginous hawk nests.  We have



            6      reviewed the draft and the amended draft, and is there a



            7      motion to adopt Resolution 357?  Council Member, Pamplin?



            8                        COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Ma'am



            9      Chair, I move that the Council adopt Resolution No. 357



           10      as amended by Staff, and including the edits that were



           11      discussed today.  Thank you.



           12                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you.  Do we



           13      have a second?



           14                        MR. NELSON:  Second.



           15                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Thank you, Mr.



           16      Nelson.



           17          It has been moved and seconded that the Council



           18      adopt Resolution 357 as amended and discussed by Staff



           19      today.  Is there any discussion?  Okay.



           20          I will say that I appreciate, again, the very



           21      detailed and specific information presented by the PTAG



           22      and incorporated into the resolution.  I feel the



           23      recommendations by Staff are appropriate and provide the



           24      maximum protection for the designated nests that should



           25      take the .6 to two mile radius.
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            1          Do we have any other comments?  I will hear those



            2      now.  Hearing none, we can go ahead and vote.  All those



            3      in favor please say aye.



            4                        MULTIPLE SPEAKERS:  Aye.



            5                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  And that was an aye



            6      from me as well.  Do we have any opposed?  Hearing none,



            7      the resolution is adopted.



            8          Was there further updates from Staff, Ms. Moon?



            9                        MS. MOON:  Yes, thank you.  I have one



           10      more Horse Heaven update.  I want to let the Council know



           11      that Staff are currently reviewing wildlife survey plans



           12      as required in the site certification agreement as part



           13      of the mitigation efforts.  The plans discussed and



           14      reviewed by the PTAG currently and EFSEC review are for



           15      mitigation measures, Spec 1, which is for the striped



           16      whip snake; Spec 4, burrowing owl; Spec 8, the prairie



           17      falcon; Spec 10, the flat tailed jack rabbit and white



           18      tailed jack rabbit; Spec 12, the Townsend's ground



           19      squirrel; and Wild 10, the pre-construction bat



           20      monitoring plan.



           21          These plan reviews are essential for initiating time



           22      sensitive surveys, and EFSEC anticipates more PTAG



           23      submittals to meet the mitigation measure requirements in



           24      the SCA in the near future.



           25          Does the Council have any questions on that last
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            1      update?



            2                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Any further questions



            3      from Council members?  Hearing none.  Thank you, very



            4      much.



            5                        MS. MOON:  You are welcome.



            6                        CHAIR BREWSTER:  Chair Beckett.



            7                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Council



            8      Member Brewster.



            9          So we will have our next item, which is a



           10      presentation by Maria Belkina with EFSEC Staff.  And I



           11      believe we may have another outside guest to present



           12      further details on the Cascade Renewables Transmission



           13      application.



           14                        MS. BELKINA:  Thank you, Chair Becket



           15      and Council members.  For the record, my name is Maria



           16      Belkina, siting specialist assigned to and reporting on



           17      the Cascade Renewable Transmission project.



           18          On Monday, October 6, 2025, Cascade Renewable



           19      Transmission, LLC, submitted a formal application for



           20      site certification to the Council for a high-voltage



           21      direct current transmission line to be located within the



           22      bed of the Columbia River and along the shores of



           23      Klickitat, Skamania, and Clark counties.  The project



           24      also includes approximately seven miles of upland



           25      trenching in Skamania County.
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            1          The project previously underwent pre-application



            2      review as required by RCW 50.50.308.  EFSEC has now begun



            3      its formal review process and is coordinating efforts



            4      with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting Council, the US



            5      Army Corps of Engineers, our consultant, and contracted



            6      state agencies.  The application is currently being



            7      reviewed for completeness and compliance with EFSEC's



            8      statutes and rule.  Public informational meetings and



            9      land use consistency hearings will be scheduled within



           10      the three counties within 60 days.



           11          Additionally, EFSEC is finalizing a memorandum of



           12      understanding with Oregon to coordinate environmental



           13      review and permitting efforts.



           14          Thank you.  I would be happy to answer any



           15      questions.  The applicant is also on the line to provide



           16      a brief introduction.



           17                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Very well.  Thank you



           18      Ms. Belkina.



           19          And, I'm sorry, could we have our outside project



           20      participant please state your name for the record and



           21      with that you are welcome to continue with your



           22      presentation.



           23                        MR. HOCKER:  Thank you.  My name is



           24      Chris Hocker.  I'm with Cascade Renewables Transmission,



           25      LLC.  And on behalf of the applicant, I want to thank the
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            1      Council for your time and attention.  I will try to be



            2      brief.  I know that my time is limited, so I will not



            3      take up too much of it.  I appreciate the opportunity for



            4      a very brief presentation.  Maria, are you running the



            5      slide?



            6                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Mr. Hocker, our Staff



            7      will advance it for you.



            8                        MR. HOCKER:  Thank you.  So this will



            9      just give you sort of an idea of what the project is, why



           10      we are doing it and what the current status is.



           11          The project as shown on this slide runs from The



           12      Dalles, Oregon, the big heavy substation of BPA, east to



           13      west along the Columbia River.  It will be buried in the



           14      sediment of the Columbia River about ten feet deep.  It



           15      will exit the river to bypass the Bonneville Dam.  That's



           16      the yellow part of the map shown.  It well reenter the



           17      Columbia River down to Hayden Island, and then proceed



           18      via burial on land to a converter station, and ultimately



           19      interconnect to the Harborton substation, which is owned



           20      by Portland General Electric.



           21          The facility would carry approximately 1100



           22      megawatts of energy that's generated east of the Cascades



           23      to customers west of the Cascades.



           24          Next slide, please.  This is sort of a zoom in on



           25      the part of the project that effects, on land, Washington
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            1      state.  The project would exit the river in Stevenson,



            2      would primarily use State Route 14.  Everything would be



            3      buried.  There would be no visual impact at all.  It



            4      would use State Route 14 before coming over around the



            5      Bonneville Dam and reentering the river south of the -- I



            6      should say west of the Bonneville Dam as shown.  The



            7      entrance and exit from the river would be accomplished by



            8      horizontal directional drilling.  So, again, there would



            9      be no visual impact on the land in Washington.



           10          Next slide, please.  Can I get the next slide?



           11      There we go.  So why are we doing this?  I think it's



           12      been pretty well established that there's an urgent need



           13      for transmission, new transmission in the Pacific



           14      Northwest.  I won't belabor all of the information that



           15      has been publicly available except to say that there's a



           16      number of factors that contribute to this constraint on



           17      the transmission grid.  And one of the underlying factors



           18      in looking at a project like this is the passage of the



           19      CETA legislation in Washington, and similar legislation



           20      in Oregon, which moves both states in the direction of



           21      one hundred percent clean energy, and there are interim



           22      goals that were set in those pieces of legislation.



           23          So since virtually all of the major scale utility



           24      renewable generation is located east of the Cascades,



           25      there simply is not enough existing transmission to move
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            1      that renewable energy, clean energy over the Cascades to



            2      the west where the load centers are.



            3          Next slide, please.  So this slide may not be



            4      intuitive to understand immediately, but basically what



            5      it's saying is that this is the current transmission



            6      system.  Most of the flows, the major flows, go from east



            7      to west as is shown by these sort of blue semicircles.



            8          There are a number of proposals by BPA and others



            9      for transmission upgrades.  Those are sort of indicated



           10      by the oval as circled there.  All of those upgrades will



           11      be needed.  None of them have progressed to permitting



           12      stage.  They are in the early study phase.  So even under



           13      BPA's analysis, the first of those upgrades may be done



           14      in the early 2030s, so there is a real constraint and a



           15      real time constraint in getting new transmission across.



           16          If you look at the green, sort of a bright green



           17      line, that's us.  That's the Cascade project, and it's



           18      intended to help alleviate the transmission constraints



           19      by going directly -- really past Portland and to the



           20      north/south corridor that you see sort of those purple



           21      lines.  So by getting to the north/south corridor west of



           22      Portland, that helps relieve the north/south constraints,



           23      including limitations on what can get up to the load



           24      centers in the state of Washington.



           25          So I'm going to sort of address really quickly the
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            1      idea that this is simply something to serve the city of



            2      Portland or the state of Oregon, it's not.  It is a



            3      system oriented partial solution to the very serious



            4      transmission constraints that exist.  And it will help



            5      with the 1100 megawatts of new transmission capacity to



            6      alleviate not just the east/west constraints but also the



            7      north/south constrains.  And it can do so before the BPA



            8      and other transmission upgrades can be accomplished.



            9          Next slide, please.  Very quickly, who are we?  I'm



           10      with a company called Power Bridge.  We have developed,



           11      financed, permitted, and built two comparable projects on



           12      the East Coast between New York and New Jersey.  They



           13      have been in operation respectively since 2007 and 2013.



           14      They are both underwater and underground transmission



           15      projects that are comparable to this one.



           16          We are the lead developer for Cascade Renewables.



           17      Our partners include Sun2o, which is an experienced



           18      renewables developer, and also NextEra Energy



           19      Transmission, which is the leading publicly traded



           20      utility and renewables developer.  And it also owns and



           21      operates an underwater, underground transmission project



           22      comparable to this one that currently runs under San



           23      Francisco Bay, and has been operating since 2010.



           24          Next slide, please.  So I won't belabor this one.



           25      There's already been some public attention shown on this
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            1      project for all the reasons stated.  Meeting of renewable



            2      energy goals, helping to relieve transmission



            3      constraints, and improving resilience and safety of the



            4      grid by going underwater and underground.



            5          Next slide, please.  Very quickly, this is what the



            6      underwater cable looks like.  If you look at the



            7      right-hand corner, this would be a bundle of two cables



            8      that are less than six inches in diameter.  That is shown



            9      on the left-hand photo.  That is the actual installation



           10      of one of our projects here.  It's called the Neptune



           11      project.  And two cables about a foot in diameter are



           12      bundled together with fiber optic cable and so the impact



           13      to the river is minimal.



           14          And I will show you on the next slide, if I have the



           15      next slide.  It's installed using a technology called a



           16      hydroplow.  The cable is laid off the back of a vessel



           17      into a hydroplow that executes a narrow trench by



           18      fluidizing the sediment in the river.  The cable is



           19      simultaneously laid into the trench to the required



           20      depth.  In this case it will be around ten feet.  About



           21      75 percent of the sediment is fluidized and it settles



           22      back down into the trench.  The impact to the river, as a



           23      whole, is very minimal and it's temporary during the



           24      construction period.



           25          Next slide, please.  So where are we?  As Maria
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            1      indicated, we have filed our application and that is



            2      currently under review.  That's only been in the last



            3      week or so.  There's a comparable siting certificate



            4      application that will be filed hopefully by the end of



            5      this month with the Oregon Energy Facility Siting



            6      Council.  We also are under the jurisdiction of the US



            7      Army Corps of Engineers, with two major permits, Section



            8      408 and Section 404, and we have been -- we have filed



            9      the 404 and the 408 and are proceeding with the Army



           10      Corps.



           11          And we have done a lot to encourage coordination



           12      among the various agencies, state and federal, to assure



           13      that everyone sort of is on the same page in terms of



           14      what the project is, what it does, and just as important



           15      as anything, what the potential impacts might be or might



           16      not be.  So we have held a number of coordination



           17      meetings with the agencies and with the tribes, and we



           18      will continue to do so.



           19          I know that the Corps of Engineers and Washington



           20      EFSEC and Oregon EFSEC have been in communication on a



           21      pretty much regular basis, again, to assure that a



           22      project which is complex and involves a lot of different



           23      jurisdictions can be evaluated on a -- not on an



           24      expedited, but a coordinated basis so that it minimizes,



           25      you know, confusion and misunderstanding.  We have done
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            1      everything we could to encourage that and I know that,



            2      and I know agencies have been very receptive to that.



            3          Next and final slide.  In addition to helping to



            4      meet the renewable energy goals, clean energy goals, and



            5      to help relieve transmission constraints, a project like



            6      this does have additional benefits.  There will be a



            7      member of construction jobs.  There will certainly be



            8      property tax benefits to the affected jurisdictions.



            9      There will be partnerships to encourage workforce



           10      training and education.  And we are entirely open and



           11      have been in conversation with tribes and stakeholders to



           12      look at partnerships to essentially leave the river and



           13      the surrounding area better off than when we started.



           14          So with that, that is my hopefully brief



           15      presentation, and I appreciate the time.



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Mr. Hocker.



           17      Appreciate the presentation.  I think it's very clear and



           18      helpful.  That's my perspective on what I have seen here



           19      for the first time today.  Are there other comments or



           20      questions from Council members?  None at this time it



           21      seems, but if anyone changes your mind, raise your hand.



           22      I will keep an eye out for EFSEC Staff.   Were there



           23      other comments that Staff wanted to add, Ms. Belkina?



           24      Ms. Hafkemeyer?



           25                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair
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            1      Beckett.  This is Ami Hafkemeyer.  For the record, I just



            2      wanted to reiterate that Staff will be reaching out to



            3      schedule the informational meetings and land use hearings



            4      for each of the counties and getting availability for



            5      Council members.  And once the details of those meetings



            6      are available, they will be noticed for the communities



            7      to be able to attend.



            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for noting



            9      that early.  And let me ad a further word to it, just for



           10      the benefit of the public and transparency.  Ultimately,



           11      what that translates as we will have public meetings in



           12      three counties on the Columbia River sometime here in the



           13      November, early December timeframe.  So for those of you



           14      who wish to participate, let me just make it plain and



           15      simple we will be down on the river sooner rather than



           16      later as part of our commitment not only to being out in



           17      the community.  Obviously, it's also a statutory



           18      requirement, which we will fully comply with, but the



           19      motivation is one, to me, that reflects the work of EFSEC



           20      for a long time.



           21          With that, last call for comments or questions?



           22      Certainly more work ahead, and the Council will take its



           23      appropriate steps in terms of objectivity and review as



           24      we go, and look forward to kicking off that important



           25      first public step, in addition to today's presentation,
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            1      so thank you.



            2          Moving on to our other items for the day.  First we



            3      will start with Sonia Bumpus, our Director, on cost



            4      allocations.  And let me just note that when you are



            5      finished with that we will move on the changes of the



            6      public comment period, unless there's questions with



            7      regard to our cost allocations.  So I will turn this over



            8      to you, Sonia, to cover your items?



            9                        DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  Thank you.  This is



           10      Sonia Bumpus.  Thank you, Chair Beckett and Council



           11      members.  Good afternoon.  For the update on the



           12      nondirect cost allocations these are the percentages for



           13      second quarter fiscal year 2026 covering October 1, 2025



           14      to December 31, 2025.  And I will just note that one of



           15      the changes to the cost allocations since you saw it last



           16      is that we've added the Cascade Renewable Transmission



           17      project, which you just heard an introduction on.



           18          So we have Columbia Generating Station at 20



           19      percent.  Horse Heaven, ten percent.  Cascade Renewable,



           20      eight percent.  Chehalis, six percent.  Grays Harbor 1/2,



           21      six percent.  Carriger Solar, six percent.  Goldeneye,



           22      five percent.  Wallula Gap, five percent.  Columbia



           23      Solar, four percent.  Ostrea, four percent.  Goose



           24      Prairie, four percent.  Hop Hill, four percent.  Kittitas



           25      Valley, four percent.  Wild Horse, four percent.
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            1      Wautoma, three percent.  WNP 1, three percent.  Badger



            2      Mountain, two percent.  High Top, two percent.  That



            3      concludes my update on the nondirect cost allocation.  If



            4      there aren't any questions, I will go ahead and proceed



            5      with update for the Council about some of the changes



            6      that EFSEC Staff are working on with respect to our



            7      public comment process.



            8                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I don't see any hands



            9      raised on the first item, so please proceed.



           10                        DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  Thank you.  So this



           11      is an opportunity here to just update the Council on some



           12      of the things that Staff have identified as changes to



           13      how we conduct our public comment process.  I will just



           14      go over the Open Public Meetings Act here briefly.  It



           15      was amended in 2022.  So under the Open Public Meetings



           16      Act, or referred to as OPMA, EFSEC is required to give



           17      the public an opportunity to comment before the Council



           18      takes a final action on any measures that the OPMA



           19      defines as final actions.



           20          So this is a collective positive or negative



           21      decision or an actual vote by a majority of members of a



           22      government body when sitting as a body or entity upon a



           23      motion, proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance.



           24          And so as this Council knows and as we talked about



           25      in the context of holding public comment periods, the
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            1      nature of our work is such that the Council has a wide



            2      range of issues that you are making decisions on or



            3      taking final action, and it includes finalizing and



            4      producing documents that capture these decisions,



            5      recommendations to the Governor, including the draft site



            6      certification agreement, various Council orders, other



            7      decisions related to land use decision and our



            8      adjudicative process, and the issuance of air and water



            9      permits, which are required for our facility operations.



           10          So we have identified a number of things that we



           11      needed to improve.  The one being, you know, the



           12      consistency in conducting public comments under the OPMA



           13      on documents like the ones I just mentioned, so having



           14      consistency there.  The outreach that's involved where we



           15      are communicating to the public and others about the



           16      public comment period that we are going to hold, and what



           17      that's about, being clear about that and giving notice



           18      early, as early as possible so that people know that that



           19      public comment opportunity is coming.



           20          And then, of course, being clear about what the



           21      decision is about, what the documents are that are



           22      related to that public comment.  One of the things that



           23      we also had identified and Council Member Nelson and



           24      Council Member Brewster both mentioned this earlier is



           25      that we also have instances where there's not very much
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            1      time after the comment period is concluded to review



            2      comments and figure out how to respond to them.  And so I



            3      will tell you right now before I get into some of these



            4      changes -- a few of the changes we have made so far that



            5      we are still talking about that.  We are still trying to



            6      set what we think should be sort of the minimum, but I



            7      think we are looking at something like a week, where we



            8      want to give ourselves a full week to give time to review



            9      comments, digest those, and consult with legal counsel



           10      and others about what we need to do, so we are still



           11      working on that.  So stay tuned on that one.



           12          But a couple things I did want to share in this



           13      update is the first thing we did was we committed to



           14      ensuring that documents that are going to be considered



           15      by the Council for a final vote are published with a



           16      minimum 14-day public comment period, unless we determine



           17      that there's some unique reason that it should be shorter



           18      or longer in duration.



           19          There are also may be cases where there's a public



           20      comment period that's already mandated by regulation, and



           21      so, of course, in those instances that is what we would



           22      follow, but for public comment under the OPMA we are



           23      going to commit to a 14-day public comment period.  And



           24      as I mentioned a while ago, I think that we are going to



           25      be looking at giving ourselves about a week minimum to
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            1      look at comments and have that turnaround time.



            2          A couple of the other updates I have have to do with



            3      our website.  We launched a new website earlier this



            4      year, and with the launch of that website we have already



            5      made some changes to it where we are prominently



            6      displaying upcoming items that are coming before the



            7      Council.  Those changes have already been made on the



            8      website, but there are a number of others.



            9          We are also working out -- still working out



           10      glitches, but we have been able to use the features of



           11      our new website to link the public comment campaigns to



           12      the actual associated documents, so that's helping with



           13      the navigation and finding the documents that are



           14      associated with those public comment periods.  With our



           15      prior website, the functionality was a little bit



           16      different, and with the new design we have got better



           17      capabilities there.



           18          We are also working on a few other things related to



           19      this, which have to do with the wording on the website,



           20      but also the wording in our public notifications.  So,



           21      for instance, when we send notifications out about



           22      Council activities and actions, public comment periods



           23      through GovDelivery, we are working to sort of plain talk



           24      and more succinctly explain what we are doing as part of



           25      that notification.  So that is going -- that's an update





                                                                           61

�







            1      to our Council notifications.  It's going to transfer



            2      over to also the website, making sure that we are being



            3      succinct and really kind of getting to the point, if you



            4      will, about here's what's going on.  Here's what we have



            5      got in front of us.  Here's the document you need to look



            6      at, and here is how you can comment.



            7          One of the other things that is also related that is



            8      still in the works, I think we will need a little more



            9      time to work out the details, but we are also working to



           10      develop a multi month public calendar that will post on



           11      our website.  The idea here is that we have got -- we



           12      have got a calendar up there that people can access that



           13      will tell them what's going on at the upcoming Council



           14      meeting, but also what we are anticipating, sort of a



           15      tentative schedule for what's coming to the Council the



           16      following meeting.  And we are internally discussing how



           17      far out we want to forecast and provide a useful



           18      forecast.  Because, of course, if we try to forecast out



           19      too far it just becomes very tentative and it's not very



           20      useful.  We don't want that.  So we are looking at



           21      focusing right now on the current upcoming meeting,



           22      what's coming up, and then the following meeting, and



           23      then just noting that this is our tentative agenda, so we



           24      are working on this calendar.



           25          And, as I said, you know, we are going to be
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            1      communicating this information on our website, so a



            2      minimum 14-day comment period that we are making a



            3      commitment to do that, and then also we need to add the



            4      turnaround time.



            5          One last comment I will make, I don't know if



            6      there's any questions, but I think that one of the things



            7      that's going to be really great about these changes that



            8      we are making, it's not just for consistency and clarity,



            9      and I think that's going to help with engagement with the



           10      public, but I think it's going to help inform the project



           11      schedules.



           12          We talked a long time here at EFSEC about sharing



           13      major milestones for projects that we have before us.



           14      There's a lot of steps to our process.  We would -- we



           15      have, for a long time, wanted to be able to share project



           16      schedules and share those milestones so people can plan



           17      and prepare to engage the Council members, all of us.



           18      It's difficult when you don't have all of those standard



           19      timelines in place.  So I think by creating these side



           20      boards around this process we are going to have the



           21      ability to provide more information about key milestones



           22      for the projects that are before us.  That concludes my



           23      update on public comments.



           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you.  That's a



           25      very good update.  I expect that will be reflected
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            1      potentially in a couple comments here.  Let me just make



            2      a brief one and then I will turn to other Council members



            3      for their comments and questions.



            4          I want to thank you, Director Bumpus, as well as all



            5      the Staff for ultimately supporting, you know, the



            6      internal changes that I don't think are new to EFSEC, but



            7      certainly there's been focus on that, and certainly one



            8      that I have advocated for and appreciate, you know, here



            9      it is on full display, including the new website.  That



           10      certainly -- I think we all appreciate it.  And I want to



           11      recognize it started long before I became the new Chair,



           12      and so celebrate that earlier work as well as the more



           13      recent and ongoing work.



           14          I just want to acknowledge that while it's always



           15      been a part of your work, I think it's a further focus in



           16      taking that on, and all the challenges that come with



           17      projects that have long been in EFSEC's file, if you



           18      will, like Horse Heaven.  Obviously, there's a new



           19      application on a small modular reactor, and that's not a



           20      small issue on any day, if not generationally for all of



           21      us in Washington, no matter where that lands in terms of



           22      decisions.  Just the process alone on that project is



           23      significant.  And I think the project we just heard on



           24      transmission being considered around the Columbia River,



           25      you know, again, just that alone is a significant impact
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            1      to the agency.  I just want to recognize that, as well as



            2      Council members who have -- feel that impact too, but



            3      obviously the Staff, as well as our outside partners and



            4      sometimes contractors get swept into that, and so I just



            5      want to acknowledge that work and encourage whatever we



            6      can do to continue it.



            7          Ultimately, 14-day comment periods, which I'm



            8      committed to, and review periods, they don't make time



            9      certain outcomes easier.  And for those that want to know



           10      that EFSEC has statutory mandates, and I don't think we



           11      have quite achieved that year turnaround on our projects,



           12      which I don't know if that was a realistic objective with



           13      respect to the legislature back in 1970, but nonetheless,



           14      I think there's a theme there that we should maintain,



           15      but how to balance that and all the complexities of these



           16      individual projects is hard work, and so thanks for



           17      letting me share that.  I will turn it to my fellow



           18      Council members who has a question or comment.  Maybe I



           19      made enough for all of you.  It looks that way.



           20          Okay.  So with that, let's move on to the update on



           21      the delegation of authority and Ami Hafkemeyer will



           22      provide that update.



           23                        MS. HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you.  I had a



           24      brief update for you on the delegation of authority



           25      Policy 16-01 that was approved by the Council on June
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            1      25th of this year.  On August 15th, the Yakama Nation



            2      filed a petition for judicial review with the Yakama



            3      County Superior Court.  Friends of the Columbia Gorge and



            4      Tri-Cities CARES, also filed a petition with the Clark



            5      County Superior Court.  Staff will be recommending



            6      additional clarifying language be added to the policy to



            7      make more transparent EFSEC's practices around



            8      pre-construction and preoperational plan reviews.  Staff



            9      plan to prepare these edits and post the track changes



           10      version of the policy on October 27th, for a two-week



           11      public comment period ahead of the November 19th Council



           12      meeting.  Are there any questions?



           13                        CHAIR BECKETT:  I would just say thank



           14      you for leading out as to what was described on the prior



           15      item, as well as those dates were provided here today on



           16      is 15th of October and so appreciate that.



           17          Other comments or questions on the delegation of



           18      authority by the Council?  Seeing and hearing none, we



           19      will move on to rules discussion and CR-101 action by the



           20      Council, which I trust Lisa McLean will further explain



           21      that term.



           22                        MS. MCLEAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.



           23      For the record, Lisa McLean, Legislative and Policy



           24      Manager and Tribal liaison for EFSEC.  I wanted to



           25      provide you all and the public with an update about our
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            1      upcoming plans on rulemaking.



            2          As background, last year -- in May, we completed a



            3      yearlong housekeeping rulemaking process.  That



            4      initiative involved a thorough review of all chapters of



            5      Title 463 WAC.  That's the section of the Washington



            6      Administrative Code that relates to our rules.  The



            7      changes that were introduced at that time were aimed at



            8      aligning EFSEC's rules with its statute as it was amended



            9      in 2022, as well as aligning it to other important



           10      statutes, such as the Public Records Act, the



           11      Environmental Health Law Reorganization Act, an other



           12      laws that had changed in the last 20 years since we had



           13      done such a major overhaul.



           14          With that update down, we are done.  We are now



           15      digging down into the rules to ensure that all of the



           16      rules have the appropriate level of, and accurate



           17      guidance as to formal and informal procedures that EFSEC



           18      uses to implement its statute.  We have identified a few



           19      chapters that we believe could benefit amendment in order



           20      to clarify the procedures and practices of the Council.



           21          And those chapters include Chapter 463-30 WAC, which



           22      is about the adjudicative proceedings.  We are looking to



           23      clarify expectations about that process, to clarify -- to



           24      bring it up to date with the current technology, and to



           25      make it clear how the proceedings are rolled up into a
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            1      complete record of decisionmaking that becomes the part



            2      of recommendations to the Governor.  So those are some of



            3      the changes that we are going to seek to pursue with



            4      amending that WAC.



            5          The second WAC that we are looking to amend is



            6      Chapter 463-60 on application.  We would like to see if



            7      we can provide guidance on the value and the process of



            8      pre-application.



            9          And then the third one is Chapter 463-72, which is



           10      about site restoration and preservation.  We feel the



           11      need to clarify important details on the financial



           12      assurance process.



           13          So we plan to initiate rulemaking by filing -- by



           14      submitting this month a pre-notice inquiry, which is



           15      commonly referred to as a CR-101.  The filing of that



           16      form with the Code Reviser's Office and its publication



           17      in the Washington Register will begin a process of public



           18      and tribal engagement to develop and adopt amended



           19      language.  We suspect this process to take anywhere from



           20      sixth months to one year.  Are there any questions?



           21                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you for the



           22      update.  And, again, I think a lot of the theme here



           23      today on those evolutions that have, in some cases, been



           24      underway for a long time and some more recent.  I



           25      appreciate that update.
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            1          Are there other questions or comments from the



            2      Council for Lisa Mclean?  Okay.  Well, obviously, more of



            3      a heads up of things to come.  For some I know there's



            4      been more focus perhaps that any party might expect on



            5      some of those matters, and so certainly we welcome that



            6      proactive engagement before we get into the specific



            7      work.



            8          If there are other outside parties that have



            9      questions in the interim or want to make contact with us,



           10      we certainly welcome and encourage early questions or



           11      thoughts about those matters that Lisa just described.



           12          Director Bumpus, I don't think there are other



           13      items.  Let me check with you in case anything pops up.



           14                        DIRECTOR BUMPUS:  I don't have



           15      anything.  Thank you.  I actually hope I'm done.



           16                        CHAIR BECKETT:  All right.  Are there



           17      other closing comments from Council, and I see Councilman



           18      Pamplin has his hand up.



           19                        COUNCILMAN PAMPLIN:  Thanks, Mr.



           20      Chair.  And just as we are wrapping up, I just wanted to



           21      see if there was opportunity here to request some time,



           22      and I look to you and Director Bumpus, perhaps at the



           23      November or December Council meeting where we schedule



           24      some time under the kind of the other business section of



           25      our agenda to discuss some of our other processes.  A
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            1      couple of the areas that I would like to flag and I



            2      realize that we are late on time now, but just the kind



            3      of categories of process ideas that I would like to



            4      deliberate with the Council, one is whether it is



            5      required to ask project proponents to attend the EFSEC



            6      monthly meetings to provide updates when there are no



            7      nonroutine issues to report.  I would like to understand



            8      if there's another to receive those updates where we



            9      don't ask about a dozen people to call in unless there's



           10      some sort of a regulatory requirement that I'm not aware



           11      of for the project proponents to give those updates.



           12          Second, is to consider occasionally inviting



           13      presentations from other agencies, such as an update on



           14      programmatic EISs being pursued by Ecology or perhaps our



           15      regional energy demand forecast and an update relevant to



           16      our status as a state in meeting our state's clean energy



           17      goals, or even the Department of Fish and Wildlife's new



           18      wind and solar energy guidelines.



           19          I think this would be pretty minimal work on EFSEC



           20      Staff, as we are asking others to come in and brief us



           21      with short presentations, if that information is germane



           22      to the work that we do at EFSEC and provides context for



           23      a number of decisions we make on the Council.



           24          I would also recommend that we schedule those when



           25      you have the new year at a glance where we don't lengthy
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            1      Council agenda items that we are spending time on



            2      deliberations, but we had those on meetings where it's



            3      not quite as busy.



            4          And then finally, another process idea I would like



            5      to discuss with the Council is sometimes when we make



            6      motion language or make motions, I should say, it's



            7      important that we use very precise language with specific



            8      times or specific legal actions.  It would be helpful to



            9      have that draft motion language as a member of the



           10      Council.  I don't know if there's a way that we could



           11      include that, for instance, on the summary sheet for the



           12      project, which also signals to the public are monitoring



           13      EFSEC's deliberations on what the Council's Staff



           14      recommendation is, and then as needed we can edit that



           15      motion language on the fly.  It's helpful, I find, for



           16      other intergovernmental forms to have that language in



           17      advance of the meeting.



           18          So I offer those as just future ideas for a future



           19      discussion, hopefully later this fall, of some other



           20      process improvements that I hope to work with you all on,



           21      and I'm happy to work with the Director, or you, Mr.



           22      Chairman, to flesh those ideas out for further



           23      discussion.  Thank you.



           24                        CHAIR BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman



           25      Pamplin.  I think those are welcome suggestions.
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            1      Obviously, the execution of them is always part of the



            2      detail on top of some of the other demands we have



            3      discussed here today, but I think they are important



            4      opportunities, and some of which, I know, have been



            5      discussed in perhaps years past, in terms of like the



            6      regular cadence of the meeting.  I am mindful of people's



            7      time and resource, you know, for that kind of routine.  I



            8      think more to come on all of those and I really



            9      appreciate you putting those forward more formally here



           10      in an appropriate shared environment, including with out



           11      two new Council members as well here today.



           12          Were there other comments or questions from the



           13      Council?  Okay.  Well, soon we will gavel this out, and



           14      Councilman Ryan and Councilman Nelson, you can chalk up



           15      your first EFSEC Council meetings, so congratulations.



           16      And with that, at 3:13 we are adjourned.



           17



           18                   (Proceedings concluded at 3:13 p.m.)



           19
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            1      STATE OF WASHINGTON )    I, Christy Sheppard, CCR, RPR,

                                       ) ss a certified court reporter

            2      County of Pierce    )    in the State of Washington, do

                                            hereby certify:

            3



            4

                        That the foregoing Monthly Meeting of the Washington

            5      State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council was

                   conducted in my presence and adjourned on October 15,

            6      2025, and thereafter was transcribed under my direction;

                   that the transcript is a full, true and complete

            7      transcript of the said meeting, transcribed to the best

                   of my ability;

            8

                        That I am not a relative, employee, attorney, or

            9      counsel of any party to this matter or relative or

                   employee of any such attorney or counsel, and that I am

           10      not financially interested in the said matter or the

                   outcome thereof;

           11

                        IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my signature

           12      on October 29, 2025.
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           16                               ________________________________

                                            /s/Christy Sheppard, CCR, RPR

           17                               Certified Court Reporter No. 1932

                                            (Certification expires 05/06/26.)
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