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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 21, 2025; OLYMPI A, WASHI NGTON
KURT BECKETT: This is Kurt Beckett, chair
of the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council, calling at
9:01 AM to order our special council neeting for the
Carriger Solar project.
And, Ms. Grantham would you call the role please?
ANDREA GRANTHAM  OF cour se.
Depart ment of Conmerce.
Depart nent of Ecol ogy.
BLAKE NELSON: Bl ake Nel son, present.
ANDREA GRANTHAM  Departnent of Fish and
Wldlife.
NATE PAMPLIN: Nate Panplin, present.
ANDREA GRANTHAM  Departnent of Natur al
Resour ces.
MAVERI CK RYAN. Maverick Ryan, present.
ANDREA GRANTHAM  Utilities & Transportation
Conmi ssi on.
STACEY BREWSTER  Stacey Brewster, present.
ANDREA GRANTHAM  For | ocal governnent and
optional state agency for Carriger Solar, Matt Chiles.
MATT CHI LES: WMatt Chiles, present.
ANDREA GRANTHAM  Assi stant Attorney
General, Jon Thonpson.
JON THOWPSON: Present.
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ANDREA GRANTHAM  For Council staff, Sonia
Bunpus.

SONI A BUMPUS:  Present.

ANDREA GRANTHAM  Am Haf keneyer

AM HAFKEMEYER:  Present.

ANDREA GRANTHAM  Sean G eene.

SEAN GREENE: Present.

ANDREA GRANTHAM  And Joanne Snar sKki

JOANNE SNARSKI: Present.

ANDREA GRANTHAM Do we have anyone here for
t he Counsel for the Environnent?

SARAH REYNEVELD: Sarah Reyneveld is
present.

ANDREA GRANTHAM  Thank you.

Chair, there is a quorum

KURT BECKETT: Thank you very nuch.

| will share, for the benefit of the group, that ny
conputer has had a cold restart for the second tine in rea
time. So I'll do ny best to play along here with
Ms. Granthaml s assistance.

So, as | believe we all know, we are here today to
consider the revised draft site certification agreenent for
the Carriger Solar project as well as Resolution 360.

So, wth that, we are going to begin wwth the staff

presentation. |'Ill be happy to take comments and questi ons

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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fromthe Council on that presentation first, and then, if
it's the will of the Council, we'll proceed to consider the
action of both those docunents that | have nentioned. So,
with that, | believe Am Hafkeneyer will |ead the staff
briefing this norning.

AM HAFKEMEYER  Thank you, Chair Beckett.
And good norning, Council. | appreciate everybody joining
us here at 9:00 A M

So today we are here to tal k about the activity that's
been going on for the Carriger Solar project. And | would
like to hand this presentation over to Ms. Snarski.

JOANNE SNARSKI :  Thank you, Am.

Wll, let's go ahead and forward to the next slide.
Vell, given that we have -- |"'msorry. | should say this
I s Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for Carriger
Sol ar .

Just a quick rem nder for a couple of our new counci
menbers that we're reviewng the Carriger Solar project
which is 160-negawatt solar voltaic electric generating
facility in Klickitat County. It also has an adjoi ni ng
63- negawatt battery storage. The acreage of the site on
private land is approximately 2,108 acres, but only 1, 326
of those will include the project conponents.

So this map shows you the general |ocation within

Washi ngton. It also narrows down into the county and gives
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you a little further detail on the bottom!lower |eft of how
it looks within that area.

Go ahead to the next slide.

So the current status, and to give a little bit of
background. On June 25th, 2025, the EFSEC Council voted to
approve a recommendation to the Governor for the facility.
After the Governor's consideration, he remanded that back
to EFSEC on August 22nd. At that point, he indicated what
he wanted us to take further action on. And I'll go into
detail on that next.

But the next action that was taken after the remand was
for Chair Beckett to send a letter to the Yakama Nation
Council Chairman. And that was sent on August 26 asking
for their response to a few of the itens we'll go over.
They then responded in Septenber on Septenber 25th to the
EFSEC Council. At that point EFSEC revi ewed the
i nformation they provided and devel oped draft Resol ution
360 and revised the site certification agreenment on Cctober
3rd.

W then put that out to public comment on October 6th
t hrough the 19th. And it is those two itens that we are
here to evaluate for your consideration.

Next slide, please.

So, in the Governor's remand, he directed Chair Beckett

to allow the Yakama Nation the opportunity to provide input

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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on Chair Beckett's confidential sunmary neno of the
consultation he and staff held with the tribe on June 4th,
2025. The other direction -- I'"'msorry. The other
direction was to give the Yakama Nation the opportunity to
provi de additional input on five mtigation neasures that
we identified in our mtigated determ nation of
non-si gni fi cance.

Those included the setbacks from solar panels and the
fencing to the road. And |'lIl show nore detail on what
those mtigation neasures look like. But it also includes
sonme neasures, such as traffic control plans, allowed for
their review as well as site restoration, evaluation of
t hose pl ans.

Next slide, please.

So in the Yakanma Nation's response, they expressed two
primary concerns, and they al so provided sone suggestions
that they would |ike to see. But |I'll go over the concerns
t hat they provided.

In the Chair Beckett's consultation neno, they
expressed that the neno did not capture the depth of their
concerns regarding TCPs. They also prefer an adjudicative
process. And, w thout an adjudicative process, EFSEC
council cannot interpret fully, and their interpretation is
fl awed and inaccurate w thout that process.

That | ast point (indecipherable) part of the summary

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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meno. It was one other nmajor area that they disagreed
with. And in it, essentially, they disagreed with EFSEC s
finding of the decision for the mtigated determ nation of
non-si gni fi cance.

Next slide, please.

Their suggestions to renedy that, in this case, would
be, first, they prefer to deny the approval for placenent
of solar panels in the northern portion of the project.
And, on these in this portion, they would Iike to have seen
conservation | eases on those parcels be entered into.

Next, if that could not be done, they would prefer the
Council withdraw the mtigated determ nation of
non-signi ficance and the draft recommendation, and perform
a full environnental -inpact statenent and an adj udi cation
process.

Next slide, please.

So, after that response, we had redrafted -- or we
eval uated that information, but we were al so required under
the OPMA to provide public conmments on the two docunents
that we drafted fromthat response. |[In that public coment
that recently closed, we received 12 comments. Six of the
comments reflected environnental i|npacts or process
concerns by EFSEC.

The environnental inpacts that were expressed were with

regards to | and use, visual aesthetics, wildfire, wildlife,

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N T R N R N I S T T T T e e R e e R
g A W N P O © 0 ~N O U M W N B O

Carriger Solar Special Council Meeting

Verbatim Report of Proceedings, - Page 9

and cultural resources. The EFSEC process concerns

i ncl uded revi ew and approval of our process, the timng of
our neetings, and the length of the conmment peri od.
However, no comments provided new information or justified
changes to the draft resolution that was up for comment.

Next slide, please.

So, with regards to the mtigation that the Governor
requested that we provide the Yakama Nation with additional
time to review Once we received their information back,
we really had to review and reflect on what actions we had
taken through our mtigated determ nation and
non-si gni ficance that was conpleted here on April 7th in
2025.

We reviewed what actions we took and that were -- how
t hey addressed the traditional and cultural properties that
t he Yakama Nation have concerns wth.

What we did was to include substantial setbacks
established to the TCPs and the transportation routes in
t hat area

We al so provided supplenental fencing |ayout and design
to support wildlife novenent that was consistent with the
Departnment of Fish and Wldlife's input and requests.

W al so added sone enhanced vi sual screening to
I ncorporate natural features. That was done in the revised

MDNS | ater in the process.
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We al so provided the Yakanma Nation -- | believe, per
their request -- to reviewthe site restoration plans.

There's two plans that they wll participate in: the
initial plan as well as the final plan for deconm ssi oni ng.
And, finally, the devel oper also is going to provide
financial support to the Yakama Nation for suppl enental

studies on TCPs in the project area.

So, wth regards to the mtigation that we requested --
next slide, please -- we have a few graphics and
sinmulations that | think will be hel pful to understand the
actions that EFSEC has included in our determ nation.

So this slide shows the increased setbacks from State
Route 142, which is along the southern portion of the
project -- that small red dot on the bottom of the
ri ght-hand graphi c shows you where this graphic is show ng.
The original setback is on the left. The revised |ayout is
on the right, denonstrating an additional setback of the
fencing in that area.

Next slide, please.

And this is the sinulation that was provided to us by
t he devel oper through our discussions and requests from
them It shows the existing condition on the left, the
original setback on the top right, and then the increased
set backs and how that will |ook on the lower right. Again,

that's from State Route 142.

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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Next slide, please.

So these are the increased setbacks al ong N ght Road.
Agai n, you can see the area that this is depicting in the
ri ght hand graphic where the red dot is. It's
denonstrating that there are additional setbacks that were
provided. And it equates to about 50 to 70 feet al ong that
road.

Next slide please.

Again, these are the actual sinulations of that along
Ni ght Road fromthe existing, to the original setbacks, and
t hen the increased setbacks on the |ower right.

Just trying to provide enough tine to let fol ks kind of
take that in -- absorb it.

But next slide, please.

So this graphic shows the increased setbacks that we
added fromthe DNR parcel, which were particular to the
| ssues that the Yakama had expressed their concerns from
viewi ng along the or on the DNR parcel -- which is this
particul ar parcel.

So what you're looking at, at that blue shaded area, is
the actual DNR parcel itself. The upper portion is show ng
the sol ar panel of the original layout. And then the
bottom portion is showi ng the increased setbacks shown from
t hat area

And the next slide shows what that sinulation would

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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| ook Iike. Fromthe existing condition, again, to the
original in the upper right. And the increased setback in
the | ower right.

The next slide actually shows a depiction of fromthe
DNR parcel. Really fromthe center, | think you can see,
again, that red dot on the lower-left graphic side is
denonstrating where this sinulation was captured from And
| think this shows a |ot nore of the setting of the area
along with the existing infrastructure. |In that case, the
BPA |ine transmssion lines up there along that area. And,
of course, this section in the north sits right adjacent
and beneath that transm ssion |ine.

So you see the original setbacks that are depicted and,
again, the revised with the setbacks we added into that.

Next slide please.

So EFSEC s recommendation -- staff recommendation to
the Council is that EFSEC s determ nation of
non-significance i s based on effective mtigation
identified in the draft site certification agreenent. It
reduces inpacts to the traditional and cultural properties,
vi sual aesthetics, the sense of place, the access, the
qual ity of experience, and traditional hunting practices to
noderate or bel ow magni t ude.

We do not recommend any additional mitigation. And,

you know, this is -- per the governor's request, staff

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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provi ded the suppl enental opportunity for the Yakama Nation
to provide input on that mtigation. Upon our review of
the information they provided -- the Yakama Nation, that

Is -- and our re-review of our SEPA analysis we perforned,
we determ ned our anal ysis supports that inpacts are
reduced to non-significance.

Next slide, please.

So, with that, nost of -- well, all of this information
is articulated in the draft resolution that has been
avai | abl e for your review as well as the public. Wat we
are proposing is to add new | anguage to the revised or
amended site-certification agreenent. And we're only
maki ng one suggested change -- and that is to Article 7,
sub-paragraph H, and it's under the project operation.

Next slide please.

And this | anguage was done at the request of ensuring
that we were providing clear request and requirenent by the
devel oper to provide funding to the Confederated Tribes of
t he Yakama Nation for grant funds to do further analysis on
traditional and cultural properties in the vicinity of the
Carriger Energy project. That funding anount is for
$100,000. And the request will be for themto receive that
noney once the facility becones comrercially operational.

So next slide.

That concludes ny presentation. And this is what we

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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woul d be requesting of the Council today -- providing this
draft notion.

But we can have questions or discussion as needed.

KURT BECKETT: Thank you, Ms. Snarski.

So, as | stated at the outset, let's go ahead and take
questions or coments fromthe Council on the staff
presentation before we nove to entertain any actions.

My conputer is back and running.

So be free to raise your hand or speak up, and
Ms. Ganthamand | will call on you.

Counci | man Panpl i n.

NATE PAMPLIN: Geat. Thanks, M. Chair.

And thanks for the presentation, M. Snarski. Very
clear. And |'mtracking -- gone through all the materials,
and appreci ated the overview this norning.

| just wanted to explore a little bit further of Yakama
Nation's request of not permtting solar panels in the
northern portion of the project area. | believe that's
al so coupled with the suggestion of turning those parcels
and requiring that the project proponent secure
conservati on easenments on those.

| don't know if we could conpel. | know we can't
conpel | andowners to enter into conservation easenents
along the lines of suggestion, but | imagine it is within

scope to not permt siting the solar array in that northern

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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ar ea.

Now, we've already gone through the environnental
anal ysis and shown that we think that, with the revised
mtigated determ nation of non-significance, that that's
resol ved. But, just for the sake of kind of understanding
the nature of the request, could you descri be what that
woul d entail and what would that nmean to the overall power
generating capacity of the project, please?

SEAN GREENE: Madam - -

JOANNE SNARSKI: | think I'mgoing to | ook
for alittle help on this.

SEAN GREENE: Yeah. | can probably answer
t hat .

This is Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC

We' ve had di scussions with the applicant for this
proj ect about what inposing the Yakama Nation's
recomrendati ons would ook like in terns of the viability
of their project and the power generation.

They' ve suggested that it's about a reduction by half
of the project's power generation. And their contention is
that their project could not survive even a third
reduction. So inposing a mtigation neasure that would
require renoving all proposed panels fromthe northern
portion of the project area would nmake the project

non-vi abl e.

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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KURT BECKETT: Great.
Ms. Snarski, M. Geene, thanks. Thanks for that
response.
Were there other comments or questions fromthe
counci | ?
ANDREA GRANTHAM  This is Andrea G ant ham
| just want to make sure that we're able to hear
Counci | renber Matt Chiles, if he is online, because |I know
sonmetimes we accidentally nmute his phone nunber.
KURT BECKETT: Councilman Chiles, can you
just confirmthat we can hear your voice?
ANDREA GRANTHAM  Ch, | see his hand is
rai sed. Perfect.
MATT CHI LES: Yes.
Yeah. | can hear you guys just fine. Thank you.
|"mon the conputer this time and not just on the
phone. And thank you for doubl e-checking. Appreciate
t hat .
KURT BECKETT: Thanks for your participation
t hr oughout this process including today.
| believe Council wman Brewster has a question.
And, M. Chiles, if you also had one, let nme cone back
to you after Ms. Brewster goes.
STACEY BREWSTER: Thanks.

| have a question about the setbacks that were

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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descri bed around the DNR portion. |In the MDNS and the site
certification, there is nmentioned of the vegetative and
eart hen berns for screening.

Seeing the picture, can you just describe would those
structures be outside of the fencing area or within? Just
to get an idea of what sort of screening that would all ow?
Thanks.

SEAN GREENE: Yes.

So the final design of that natural screening el enent
Is still in the works between EFSEC, the applicant, and
WDFW  But it would involve a conbination of screening
vegetation, rocks, earthen berns, and it would be placed
outside of the fence line of the project area in between
that fence line and the northern boundary of the DNR
par cel .

And though that natural screening is not reflected in
t hose visual sinulations, that's sonething that would be
additive to the setbacks.

STACEY BREWSTER: Thank you.
KURT BECKETT: Councilman Chiles, let ne
j ust doubl e-check again with you in case there's a comment
or question you wi sh to nake.
MATT CHI LES: No, actually.
| did not, except | believe it's alittle ironic that

they want to disturb nature to put in natural screenings.

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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| would think leaving it as it is, inits fairly natural
area, would be best. But, if everyone's happy with the
screenings, |I'mnot going to conplain about them
KURT BECKETT: (I ndecipherable). And

certainly it sounds like there is sone adaptivity that w |
happen as those are ultimately placed and depl oyed.

Counci | man Ryan.

MAVERI CK RYAN. Thank you, Chair Beckett.

Just wondering about, in reviewing the draft resol ution
in response to the Yakama Nation's identified concerns,
EFSEC has commtted to mtigation including the
i ncorporation of the Yakama Nation in the review of al
site restoration plans to ensure that the project area is
fully restored follow ng construction and deconm ssi oni ng.

Taking that and then reviewing the MDNS, it |ooks |ike
t here was sone | anguage previously under "Historic and
Cul tural Resources" that woul d have, | think, broadened the
Tri be's engagenent in those mtigation neasures over tine.

Is staff able to expand on, you know, why the existing
| anguage is in place or what the conversation was |ike
around that specific itemin the NMDNS?

And before staff answers, Councilor Ryan, can you
clarify which page you're on in the resolution just so the
ot her council nenbers are follow ng along your citation?

MAVERI CK RYAN:. Sure thing. Yeah

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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That was at the top of Page 5 -- the end of Page 4
| eading into the top of Page 5.

KURT BECKETT: Thank you.

And, if staff would provide a response.

SEAN GREENE: Yeah.

So | know the | anguage that you're referencing. There
was sone | anguage in the initial MDNS -- the mtigated
determ nati on, non-significance -- that included things
i ke providing the Tribe -- affected tribes the opportunity
to identify cultural no-go zones and things |ike that.

That | anguage was not intended to be included in the
final version of the MDNS. It was deenmed not really
wor kable as mtigation because it was too open-ended. The
di scussions that we -- that Chair Beckett and staff had
with the Yakama Nation included that further commtnent to
i ncorporate the Yakama Nation's review into the initial
site restoration plan and the detailed sites restoration
pl ans.

And the Yakanma Nation at the tine expressed an interest
in being included in both of those and ensuring that that's
a route where they can effectively engage wth EFSEC and
the applicant to ensure that site conditions are returned
to a pre-project state follow ng the conpletion of the
proj ect .

So the | anguage that you're specifically discussing was

253.627.6401 BA production@balitigation.com
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draft | anguage that wasn't intended to be included in the
MONS. It was renoved in the first revised NMDNS.
MAVERI CK RYAN. Thank you for that
expl anation. Appreciate it.
KURT BECKETT: Thanks for the question.
Are there other questions or comments from Council ?
Vell, 1'l'l make a quick coment while just pausing in
case there's any other thoughts that conme to mnd fromthe
council nenbers. O we'll soon nove on to entertaining
actions here.

So, one, thank you for all the presentations and

di scussion. It's certainly been inportant for all of us --
certainly, I'Il speak for nyself -- to review the ful
record -- which | believe | have, including the public
coment s.

And the key thing that | was also reflecting on in
trying to respect the request of the Yakama Nation in
particular as well as obviously be responsive to our
governor, that, as noted in the resolution on Page 5,
ultimately, it is the policy of the state of Washington to
recogni ze the pressing need for increased energy facilities
and to ensure through avail abl e and reasonabl e net hods t hat
the | ocation and operation of all energy facilities wll
produce m ni mal adverse effects on the environnment, the

ecol ogy of the land, its wldlife, and the ecol ogy of state
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waters and their aquatic life.

And | think, ultimately, this is one of the core kind
of mssion challenges for EFSEC -- to ultimately achi eve as
much bal ance as we can across that statenent. But,
ultimately, we do operate within the bounds of the
Washi ngton state law. And that it does include through
avai | abl e and reasonabl e nethods. And so | appreciate the
added questions there including from Council Panplin.

In this regard, | just wanted you to know that was part
of ny reflection on howit would seemwe should be
approaching this issue.

So, with that, are there other comments or questions?

Counci | or Ryan.

MAVERI CK RYAN:. Thank you, Chair Beckett.

Do we have any sort of feedback or understanding of the

Yakama Nation's perspective on the changed | anguage or the

updat ed SCA?

KURT BECKETT: | don't knowif staff want to
answer first. | can help with that one.
JOANNE SNARSKI: Well, | think it's -- this

I s Joanne.

| think it's fair to say that we have had no further
contact since their Septenber 25th letter to us. | think,
you know, that information regarding the grant funding,

that was actually incorporated into other parts. So |
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think we're just pulling that out into the SCA to make it
nore promnent. | think that was the thought process
there. But | think they continue to be agreeable to
accepting that offer.

AM HAFKEMEYER If | could junp in. This
Is Ms. Haf keneyer.

The grant funding is something that was agreed to and
under st ood by, you know, EFSEC, the devel oper, and the
Yakama Nation prior to the Governor's response back, and
all parties were agreeable to that. So this edit is, as
Ms. Snarski nentioned, just to make it nore explicit and
make nore transparent that it is a requirenent that we wll
be docunmenting conpletion of things |ike that.

So | hope that answers your question.

KURT BECKETT: And, if | may, let ne add a
word to that.

Counci | man Ryan, | appreciate your question, for sure.

In plain speak, | think the Nation, the Yakama Nati on,
continues to be opposed to this project. And so | don't
believe that, at the end of the day, that despite, | think,
mutual efforts and good efforts to try and hear one
anot her, that that has really changed that position
fundanental | y.

| think, clearly, as | reflect on this process and ny

own direct participationinit, clearly there are
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procedural issues that | would encourage all of us to find
a neans to, you know, have a further dialogue on: what sone
of those procedural matters | ook |ike, what options we may
have to better neet the Yakama Nation's request know ng
that adjudication and its ability to engage the full
Council is very inportant to them

In this case, having received the recommendati on of the
SEPA official for mtigated determ nation of non-
significance and, as a result, to not use adjudication --
whi ch certainly has its pl ace.

| personally have sone questions about the formality of
adj udi cation after the formality of a thorough
environnmental review process, but | certainly respect the
Yakama Nation's worldview and support for -- essentially, |
interpreted it as al nost exclusive use of the adjudication
path in EFSEC processes. So, having acknow edged that, |
believe for the reasons docunented on the record and |
think further reflected in the Governor's response to us
that, ultimately, that basis of that recommendati on has not
been a further question around that, at |east on the state
side of that picture.

So certainly have great respect for the Yakama Nati on,
and | hope that we can find a neans to work on sone of
t hose i nportant process issues knowng that ultimtely

these are al so about inpacts and very deeply held beliefs
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and val ues by Yakama Nation. And | certainly want to
recogni ze that and will do ny best to respect and support
t hose out cones despite probably what will still be

di ssatisfaction, potentially, with the Council, depending
where you want to take this today.

So obviously I'mon the record on having supported the
proj ect before, and don't see, really, a reason to change
that at this stage.

But, with that, if there are other comments or
questions, let's hear those, and then nove to the next
portion of the neeting.

Counci | man Chil es.

MATT CHI LES: Thank you, Chair Beckett.

| wanted to thank the Council and staff for their work
on addressing the Yakama's concerns. | think that we have
done a good job above and beyond the requirenents of the
treaty with the Yakamas on the ceded |lands. And | think
I"mconfortable with the mtigations that are proposed.
Thank you.

KURT BECKETT: Thank you, Council man Chil es.

Last call for comments or questions.

kay. Hearing none, if it's the will of the Council,
then the Chair would entertain a notion to approve Counci
Resol ution No. 360 and the draft site certification

agreenent as anended for transmttal to the Governor for
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the Carriger solar project.

Is there said notion?

Counci | man Panpl i n.

NATE PAMPLIN.  Thank you, M. Chair.

Yes. 1'll go ahead and just nake that notion to
approve Council Resolution No. 360 and the draft site
certification agreenent as anmended for transmttal to the
Governor for the Carriger Solar Project.

KURT BECKETT: Thank you.

s there a second to the notion?

STACEY BREWSTER: Stacey Brewster, second.
KURT BECKETT: Second? Oh.

Thank you, Councilwoman Brewster.

Carriger Council, the notion has been noved and
seconded.

Is there further discussion on the action before you?
Seeing or hearing no discussion. All those in favor of the
notion, please say aye.

BLAKE NELSON: Aye.
NATHAN PAMPLI N.  Aye.
STACEY BREWSTER:  Aye.
MATT CHI LES: Aye.
KURT BECKETT: Aye.

Opposed.
MAVERI CK RYAN.  Nay.
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KURT BECKETT:
the record? | thought |
MAVERI CK RYAN

KURT BECKETT:

sonmeone can tell who's saying

Counci Il man Chil es or Ryan.
MAVERI CK RYAN:
KURT BECKETT:

The ayes carry the notion.

agr eement

the Carriger Solar project.

to our vote. |

letter in the -- dated August

procedur es,

the tribes.
And just thought,

is anmended for transmtta

just wanted to cal

information regarding its tribal

any changes in the manner of which the Council

Did we capture the nay for

heard a nay.

Yes. You did.

" mon screen. So, if

that. | didn't know it was
Council| Ryan. Sorry.
Very wel | .

And t he EFSEC Council for

Carriger has adopted the notion to approve Counci l

Resol ution No. 360, and the draft site certification

to the Governor for

And | believe, Council Panplin.
NATE PAMPLIN. Geat. Thank you, M. Chair.
M. Chairman, you spoke to this in your remarks prior

out in the governor's

22nd on Page 5 in his closing

par agr aph, he requested that EFSEC provide his office with

consul tation policies and

and he's wlling to work with EFSEC to eval uate

engages with

you know, given the circunstances

surroundi ng the Governor's direction relative to this
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project and that invitation to work with himand his office
and your remarks, M. Chairman, | just hope that we do take
advantage of that wndow. And if there's a role for
council participation in those conversations, |I'mnore than
happy to assi st.
KURT BECKETT: Thank you, Council man

Panpl i n.

| certainly wel cone any nenber of the council's
presence, you know, on our various key issues with all of
Washi ngton tribes. And so certainly it's an itemthat --
as appropriate know ng that there are sone limtations on
when the Governor's O fice can be in touch directly with
the Council. So soon, with today's action, hopefully that
w Il pass, and we'll, you know, have a nore robust
conversation as the governor requests. W certainly
wel cone t hat.

| will note, as part of the coincidence of timng, that
we wll be, several of us, departing to go attend the
Centenni al Accord at the Cowlitz Tribe in Southwest
Washi ngton for several days, actually, with the Governor
and the tribes of Washington. The Yakama Nation is not a
signatory to the Centennial Accord, but | certainly believe
that, you know, they are present there in at |east one or
nore ways. And we'll look forward to that direct

engagenent, hopefully, with the Yakama Nation i ndependent
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of this week's Centennial Accord which again is the annual
nmeeting between the Governor and his executives and tri bal
| eader s t hroughout Washi ngt on.

So with that --

SONI A BUVMPUS:  Chair Beckett, if | may?

KURT BECKETT: You may. Director Bunpus.

SONI A BUMPUS:  Apol ogies. M dog is
bar ki ng.

| just wanted to note that there will be a cover letter
acconpanying the transmttal of the reconsideration packet
back to Governor Ferguson. In the cover letter fromthe
Chair, we will provide sone information about our policies
with respect to tribal engagenent and consultation

That's all | wanted to add. Thank you.

KURT BECKETT: Thanks for that. And |
certainly actually should al so acknowl edge and thank the
Governor's Ofice and the Governor's Ofice of Indian
Affairs -- or GOA as it's known -- that supported EFSEC
in atribal outreach neeting in early June -- sent out to
all tribes in Washington. And that's just, you know, one
meeting. An inportant one, but hopefully reflective of our
ongoing commtnment to full tribal engagenent and al ways
| ooking for ways to clarify and inprove that.

And | wll note, you know, to the degree that whether

individually, as is normally the case, or, if there was
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reasons to do it on a nore regional basis, you know, EFSEC
I s al ways open for an active conversation around how to
establish tribal consultation, nenoranduns of understanding
with each tribe, so that we have as nmuch clarity as to what
t he purposes are for any individual tribe as we engage wth
them on our projects once we've received those
appl i cati ons.

|"d also like to note that | believe the staff
presentation fromtoday either is on the website or wll
soon be and certainly, | think, worthy of inclusion in the
conmuni cation back to the Governor as well.

So, with that, any other closing comments fromthe
Counci | ?

Ms. Haf keneyer did you have one last itemor did I
m sread that?

AM HAFKEMEYER: | just wanted to indicate
t hat Counci | menber Panplin had raised his hand, but you saw
that on your own. And so --
KURT BECKETT: Ckay. Perfect. Thank you.

Wel |, Council, thank you very nuch for your added tine
today. And, seeing no other hands raised for comments, |
wi |l adjourn today's neeting at 9:44 A M

Thank you all very mnuch.

(End of recording.)
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CERTI FI CATE
I, Christopher Ponce, certify that the foregoing
transcript is a full, true and accurate transcription of
t he proceedi ngs and testinony taken in the matter of the

above-entitl ed cause.

That the foregoing was transcribed from audi o recordi ng
received fromJoan Omens. The foregoing was transcribed to
the best of ny ability, taking into consideration poor
sound quality, sinultaneous speaking, background noise,

qual ity of second-party tel ephone, audi o, video recordings.

That | amnot a relative, enployee, attorney or counsel
of any party to this action, or relative or enployee of any
such attorney or counsel, and that | amnot financially

interested in the said action or the outcone thereof;

I N WTNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set mny signature on
the 4th day of Novenber, 2025.

[ s/ CHRI STOPHER L PONCE, CET
Certified El ectronic Transcri ber #4739
My CET certification expires on 08/25/2028
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1           TUESDAY, OCTOBER 21, 2025; OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON

2                   KURT BECKETT:  This is Kurt Beckett, chair

3    of the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council, calling at

4    9:01 A.M. to order our special council meeting for the

5    Carriger Solar project.

6        And, Ms. Grantham, would you call the role please?

7                   ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Of course.

8        Department of Commerce.

9        Department of Ecology.

10                  BLAKE NELSON:  Blake Nelson, present.

11                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Department of Fish and

12   Wildlife.

13                  NATE PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin, present.

14                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Department of Natural

15   Resources.

16                  MAVERICK RYAN:  Maverick Ryan, present.

17                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Utilities & Transportation

18   Commission.

19                  STACEY BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster, present.

20                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  For local government and

21   optional state agency for Carriger Solar, Matt Chiles.

22                  MATT CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.

23                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Assistant Attorney

24   General, Jon Thompson.

25                  JON THOMPSON:  Present.
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1                   ANDREA GRANTHAM:  For Council staff, Sonia

2    Bumpus.

3                   SONIA BUMPUS:  Present.

4                   ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Ami Hafkemeyer.

5                   AMI HAFKEMEYER:  Present.

6                   ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Sean Greene.

7                   SEAN GREENE:  Present.

8                   ANDREA GRANTHAM:  And Joanne Snarski.

9                   JOANNE SNARSKI:  Present.

10                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Do we have anyone here for

11   the Counsel for the Environment?

12                  SARAH REYNEVELD:  Sarah Reyneveld is

13   present.

14                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Thank you.

15       Chair, there is a quorum.

16                  KURT BECKETT:  Thank you very much.

17       I will share, for the benefit of the group, that my

18   computer has had a cold restart for the second time in real

19   time.  So I'll do my best to play along here with

20   Ms. Grantham's assistance.

21       So, as I believe we all know, we are here today to

22   consider the revised draft site certification agreement for

23   the Carriger Solar project as well as Resolution 360.

24       So, with that, we are going to begin with the staff

25   presentation.  I'll be happy to take comments and questions
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1    from the Council on that presentation first, and then, if

2    it's the will of the Council, we'll proceed to consider the

3    action of both those documents that I have mentioned.  So,

4    with that, I believe Ami Hafkemeyer will lead the staff

5    briefing this morning.

6                   AMI HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.

7    And good morning, Council.  I appreciate everybody joining

8    us here at 9:00 A.M.

9        So today we are here to talk about the activity that's

10   been going on for the Carriger Solar project.  And I would

11   like to hand this presentation over to Ms. Snarski.

12                  JOANNE SNARSKI:  Thank you, Ami.

13       Well, let's go ahead and forward to the next slide.

14   Well, given that we have -- I'm sorry.  I should say this

15   is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for Carriger

16   Solar.

17       Just a quick reminder for a couple of our new council

18   members that we're reviewing the Carriger Solar project

19   which is 160-megawatt solar voltaic electric generating

20   facility in Klickitat County.  It also has an adjoining

21   63-megawatt battery storage.  The acreage of the site on

22   private land is approximately 2,108 acres, but only 1,326

23   of those will include the project components.

24       So this map shows you the general location within

25   Washington.  It also narrows down into the county and gives
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1    you a little further detail on the bottom-lower left of how

2    it looks within that area.

3        Go ahead to the next slide.

4        So the current status, and to give a little bit of

5    background.  On June 25th, 2025, the EFSEC Council voted to

6    approve a recommendation to the Governor for the facility.

7    After the Governor's consideration, he remanded that back

8    to EFSEC on August 22nd.  At that point, he indicated what

9    he wanted us to take further action on.  And I'll go into

10   detail on that next.

11       But the next action that was taken after the remand was

12   for Chair Beckett to send a letter to the Yakama Nation

13   Council Chairman.  And that was sent on August 26 asking

14   for their response to a few of the items we'll go over.

15   They then responded in September on September 25th to the

16   EFSEC Council.  At that point EFSEC reviewed the

17   information they provided and developed draft Resolution

18   360 and revised the site certification agreement on October

19   3rd.

20       We then put that out to public comment on October 6th

21   through the 19th.  And it is those two items that we are

22   here to evaluate for your consideration.

23       Next slide, please.

24       So, in the Governor's remand, he directed Chair Beckett

25   to allow the Yakama Nation the opportunity to provide input
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1    on Chair Beckett's confidential summary memo of the

2    consultation he and staff held with the tribe on June 4th,

3    2025.  The other direction -- I'm sorry.  The other

4    direction was to give the Yakama Nation the opportunity to

5    provide additional input on five mitigation measures that

6    we identified in our mitigated determination of

7    non-significance.

8        Those included the setbacks from solar panels and the

9    fencing to the road.  And I'll show more detail on what

10   those mitigation measures look like.  But it also includes

11   some measures, such as traffic control plans, allowed for

12   their review as well as site restoration, evaluation of

13   those plans.

14       Next slide, please.

15       So in the Yakama Nation's response, they expressed two

16   primary concerns, and they also provided some suggestions

17   that they would like to see.  But I'll go over the concerns

18   that they provided.

19       In the Chair Beckett's consultation memo, they

20   expressed that the memo did not capture the depth of their

21   concerns regarding TCPs.  They also prefer an adjudicative

22   process.  And, without an adjudicative process, EFSEC

23   council cannot interpret fully, and their interpretation is

24   flawed and inaccurate without that process.

25       That last point (indecipherable) part of the summary
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1    memo.  It was one other major area that they disagreed

2    with.  And in it, essentially, they disagreed with EFSEC's

3    finding of the decision for the mitigated determination of

4    non-significance.

5        Next slide, please.

6        Their suggestions to remedy that, in this case, would

7    be, first, they prefer to deny the approval for placement

8    of solar panels in the northern portion of the project.

9    And, on these in this portion, they would like to have seen

10   conservation leases on those parcels be entered into.

11       Next, if that could not be done, they would prefer the

12   Council withdraw the mitigated determination of

13   non-significance and the draft recommendation, and perform

14   a full environmental-impact statement and an adjudication

15   process.

16       Next slide, please.

17       So, after that response, we had redrafted -- or we

18   evaluated that information, but we were also required under

19   the OPMA to provide public comments on the two documents

20   that we drafted from that response.  In that public comment

21   that recently closed, we received 12 comments.  Six of the

22   comments reflected environmental impacts or process

23   concerns by EFSEC.

24       The environmental impacts that were expressed were with

25   regards to land use, visual aesthetics, wildfire, wildlife,
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1    and cultural resources.  The EFSEC process concerns

2    included review and approval of our process, the timing of

3    our meetings, and the length of the comment period.

4    However, no comments provided new information or justified

5    changes to the draft resolution that was up for comment.

6        Next slide, please.

7        So, with regards to the mitigation that the Governor

8    requested that we provide the Yakama Nation with additional

9    time to review.  Once we received their information back,

10   we really had to review and reflect on what actions we had

11   taken through our mitigated determination and

12   non-significance that was completed here on April 7th in

13   2025.

14       We reviewed what actions we took and that were -- how

15   they addressed the traditional and cultural properties that

16   the Yakama Nation have concerns with.

17       What we did was to include substantial setbacks

18   established to the TCPs and the transportation routes in

19   that area.

20       We also provided supplemental fencing layout and design

21   to support wildlife movement that was consistent with the

22   Department of Fish and Wildlife's input and requests.

23       We also added some enhanced visual screening to

24   incorporate natural features.  That was done in the revised

25   MDNS later in the process.
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1        We also provided the Yakama Nation -- I believe, per

2    their request -- to review the site restoration plans.

3    There's two plans that they will participate in: the

4    initial plan as well as the final plan for decommissioning.

5        And, finally, the developer also is going to provide

6    financial support to the Yakama Nation for supplemental

7    studies on TCPs in the project area.

8        So, with regards to the mitigation that we requested --

9    next slide, please -- we have a few graphics and

10   simulations that I think will be helpful to understand the

11   actions that EFSEC has included in our determination.

12       So this slide shows the increased setbacks from State

13   Route 142, which is along the southern portion of the

14   project -- that small red dot on the bottom of the

15   right-hand graphic shows you where this graphic is showing.

16   The original setback is on the left.  The revised layout is

17   on the right, demonstrating an additional setback of the

18   fencing in that area.

19       Next slide, please.

20       And this is the simulation that was provided to us by

21   the developer through our discussions and requests from

22   them.  It shows the existing condition on the left, the

23   original setback on the top right, and then the increased

24   setbacks and how that will look on the lower right.  Again,

25   that's from State Route 142.
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1        Next slide, please.

2        So these are the increased setbacks along Night Road.

3    Again, you can see the area that this is depicting in the

4    right hand graphic where the red dot is.  It's

5    demonstrating that there are additional setbacks that were

6    provided.  And it equates to about 50 to 70 feet along that

7    road.

8        Next slide please.

9        Again, these are the actual simulations of that along

10   Night Road from the existing, to the original setbacks, and

11   then the increased setbacks on the lower right.

12       Just trying to provide enough time to let folks kind of

13   take that in -- absorb it.

14       But next slide, please.

15       So this graphic shows the increased setbacks that we

16   added from the DNR parcel, which were particular to the

17   issues that the Yakama had expressed their concerns from

18   viewing along the or on the DNR parcel -- which is this

19   particular parcel.

20       So what you're looking at, at that blue shaded area, is

21   the actual DNR parcel itself.  The upper portion is showing

22   the solar panel of the original layout.  And then the

23   bottom portion is showing the increased setbacks shown from

24   that area.

25       And the next slide shows what that simulation would
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1    look like.  From the existing condition, again, to the

2    original in the upper right.  And the increased setback in

3    the lower right.

4        The next slide actually shows a depiction of from the

5    DNR parcel.  Really from the center, I think you can see,

6    again, that red dot on the lower-left graphic side is

7    demonstrating where this simulation was captured from.  And

8    I think this shows a lot more of the setting of the area

9    along with the existing infrastructure.  In that case, the

10   BPA line transmission lines up there along that area.  And,

11   of course, this section in the north sits right adjacent

12   and beneath that transmission line.

13       So you see the original setbacks that are depicted and,

14   again, the revised with the setbacks we added into that.

15       Next slide please.

16       So EFSEC's recommendation -- staff recommendation to

17   the Council is that EFSEC's determination of

18   non-significance is based on effective mitigation

19   identified in the draft site certification agreement.  It

20   reduces impacts to the traditional and cultural properties,

21   visual aesthetics, the sense of place, the access, the

22   quality of experience, and traditional hunting practices to

23   moderate or below magnitude.

24       We do not recommend any additional mitigation.  And,

25   you know, this is -- per the governor's request, staff
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1    provided the supplemental opportunity for the Yakama Nation

2    to provide input on that mitigation.  Upon our review of

3    the information they provided -- the Yakama Nation, that

4    is -- and our re-review of our SEPA analysis we performed,

5    we determined our analysis supports that impacts are

6    reduced to non-significance.

7        Next slide, please.

8        So, with that, most of -- well, all of this information

9    is articulated in the draft resolution that has been

10   available for your review as well as the public.  What we

11   are proposing is to add new language to the revised or

12   amended site-certification agreement.  And we're only

13   making one suggested change -- and that is to Article 7,

14   sub-paragraph H, and it's under the project operation.

15       Next slide please.

16       And this language was done at the request of ensuring

17   that we were providing clear request and requirement by the

18   developer to provide funding to the Confederated Tribes of

19   the Yakama Nation for grant funds to do further analysis on

20   traditional and cultural properties in the vicinity of the

21   Carriger Energy project.  That funding amount is for

22   $100,000.  And the request will be for them to receive that

23   money once the facility becomes commercially operational.

24       So next slide.

25       That concludes my presentation.  And this is what we
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1    would be requesting of the Council today -- providing this

2    draft motion.

3        But we can have questions or discussion as needed.

4                   KURT BECKETT:  Thank you, Ms. Snarski.

5        So, as I stated at the outset, let's go ahead and take

6    questions or comments from the Council on the staff

7    presentation before we move to entertain any actions.

8        My computer is back and running.

9        So be free to raise your hand or speak up, and

10   Ms. Grantham and I will call on you.

11       Councilman Pamplin.

12                  NATE PAMPLIN:  Great.  Thanks, Mr. Chair.

13       And thanks for the presentation, Ms. Snarski.  Very

14   clear.  And I'm tracking -- gone through all the materials,

15   and appreciated the overview this morning.

16       I just wanted to explore a little bit further of Yakama

17   Nation's request of not permitting solar panels in the

18   northern portion of the project area.  I believe that's

19   also coupled with the suggestion of turning those parcels

20   and requiring that the project proponent secure

21   conservation easements on those.

22       I don't know if we could compel.  I know we can't

23   compel landowners to enter into conservation easements

24   along the lines of suggestion, but I imagine it is within

25   scope to not permit siting the solar array in that northern
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1    area.

2        Now, we've already gone through the environmental

3    analysis and shown that we think that, with the revised

4    mitigated determination of non-significance, that that's

5    resolved.  But, just for the sake of kind of understanding

6    the nature of the request, could you describe what that

7    would entail and what would that mean to the overall power

8    generating capacity of the project, please?

9                   SEAN GREENE:  Madam --

10                  JOANNE SNARSKI:  I think I'm going to look

11   for a little help on this.

12                  SEAN GREENE:  Yeah.  I can probably answer

13   that.

14       This is Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.

15       We've had discussions with the applicant for this

16   project about what imposing the Yakama Nation's

17   recommendations would look like in terms of the viability

18   of their project and the power generation.

19       They've suggested that it's about a reduction by half

20   of the project's power generation.  And their contention is

21   that their project could not survive even a third

22   reduction.  So imposing a mitigation measure that would

23   require removing all proposed panels from the northern

24   portion of the project area would make the project

25   non-viable.
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1                   KURT BECKETT:  Great.

2        Ms. Snarski, Mr. Greene, thanks.  Thanks for that

3    response.

4        Were there other comments or questions from the

5    council?

6                   ANDREA GRANTHAM:  This is Andrea Grantham.

7    I just want to make sure that we're able to hear

8    Councilmember Matt Chiles, if he is online, because I know

9    sometimes we accidentally mute his phone number.

10                  KURT BECKETT:  Councilman Chiles, can you

11   just confirm that we can hear your voice?

12                  ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Oh, I see his hand is

13   raised.  Perfect.

14                  MATT CHILES:  Yes.

15       Yeah.  I can hear you guys just fine.  Thank you.

16       I'm on the computer this time and not just on the

17   phone.  And thank you for double-checking.  Appreciate

18   that.

19                  KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for your participation

20   throughout this process including today.

21       I believe Councilwoman Brewster has a question.

22       And, Mr. Chiles, if you also had one, let me come back

23   to you after Ms. Brewster goes.

24                  STACEY BREWSTER:  Thanks.

25       I have a question about the setbacks that were
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1    described around the DNR portion.  In the MDNS and the site

2    certification, there is mentioned of the vegetative and

3    earthen berms for screening.

4        Seeing the picture, can you just describe would those

5    structures be outside of the fencing area or within?  Just

6    to get an idea of what sort of screening that would allow?

7    Thanks.

8                   SEAN GREENE:  Yes.

9        So the final design of that natural screening element

10   is still in the works between EFSEC, the applicant, and

11   WDFW.  But it would involve a combination of screening

12   vegetation, rocks, earthen berms, and it would be placed

13   outside of the fence line of the project area in between

14   that fence line and the northern boundary of the DNR

15   parcel.

16       And though that natural screening is not reflected in

17   those visual simulations, that's something that would be

18   additive to the setbacks.

19                  STACEY BREWSTER:  Thank you.

20                  KURT BECKETT:  Councilman Chiles, let me

21   just double-check again with you in case there's a comment

22   or question you wish to make.

23                  MATT CHILES:  No, actually.

24       I did not, except I believe it's a little ironic that

25   they want to disturb nature to put in natural screenings.
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1    I would think leaving it as it is, in its fairly natural

2    area, would be best.  But, if everyone's happy with the

3    screenings, I'm not going to complain about them.

4                   KURT BECKETT:  (Indecipherable).  And

5    certainly it sounds like there is some adaptivity that will

6    happen as those are ultimately placed and deployed.

7        Councilman Ryan.

8                   MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.

9        Just wondering about, in reviewing the draft resolution

10   in response to the Yakama Nation's identified concerns,

11   EFSEC has committed to mitigation including the

12   incorporation of the Yakama Nation in the review of all

13   site restoration plans to ensure that the project area is

14   fully restored following construction and decommissioning.

15       Taking that and then reviewing the MDNS, it looks like

16   there was some language previously under "Historic and

17   Cultural Resources" that would have, I think, broadened the

18   Tribe's engagement in those mitigation measures over time.

19       Is staff able to expand on, you know, why the existing

20   language is in place or what the conversation was like

21   around that specific item in the MDNS?

22       And before staff answers, Councilor Ryan, can you

23   clarify which page you're on in the resolution just so the

24   other council members are following along your citation?

25                  MAVERICK RYAN:  Sure thing.  Yeah.
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1        That was at the top of Page 5 -- the end of Page 4

2    leading into the top of Page 5.

3                   KURT BECKETT:  Thank you.

4        And, if staff would provide a response.

5                   SEAN GREENE:  Yeah.

6        So I know the language that you're referencing.  There

7    was some language in the initial MDNS -- the mitigated

8    determination, non-significance -- that included things

9    like providing the Tribe -- affected tribes the opportunity

10   to identify cultural no-go zones and things like that.

11       That language was not intended to be included in the

12   final version of the MDNS.  It was deemed not really

13   workable as mitigation because it was too open-ended.  The

14   discussions that we -- that Chair Beckett and staff had

15   with the Yakama Nation included that further commitment to

16   incorporate the Yakama Nation's review into the initial

17   site restoration plan and the detailed sites restoration

18   plans.

19       And the Yakama Nation at the time expressed an interest

20   in being included in both of those and ensuring that that's

21   a route where they can effectively engage with EFSEC and

22   the applicant to ensure that site conditions are returned

23   to a pre-project state following the completion of the

24   project.

25       So the language that you're specifically discussing was
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1    draft language that wasn't intended to be included in the

2    MDNS.  It was removed in the first revised MDNS.

3                   MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you for that

4    explanation.  Appreciate it.

5                   KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for the question.

6        Are there other questions or comments from Council?

7        Well, I'll make a quick comment while just pausing in

8    case there's any other thoughts that come to mind from the

9    council members.  Or we'll soon move on to entertaining

10   actions here.

11       So, one, thank you for all the presentations and

12   discussion.  It's certainly been important for all of us --

13   certainly, I'll speak for myself -- to review the full

14   record -- which I believe I have, including the public

15   comments.

16       And the key thing that I was also reflecting on in

17   trying to respect the request of the Yakama Nation in

18   particular as well as obviously be responsive to our

19   governor, that, as noted in the resolution on Page 5,

20   ultimately, it is the policy of the state of Washington to

21   recognize the pressing need for increased energy facilities

22   and to ensure through available and reasonable methods that

23   the location and operation of all energy facilities will

24   produce minimal adverse effects on the environment, the

25   ecology of the land, its wildlife, and the ecology of state
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1    waters and their aquatic life.

2        And I think, ultimately, this is one of the core kind

3    of mission challenges for EFSEC -- to ultimately achieve as

4    much balance as we can across that statement.  But,

5    ultimately, we do operate within the bounds of the

6    Washington state law.  And that it does include through

7    available and reasonable methods.  And so I appreciate the

8    added questions there including from Council Pamplin.

9        In this regard, I just wanted you to know that was part

10   of my reflection on how it would seem we should be

11   approaching this issue.

12       So, with that, are there other comments or questions?

13       Councilor Ryan.

14                  MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.

15       Do we have any sort of feedback or understanding of the

16   Yakama Nation's perspective on the changed language or the

17   updated SCA?

18                  KURT BECKETT:  I don't know if staff want to

19   answer first.  I can help with that one.

20                  JOANNE SNARSKI:  Well, I think it's -- this

21   is Joanne.

22       I think it's fair to say that we have had no further

23   contact since their September 25th letter to us.  I think,

24   you know, that information regarding the grant funding,

25   that was actually incorporated into other parts.  So I
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1    think we're just pulling that out into the SCA to make it

2    more prominent.  I think that was the thought process

3    there.  But I think they continue to be agreeable to

4    accepting that offer.

5                   AMI HAFKEMEYER:  If I could jump in.  This

6    is Ms. Hafkemeyer.

7        The grant funding is something that was agreed to and

8    understood by, you know, EFSEC, the developer, and the

9    Yakama Nation prior to the Governor's response back, and

10   all parties were agreeable to that.  So this edit is, as

11   Ms. Snarski mentioned, just to make it more explicit and

12   make more transparent that it is a requirement that we will

13   be documenting completion of things like that.

14       So I hope that answers your question.

15                  KURT BECKETT:  And, if I may, let me add a

16   word to that.

17       Councilman Ryan, I appreciate your question, for sure.

18       In plain speak, I think the Nation, the Yakama Nation,

19   continues to be opposed to this project.  And so I don't

20   believe that, at the end of the day, that despite, I think,

21   mutual efforts and good efforts to try and hear one

22   another, that that has really changed that position

23   fundamentally.

24       I think, clearly, as I reflect on this process and my

25   own direct participation in it, clearly there are
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1    procedural issues that I would encourage all of us to find

2    a means to, you know, have a further dialogue on: what some

3    of those procedural matters look like, what options we may

4    have to better meet the Yakama Nation's request knowing

5    that adjudication and its ability to engage the full

6    Council is very important to them.

7        In this case, having received the recommendation of the

8    SEPA official for mitigated determination of non-

9    significance and, as a result, to not use adjudication --

10   which certainly has its place.

11       I personally have some questions about the formality of

12   adjudication after the formality of a thorough

13   environmental review process, but I certainly respect the

14   Yakama Nation's worldview and support for -- essentially, I

15   interpreted it as almost exclusive use of the adjudication

16   path in EFSEC processes.  So, having acknowledged that, I

17   believe for the reasons documented on the record and I

18   think further reflected in the Governor's response to us

19   that, ultimately, that basis of that recommendation has not

20   been a further question around that, at least on the state

21   side of that picture.

22       So certainly have great respect for the Yakama Nation,

23   and I hope that we can find a means to work on some of

24   those important process issues knowing that ultimately

25   these are also about impacts and very deeply held beliefs
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1    and values by Yakama Nation.  And I certainly want to

2    recognize that and will do my best to respect and support

3    those outcomes despite probably what will still be

4    dissatisfaction, potentially, with the Council, depending

5    where you want to take this today.

6        So obviously I'm on the record on having supported the

7    project before, and don't see, really, a reason to change

8    that at this stage.

9        But, with that, if there are other comments or

10   questions, let's hear those, and then move to the next

11   portion of the meeting.

12       Councilman Chiles.

13                  MATT CHILES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.

14       I wanted to thank the Council and staff for their work

15   on addressing the Yakama's concerns.  I think that we have

16   done a good job above and beyond the requirements of the

17   treaty with the Yakamas on the ceded lands.  And I think

18   I'm comfortable with the mitigations that are proposed.

19   Thank you.

20                  KURT BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman Chiles.

21       Last call for comments or questions.

22       Okay.  Hearing none, if it's the will of the Council,

23   then the Chair would entertain a motion to approve Council

24   Resolution No. 360 and the draft site certification

25   agreement as amended for transmittal to the Governor for
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1    the Carriger solar project.

2        Is there said motion?

3        Councilman Pamplin.

4                   NATE PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.

5        Yes.  I'll go ahead and just make that motion to

6    approve Council Resolution No. 360 and the draft site

7    certification agreement as amended for transmittal to the

8    Governor for the Carriger Solar Project.

9                   KURT BECKETT:  Thank you.

10       Is there a second to the motion?

11                  STACEY BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster, second.

12                  KURT BECKETT:  Second?  Oh.

13       Thank you, Councilwoman Brewster.

14       Carriger Council, the motion has been moved and

15   seconded.

16       Is there further discussion on the action before you?

17   Seeing or hearing no discussion.  All those in favor of the

18   motion, please say aye.

19                  BLAKE NELSON:  Aye.

20                  NATHAN PAMPLIN:  Aye.

21                  STACEY BREWSTER:  Aye.

22                  MATT CHILES:  Aye.

23                  KURT BECKETT:  Aye.

24       Opposed.

25                  MAVERICK RYAN:  Nay.
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1                   KURT BECKETT:  Did we capture the nay for

2    the record?  I thought I heard a nay.

3                   MAVERICK RYAN:  Yes.  You did.

4                   KURT BECKETT:  I'm on screen.  So, if

5    someone can tell who's saying that.  I didn't know it was

6    Councilman Chiles or Ryan.

7                   MAVERICK RYAN:  Council Ryan.  Sorry.

8                   KURT BECKETT:  Very well.

9        The ayes carry the motion.  And the EFSEC Council for

10   Carriger has adopted the motion to approve Council

11   Resolution No. 360, and the draft site certification

12   agreement is amended for transmittal to the Governor for

13   the Carriger Solar project.

14       And I believe, Council Pamplin.

15                  NATE PAMPLIN:  Great.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.

16       Mr. Chairman, you spoke to this in your remarks prior

17   to our vote.  I just wanted to call out in the governor's

18   letter in the -- dated August 22nd on Page 5 in his closing

19   paragraph, he requested that EFSEC provide his office with

20   information regarding its tribal consultation policies and

21   procedures, and he's willing to work with EFSEC to evaluate

22   any changes in the manner of which the Council engages with

23   the tribes.

24       And just thought, you know, given the circumstances

25   surrounding the Governor's direction relative to this
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1    project and that invitation to work with him and his office

2    and your remarks, Mr. Chairman, I just hope that we do take

3    advantage of that window.  And if there's a role for

4    council participation in those conversations, I'm more than

5    happy to assist.

6                   KURT BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman

7    Pamplin.

8        I certainly welcome any member of the council's

9    presence, you know, on our various key issues with all of

10   Washington tribes.  And so certainly it's an item that --

11   as appropriate knowing that there are some limitations on

12   when the Governor's Office can be in touch directly with

13   the Council.  So soon, with today's action, hopefully that

14   will pass, and we'll, you know, have a more robust

15   conversation as the governor requests.  We certainly

16   welcome that.

17       I will note, as part of the coincidence of timing, that

18   we will be, several of us, departing to go attend the

19   Centennial Accord at the Cowlitz Tribe in Southwest

20   Washington for several days, actually, with the Governor

21   and the tribes of Washington.  The Yakama Nation is not a

22   signatory to the Centennial Accord, but I certainly believe

23   that, you know, they are present there in at least one or

24   more ways.  And we'll look forward to that direct

25   engagement, hopefully, with the Yakama Nation independent
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1    of this week's Centennial Accord which again is the annual

2    meeting between the Governor and his executives and tribal

3    leaders throughout Washington.

4        So with that --

5                   SONIA BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett, if I may?

6                   KURT BECKETT:  You may.  Director Bumpus.

7                   SONIA BUMPUS:  Apologies.  My dog is

8    barking.

9        I just wanted to note that there will be a cover letter

10   accompanying the transmittal of the reconsideration packet

11   back to Governor Ferguson.  In the cover letter from the

12   Chair, we will provide some information about our policies

13   with respect to tribal engagement and consultation.

14       That's all I wanted to add.  Thank you.

15                  KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for that.  And I

16   certainly actually should also acknowledge and thank the

17   Governor's Office and the Governor's Office of Indian

18   Affairs -- or GOIA, as it's known -- that supported EFSEC

19   in a tribal outreach meeting in early June -- sent out to

20   all tribes in Washington.  And that's just, you know, one

21   meeting.  An important one, but hopefully reflective of our

22   ongoing commitment to full tribal engagement and always

23   looking for ways to clarify and improve that.

24       And I will note, you know, to the degree that whether

25   individually, as is normally the case, or, if there was

0029

1    reasons to do it on a more regional basis, you know, EFSEC

2    is always open for an active conversation around how to

3    establish tribal consultation, memorandums of understanding

4    with each tribe, so that we have as much clarity as to what

5    the purposes are for any individual tribe as we engage with

6    them on our projects once we've received those

7    applications.

8        I'd also like to note that I believe the staff

9    presentation from today either is on the website or will

10   soon be and certainly, I think, worthy of inclusion in the

11   communication back to the Governor as well.

12       So, with that, any other closing comments from the

13   Council?

14       Ms. Hafkemeyer did you have one last item or did I

15   misread that?

16                  AMI HAFKEMEYER:  I just wanted to indicate

17   that Councilmember Pamplin had raised his hand, but you saw

18   that on your own.  And so --

19                  KURT BECKETT:  Okay.  Perfect.  Thank you.

20       Well, Council, thank you very much for your added time

21   today.  And, seeing no other hands raised for comments, I

22   will adjourn today's meeting at 9:44 A.M.

23       Thank you all very much.

24                       (End of recording.)
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		109						LN		4		12		false		         12                    SARAH REYNEVELD:  Sarah Reyneveld is				false

		110						LN		4		13		false		         13     present.				false

		111						LN		4		14		false		         14                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Thank you.				false

		112						LN		4		15		false		         15         Chair, there is a quorum.				false

		113						LN		4		16		false		         16                    KURT BECKETT:  Thank you very much.				false

		114						LN		4		17		false		         17         I will share, for the benefit of the group, that my				false

		115						LN		4		18		false		         18     computer has had a cold restart for the second time in real				false

		116						LN		4		19		false		         19     time.  So I'll do my best to play along here with				false

		117						LN		4		20		false		         20     Ms. Grantham's assistance.				false

		118						LN		4		21		false		         21         So, as I believe we all know, we are here today to				false

		119						LN		4		22		false		         22     consider the revised draft site certification agreement for				false

		120						LN		4		23		false		         23     the Carriger Solar project as well as Resolution 360.				false

		121						LN		4		24		false		         24         So, with that, we are going to begin with the staff				false

		122						LN		4		25		false		         25     presentation.  I'll be happy to take comments and questions				false

		123						PG		5		0		false		page 5				false

		124						LN		5		1		false		         1      from the Council on that presentation first, and then, if				false

		125						LN		5		2		false		         2      it's the will of the Council, we'll proceed to consider the				false

		126						LN		5		3		false		         3      action of both those documents that I have mentioned.  So,				false

		127						LN		5		4		false		         4      with that, I believe Ami Hafkemeyer will lead the staff				false

		128						LN		5		5		false		         5      briefing this morning.				false

		129						LN		5		6		false		         6                     AMI HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.				false

		130						LN		5		7		false		         7      And good morning, Council.  I appreciate everybody joining				false

		131						LN		5		8		false		         8      us here at 9:00 A.M.				false

		132						LN		5		9		false		         9          So today we are here to talk about the activity that's				false

		133						LN		5		10		false		         10     been going on for the Carriger Solar project.  And I would				false

		134						LN		5		11		false		         11     like to hand this presentation over to Ms. Snarski.				false

		135						LN		5		12		false		         12                    JOANNE SNARSKI:  Thank you, Ami.				false

		136						LN		5		13		false		         13         Well, let's go ahead and forward to the next slide.				false

		137						LN		5		14		false		         14     Well, given that we have -- I'm sorry.  I should say this				false

		138						LN		5		15		false		         15     is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for Carriger				false

		139						LN		5		16		false		         16     Solar.				false

		140						LN		5		17		false		         17         Just a quick reminder for a couple of our new council				false

		141						LN		5		18		false		         18     members that we're reviewing the Carriger Solar project				false

		142						LN		5		19		false		         19     which is 160-megawatt solar voltaic electric generating				false

		143						LN		5		20		false		         20     facility in Klickitat County.  It also has an adjoining				false

		144						LN		5		21		false		         21     63-megawatt battery storage.  The acreage of the site on				false

		145						LN		5		22		false		         22     private land is approximately 2,108 acres, but only 1,326				false

		146						LN		5		23		false		         23     of those will include the project components.				false

		147						LN		5		24		false		         24         So this map shows you the general location within				false

		148						LN		5		25		false		         25     Washington.  It also narrows down into the county and gives				false

		149						PG		6		0		false		page 6				false

		150						LN		6		1		false		         1      you a little further detail on the bottom-lower left of how				false

		151						LN		6		2		false		         2      it looks within that area.				false

		152						LN		6		3		false		         3          Go ahead to the next slide.				false

		153						LN		6		4		false		         4          So the current status, and to give a little bit of				false

		154						LN		6		5		false		         5      background.  On June 25th, 2025, the EFSEC Council voted to				false

		155						LN		6		6		false		         6      approve a recommendation to the Governor for the facility.				false

		156						LN		6		7		false		         7      After the Governor's consideration, he remanded that back				false

		157						LN		6		8		false		         8      to EFSEC on August 22nd.  At that point, he indicated what				false

		158						LN		6		9		false		         9      he wanted us to take further action on.  And I'll go into				false

		159						LN		6		10		false		         10     detail on that next.				false

		160						LN		6		11		false		         11         But the next action that was taken after the remand was				false

		161						LN		6		12		false		         12     for Chair Beckett to send a letter to the Yakama Nation				false

		162						LN		6		13		false		         13     Council Chairman.  And that was sent on August 26 asking				false

		163						LN		6		14		false		         14     for their response to a few of the items we'll go over.				false

		164						LN		6		15		false		         15     They then responded in September on September 25th to the				false

		165						LN		6		16		false		         16     EFSEC Council.  At that point EFSEC reviewed the				false

		166						LN		6		17		false		         17     information they provided and developed draft Resolution				false

		167						LN		6		18		false		         18     360 and revised the site certification agreement on October				false

		168						LN		6		19		false		         19     3rd.				false

		169						LN		6		20		false		         20         We then put that out to public comment on October 6th				false

		170						LN		6		21		false		         21     through the 19th.  And it is those two items that we are				false

		171						LN		6		22		false		         22     here to evaluate for your consideration.				false

		172						LN		6		23		false		         23         Next slide, please.				false

		173						LN		6		24		false		         24         So, in the Governor's remand, he directed Chair Beckett				false

		174						LN		6		25		false		         25     to allow the Yakama Nation the opportunity to provide input				false

		175						PG		7		0		false		page 7				false

		176						LN		7		1		false		         1      on Chair Beckett's confidential summary memo of the				false

		177						LN		7		2		false		         2      consultation he and staff held with the tribe on June 4th,				false

		178						LN		7		3		false		         3      2025.  The other direction -- I'm sorry.  The other				false

		179						LN		7		4		false		         4      direction was to give the Yakama Nation the opportunity to				false

		180						LN		7		5		false		         5      provide additional input on five mitigation measures that				false

		181						LN		7		6		false		         6      we identified in our mitigated determination of				false

		182						LN		7		7		false		         7      non-significance.				false

		183						LN		7		8		false		         8          Those included the setbacks from solar panels and the				false

		184						LN		7		9		false		         9      fencing to the road.  And I'll show more detail on what				false

		185						LN		7		10		false		         10     those mitigation measures look like.  But it also includes				false

		186						LN		7		11		false		         11     some measures, such as traffic control plans, allowed for				false

		187						LN		7		12		false		         12     their review as well as site restoration, evaluation of				false

		188						LN		7		13		false		         13     those plans.				false

		189						LN		7		14		false		         14         Next slide, please.				false

		190						LN		7		15		false		         15         So in the Yakama Nation's response, they expressed two				false

		191						LN		7		16		false		         16     primary concerns, and they also provided some suggestions				false

		192						LN		7		17		false		         17     that they would like to see.  But I'll go over the concerns				false

		193						LN		7		18		false		         18     that they provided.				false

		194						LN		7		19		false		         19         In the Chair Beckett's consultation memo, they				false

		195						LN		7		20		false		         20     expressed that the memo did not capture the depth of their				false

		196						LN		7		21		false		         21     concerns regarding TCPs.  They also prefer an adjudicative				false

		197						LN		7		22		false		         22     process.  And, without an adjudicative process, EFSEC				false

		198						LN		7		23		false		         23     council cannot interpret fully, and their interpretation is				false

		199						LN		7		24		false		         24     flawed and inaccurate without that process.				false

		200						LN		7		25		false		         25         That last point (indecipherable) part of the summary				false

		201						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		202						LN		8		1		false		         1      memo.  It was one other major area that they disagreed				false

		203						LN		8		2		false		         2      with.  And in it, essentially, they disagreed with EFSEC's				false

		204						LN		8		3		false		         3      finding of the decision for the mitigated determination of				false

		205						LN		8		4		false		         4      non-significance.				false

		206						LN		8		5		false		         5          Next slide, please.				false

		207						LN		8		6		false		         6          Their suggestions to remedy that, in this case, would				false

		208						LN		8		7		false		         7      be, first, they prefer to deny the approval for placement				false

		209						LN		8		8		false		         8      of solar panels in the northern portion of the project.				false

		210						LN		8		9		false		         9      And, on these in this portion, they would like to have seen				false

		211						LN		8		10		false		         10     conservation leases on those parcels be entered into.				false

		212						LN		8		11		false		         11         Next, if that could not be done, they would prefer the				false

		213						LN		8		12		false		         12     Council withdraw the mitigated determination of				false

		214						LN		8		13		false		         13     non-significance and the draft recommendation, and perform				false

		215						LN		8		14		false		         14     a full environmental-impact statement and an adjudication				false

		216						LN		8		15		false		         15     process.				false

		217						LN		8		16		false		         16         Next slide, please.				false

		218						LN		8		17		false		         17         So, after that response, we had redrafted -- or we				false

		219						LN		8		18		false		         18     evaluated that information, but we were also required under				false

		220						LN		8		19		false		         19     the OPMA to provide public comments on the two documents				false

		221						LN		8		20		false		         20     that we drafted from that response.  In that public comment				false

		222						LN		8		21		false		         21     that recently closed, we received 12 comments.  Six of the				false

		223						LN		8		22		false		         22     comments reflected environmental impacts or process				false

		224						LN		8		23		false		         23     concerns by EFSEC.				false

		225						LN		8		24		false		         24         The environmental impacts that were expressed were with				false

		226						LN		8		25		false		         25     regards to land use, visual aesthetics, wildfire, wildlife,				false

		227						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		228						LN		9		1		false		         1      and cultural resources.  The EFSEC process concerns				false

		229						LN		9		2		false		         2      included review and approval of our process, the timing of				false

		230						LN		9		3		false		         3      our meetings, and the length of the comment period.				false

		231						LN		9		4		false		         4      However, no comments provided new information or justified				false

		232						LN		9		5		false		         5      changes to the draft resolution that was up for comment.				false

		233						LN		9		6		false		         6          Next slide, please.				false

		234						LN		9		7		false		         7          So, with regards to the mitigation that the Governor				false

		235						LN		9		8		false		         8      requested that we provide the Yakama Nation with additional				false

		236						LN		9		9		false		         9      time to review.  Once we received their information back,				false

		237						LN		9		10		false		         10     we really had to review and reflect on what actions we had				false

		238						LN		9		11		false		         11     taken through our mitigated determination and				false

		239						LN		9		12		false		         12     non-significance that was completed here on April 7th in				false

		240						LN		9		13		false		         13     2025.				false

		241						LN		9		14		false		         14         We reviewed what actions we took and that were -- how				false

		242						LN		9		15		false		         15     they addressed the traditional and cultural properties that				false

		243						LN		9		16		false		         16     the Yakama Nation have concerns with.				false

		244						LN		9		17		false		         17         What we did was to include substantial setbacks				false

		245						LN		9		18		false		         18     established to the TCPs and the transportation routes in				false

		246						LN		9		19		false		         19     that area.				false

		247						LN		9		20		false		         20         We also provided supplemental fencing layout and design				false

		248						LN		9		21		false		         21     to support wildlife movement that was consistent with the				false

		249						LN		9		22		false		         22     Department of Fish and Wildlife's input and requests.				false

		250						LN		9		23		false		         23         We also added some enhanced visual screening to				false

		251						LN		9		24		false		         24     incorporate natural features.  That was done in the revised				false

		252						LN		9		25		false		         25     MDNS later in the process.				false

		253						PG		10		0		false		page 10				false

		254						LN		10		1		false		         1          We also provided the Yakama Nation -- I believe, per				false

		255						LN		10		2		false		         2      their request -- to review the site restoration plans.				false

		256						LN		10		3		false		         3      There's two plans that they will participate in: the				false

		257						LN		10		4		false		         4      initial plan as well as the final plan for decommissioning.				false

		258						LN		10		5		false		         5          And, finally, the developer also is going to provide				false

		259						LN		10		6		false		         6      financial support to the Yakama Nation for supplemental				false

		260						LN		10		7		false		         7      studies on TCPs in the project area.				false

		261						LN		10		8		false		         8          So, with regards to the mitigation that we requested --				false

		262						LN		10		9		false		         9      next slide, please -- we have a few graphics and				false

		263						LN		10		10		false		         10     simulations that I think will be helpful to understand the				false

		264						LN		10		11		false		         11     actions that EFSEC has included in our determination.				false

		265						LN		10		12		false		         12         So this slide shows the increased setbacks from State				false

		266						LN		10		13		false		         13     Route 142, which is along the southern portion of the				false

		267						LN		10		14		false		         14     project -- that small red dot on the bottom of the				false

		268						LN		10		15		false		         15     right-hand graphic shows you where this graphic is showing.				false

		269						LN		10		16		false		         16     The original setback is on the left.  The revised layout is				false

		270						LN		10		17		false		         17     on the right, demonstrating an additional setback of the				false

		271						LN		10		18		false		         18     fencing in that area.				false

		272						LN		10		19		false		         19         Next slide, please.				false

		273						LN		10		20		false		         20         And this is the simulation that was provided to us by				false

		274						LN		10		21		false		         21     the developer through our discussions and requests from				false

		275						LN		10		22		false		         22     them.  It shows the existing condition on the left, the				false

		276						LN		10		23		false		         23     original setback on the top right, and then the increased				false

		277						LN		10		24		false		         24     setbacks and how that will look on the lower right.  Again,				false

		278						LN		10		25		false		         25     that's from State Route 142.				false

		279						PG		11		0		false		page 11				false

		280						LN		11		1		false		         1          Next slide, please.				false

		281						LN		11		2		false		         2          So these are the increased setbacks along Night Road.				false

		282						LN		11		3		false		         3      Again, you can see the area that this is depicting in the				false

		283						LN		11		4		false		         4      right hand graphic where the red dot is.  It's				false

		284						LN		11		5		false		         5      demonstrating that there are additional setbacks that were				false

		285						LN		11		6		false		         6      provided.  And it equates to about 50 to 70 feet along that				false

		286						LN		11		7		false		         7      road.				false

		287						LN		11		8		false		         8          Next slide please.				false

		288						LN		11		9		false		         9          Again, these are the actual simulations of that along				false

		289						LN		11		10		false		         10     Night Road from the existing, to the original setbacks, and				false

		290						LN		11		11		false		         11     then the increased setbacks on the lower right.				false

		291						LN		11		12		false		         12         Just trying to provide enough time to let folks kind of				false

		292						LN		11		13		false		         13     take that in -- absorb it.				false

		293						LN		11		14		false		         14         But next slide, please.				false

		294						LN		11		15		false		         15         So this graphic shows the increased setbacks that we				false

		295						LN		11		16		false		         16     added from the DNR parcel, which were particular to the				false

		296						LN		11		17		false		         17     issues that the Yakama had expressed their concerns from				false

		297						LN		11		18		false		         18     viewing along the or on the DNR parcel -- which is this				false

		298						LN		11		19		false		         19     particular parcel.				false

		299						LN		11		20		false		         20         So what you're looking at, at that blue shaded area, is				false

		300						LN		11		21		false		         21     the actual DNR parcel itself.  The upper portion is showing				false

		301						LN		11		22		false		         22     the solar panel of the original layout.  And then the				false

		302						LN		11		23		false		         23     bottom portion is showing the increased setbacks shown from				false

		303						LN		11		24		false		         24     that area.				false

		304						LN		11		25		false		         25         And the next slide shows what that simulation would				false

		305						PG		12		0		false		page 12				false

		306						LN		12		1		false		         1      look like.  From the existing condition, again, to the				false

		307						LN		12		2		false		         2      original in the upper right.  And the increased setback in				false

		308						LN		12		3		false		         3      the lower right.				false

		309						LN		12		4		false		         4          The next slide actually shows a depiction of from the				false

		310						LN		12		5		false		         5      DNR parcel.  Really from the center, I think you can see,				false

		311						LN		12		6		false		         6      again, that red dot on the lower-left graphic side is				false

		312						LN		12		7		false		         7      demonstrating where this simulation was captured from.  And				false

		313						LN		12		8		false		         8      I think this shows a lot more of the setting of the area				false

		314						LN		12		9		false		         9      along with the existing infrastructure.  In that case, the				false

		315						LN		12		10		false		         10     BPA line transmission lines up there along that area.  And,				false

		316						LN		12		11		false		         11     of course, this section in the north sits right adjacent				false

		317						LN		12		12		false		         12     and beneath that transmission line.				false

		318						LN		12		13		false		         13         So you see the original setbacks that are depicted and,				false

		319						LN		12		14		false		         14     again, the revised with the setbacks we added into that.				false

		320						LN		12		15		false		         15         Next slide please.				false

		321						LN		12		16		false		         16         So EFSEC's recommendation -- staff recommendation to				false

		322						LN		12		17		false		         17     the Council is that EFSEC's determination of				false

		323						LN		12		18		false		         18     non-significance is based on effective mitigation				false

		324						LN		12		19		false		         19     identified in the draft site certification agreement.  It				false

		325						LN		12		20		false		         20     reduces impacts to the traditional and cultural properties,				false

		326						LN		12		21		false		         21     visual aesthetics, the sense of place, the access, the				false

		327						LN		12		22		false		         22     quality of experience, and traditional hunting practices to				false

		328						LN		12		23		false		         23     moderate or below magnitude.				false

		329						LN		12		24		false		         24         We do not recommend any additional mitigation.  And,				false

		330						LN		12		25		false		         25     you know, this is -- per the governor's request, staff				false

		331						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		332						LN		13		1		false		         1      provided the supplemental opportunity for the Yakama Nation				false

		333						LN		13		2		false		         2      to provide input on that mitigation.  Upon our review of				false

		334						LN		13		3		false		         3      the information they provided -- the Yakama Nation, that				false

		335						LN		13		4		false		         4      is -- and our re-review of our SEPA analysis we performed,				false

		336						LN		13		5		false		         5      we determined our analysis supports that impacts are				false

		337						LN		13		6		false		         6      reduced to non-significance.				false

		338						LN		13		7		false		         7          Next slide, please.				false

		339						LN		13		8		false		         8          So, with that, most of -- well, all of this information				false

		340						LN		13		9		false		         9      is articulated in the draft resolution that has been				false

		341						LN		13		10		false		         10     available for your review as well as the public.  What we				false

		342						LN		13		11		false		         11     are proposing is to add new language to the revised or				false

		343						LN		13		12		false		         12     amended site-certification agreement.  And we're only				false

		344						LN		13		13		false		         13     making one suggested change -- and that is to Article 7,				false

		345						LN		13		14		false		         14     sub-paragraph H, and it's under the project operation.				false

		346						LN		13		15		false		         15         Next slide please.				false

		347						LN		13		16		false		         16         And this language was done at the request of ensuring				false

		348						LN		13		17		false		         17     that we were providing clear request and requirement by the				false

		349						LN		13		18		false		         18     developer to provide funding to the Confederated Tribes of				false

		350						LN		13		19		false		         19     the Yakama Nation for grant funds to do further analysis on				false

		351						LN		13		20		false		         20     traditional and cultural properties in the vicinity of the				false

		352						LN		13		21		false		         21     Carriger Energy project.  That funding amount is for				false

		353						LN		13		22		false		         22     $100,000.  And the request will be for them to receive that				false

		354						LN		13		23		false		         23     money once the facility becomes commercially operational.				false

		355						LN		13		24		false		         24         So next slide.				false

		356						LN		13		25		false		         25         That concludes my presentation.  And this is what we				false

		357						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		358						LN		14		1		false		         1      would be requesting of the Council today -- providing this				false

		359						LN		14		2		false		         2      draft motion.				false

		360						LN		14		3		false		         3          But we can have questions or discussion as needed.				false

		361						LN		14		4		false		         4                     KURT BECKETT:  Thank you, Ms. Snarski.				false

		362						LN		14		5		false		         5          So, as I stated at the outset, let's go ahead and take				false

		363						LN		14		6		false		         6      questions or comments from the Council on the staff				false

		364						LN		14		7		false		         7      presentation before we move to entertain any actions.				false

		365						LN		14		8		false		         8          My computer is back and running.				false

		366						LN		14		9		false		         9          So be free to raise your hand or speak up, and				false

		367						LN		14		10		false		         10     Ms. Grantham and I will call on you.				false

		368						LN		14		11		false		         11         Councilman Pamplin.				false

		369						LN		14		12		false		         12                    NATE PAMPLIN:  Great.  Thanks, Mr. Chair.				false

		370						LN		14		13		false		         13         And thanks for the presentation, Ms. Snarski.  Very				false

		371						LN		14		14		false		         14     clear.  And I'm tracking -- gone through all the materials,				false

		372						LN		14		15		false		         15     and appreciated the overview this morning.				false

		373						LN		14		16		false		         16         I just wanted to explore a little bit further of Yakama				false

		374						LN		14		17		false		         17     Nation's request of not permitting solar panels in the				false

		375						LN		14		18		false		         18     northern portion of the project area.  I believe that's				false

		376						LN		14		19		false		         19     also coupled with the suggestion of turning those parcels				false

		377						LN		14		20		false		         20     and requiring that the project proponent secure				false

		378						LN		14		21		false		         21     conservation easements on those.				false

		379						LN		14		22		false		         22         I don't know if we could compel.  I know we can't				false

		380						LN		14		23		false		         23     compel landowners to enter into conservation easements				false

		381						LN		14		24		false		         24     along the lines of suggestion, but I imagine it is within				false

		382						LN		14		25		false		         25     scope to not permit siting the solar array in that northern				false

		383						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		384						LN		15		1		false		         1      area.				false

		385						LN		15		2		false		         2          Now, we've already gone through the environmental				false

		386						LN		15		3		false		         3      analysis and shown that we think that, with the revised				false

		387						LN		15		4		false		         4      mitigated determination of non-significance, that that's				false

		388						LN		15		5		false		         5      resolved.  But, just for the sake of kind of understanding				false

		389						LN		15		6		false		         6      the nature of the request, could you describe what that				false

		390						LN		15		7		false		         7      would entail and what would that mean to the overall power				false

		391						LN		15		8		false		         8      generating capacity of the project, please?				false

		392						LN		15		9		false		         9                     SEAN GREENE:  Madam --				false

		393						LN		15		10		false		         10                    JOANNE SNARSKI:  I think I'm going to look				false

		394						LN		15		11		false		         11     for a little help on this.				false

		395						LN		15		12		false		         12                    SEAN GREENE:  Yeah.  I can probably answer				false

		396						LN		15		13		false		         13     that.				false

		397						LN		15		14		false		         14         This is Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.				false

		398						LN		15		15		false		         15         We've had discussions with the applicant for this				false

		399						LN		15		16		false		         16     project about what imposing the Yakama Nation's				false

		400						LN		15		17		false		         17     recommendations would look like in terms of the viability				false

		401						LN		15		18		false		         18     of their project and the power generation.				false

		402						LN		15		19		false		         19         They've suggested that it's about a reduction by half				false

		403						LN		15		20		false		         20     of the project's power generation.  And their contention is				false

		404						LN		15		21		false		         21     that their project could not survive even a third				false

		405						LN		15		22		false		         22     reduction.  So imposing a mitigation measure that would				false

		406						LN		15		23		false		         23     require removing all proposed panels from the northern				false

		407						LN		15		24		false		         24     portion of the project area would make the project				false

		408						LN		15		25		false		         25     non-viable.				false

		409						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		410						LN		16		1		false		         1                     KURT BECKETT:  Great.				false

		411						LN		16		2		false		         2          Ms. Snarski, Mr. Greene, thanks.  Thanks for that				false

		412						LN		16		3		false		         3      response.				false

		413						LN		16		4		false		         4          Were there other comments or questions from the				false

		414						LN		16		5		false		         5      council?				false

		415						LN		16		6		false		         6                     ANDREA GRANTHAM:  This is Andrea Grantham.				false

		416						LN		16		7		false		         7      I just want to make sure that we're able to hear				false

		417						LN		16		8		false		         8      Councilmember Matt Chiles, if he is online, because I know				false

		418						LN		16		9		false		         9      sometimes we accidentally mute his phone number.				false

		419						LN		16		10		false		         10                    KURT BECKETT:  Councilman Chiles, can you				false

		420						LN		16		11		false		         11     just confirm that we can hear your voice?				false

		421						LN		16		12		false		         12                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Oh, I see his hand is				false

		422						LN		16		13		false		         13     raised.  Perfect.				false

		423						LN		16		14		false		         14                    MATT CHILES:  Yes.				false

		424						LN		16		15		false		         15         Yeah.  I can hear you guys just fine.  Thank you.				false

		425						LN		16		16		false		         16         I'm on the computer this time and not just on the				false

		426						LN		16		17		false		         17     phone.  And thank you for double-checking.  Appreciate				false

		427						LN		16		18		false		         18     that.				false

		428						LN		16		19		false		         19                    KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for your participation				false

		429						LN		16		20		false		         20     throughout this process including today.				false

		430						LN		16		21		false		         21         I believe Councilwoman Brewster has a question.				false

		431						LN		16		22		false		         22         And, Mr. Chiles, if you also had one, let me come back				false

		432						LN		16		23		false		         23     to you after Ms. Brewster goes.				false

		433						LN		16		24		false		         24                    STACEY BREWSTER:  Thanks.				false

		434						LN		16		25		false		         25         I have a question about the setbacks that were				false

		435						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		436						LN		17		1		false		         1      described around the DNR portion.  In the MDNS and the site				false

		437						LN		17		2		false		         2      certification, there is mentioned of the vegetative and				false

		438						LN		17		3		false		         3      earthen berms for screening.				false

		439						LN		17		4		false		         4          Seeing the picture, can you just describe would those				false

		440						LN		17		5		false		         5      structures be outside of the fencing area or within?  Just				false

		441						LN		17		6		false		         6      to get an idea of what sort of screening that would allow?				false

		442						LN		17		7		false		         7      Thanks.				false

		443						LN		17		8		false		         8                     SEAN GREENE:  Yes.				false

		444						LN		17		9		false		         9          So the final design of that natural screening element				false

		445						LN		17		10		false		         10     is still in the works between EFSEC, the applicant, and				false

		446						LN		17		11		false		         11     WDFW.  But it would involve a combination of screening				false

		447						LN		17		12		false		         12     vegetation, rocks, earthen berms, and it would be placed				false

		448						LN		17		13		false		         13     outside of the fence line of the project area in between				false

		449						LN		17		14		false		         14     that fence line and the northern boundary of the DNR				false

		450						LN		17		15		false		         15     parcel.				false

		451						LN		17		16		false		         16         And though that natural screening is not reflected in				false

		452						LN		17		17		false		         17     those visual simulations, that's something that would be				false

		453						LN		17		18		false		         18     additive to the setbacks.				false

		454						LN		17		19		false		         19                    STACEY BREWSTER:  Thank you.				false

		455						LN		17		20		false		         20                    KURT BECKETT:  Councilman Chiles, let me				false

		456						LN		17		21		false		         21     just double-check again with you in case there's a comment				false

		457						LN		17		22		false		         22     or question you wish to make.				false

		458						LN		17		23		false		         23                    MATT CHILES:  No, actually.				false

		459						LN		17		24		false		         24         I did not, except I believe it's a little ironic that				false

		460						LN		17		25		false		         25     they want to disturb nature to put in natural screenings.				false

		461						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		462						LN		18		1		false		         1      I would think leaving it as it is, in its fairly natural				false

		463						LN		18		2		false		         2      area, would be best.  But, if everyone's happy with the				false

		464						LN		18		3		false		         3      screenings, I'm not going to complain about them.				false

		465						LN		18		4		false		         4                     KURT BECKETT:  (Indecipherable).  And				false

		466						LN		18		5		false		         5      certainly it sounds like there is some adaptivity that will				false

		467						LN		18		6		false		         6      happen as those are ultimately placed and deployed.				false

		468						LN		18		7		false		         7          Councilman Ryan.				false

		469						LN		18		8		false		         8                     MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.				false

		470						LN		18		9		false		         9          Just wondering about, in reviewing the draft resolution				false

		471						LN		18		10		false		         10     in response to the Yakama Nation's identified concerns,				false

		472						LN		18		11		false		         11     EFSEC has committed to mitigation including the				false

		473						LN		18		12		false		         12     incorporation of the Yakama Nation in the review of all				false

		474						LN		18		13		false		         13     site restoration plans to ensure that the project area is				false

		475						LN		18		14		false		         14     fully restored following construction and decommissioning.				false

		476						LN		18		15		false		         15         Taking that and then reviewing the MDNS, it looks like				false

		477						LN		18		16		false		         16     there was some language previously under "Historic and				false

		478						LN		18		17		false		         17     Cultural Resources" that would have, I think, broadened the				false

		479						LN		18		18		false		         18     Tribe's engagement in those mitigation measures over time.				false

		480						LN		18		19		false		         19         Is staff able to expand on, you know, why the existing				false

		481						LN		18		20		false		         20     language is in place or what the conversation was like				false

		482						LN		18		21		false		         21     around that specific item in the MDNS?				false

		483						LN		18		22		false		         22         And before staff answers, Councilor Ryan, can you				false

		484						LN		18		23		false		         23     clarify which page you're on in the resolution just so the				false

		485						LN		18		24		false		         24     other council members are following along your citation?				false

		486						LN		18		25		false		         25                    MAVERICK RYAN:  Sure thing.  Yeah.				false

		487						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		488						LN		19		1		false		         1          That was at the top of Page 5 -- the end of Page 4				false

		489						LN		19		2		false		         2      leading into the top of Page 5.				false

		490						LN		19		3		false		         3                     KURT BECKETT:  Thank you.				false

		491						LN		19		4		false		         4          And, if staff would provide a response.				false

		492						LN		19		5		false		         5                     SEAN GREENE:  Yeah.				false

		493						LN		19		6		false		         6          So I know the language that you're referencing.  There				false

		494						LN		19		7		false		         7      was some language in the initial MDNS -- the mitigated				false

		495						LN		19		8		false		         8      determination, non-significance -- that included things				false

		496						LN		19		9		false		         9      like providing the Tribe -- affected tribes the opportunity				false

		497						LN		19		10		false		         10     to identify cultural no-go zones and things like that.				false

		498						LN		19		11		false		         11         That language was not intended to be included in the				false

		499						LN		19		12		false		         12     final version of the MDNS.  It was deemed not really				false

		500						LN		19		13		false		         13     workable as mitigation because it was too open-ended.  The				false

		501						LN		19		14		false		         14     discussions that we -- that Chair Beckett and staff had				false

		502						LN		19		15		false		         15     with the Yakama Nation included that further commitment to				false

		503						LN		19		16		false		         16     incorporate the Yakama Nation's review into the initial				false

		504						LN		19		17		false		         17     site restoration plan and the detailed sites restoration				false

		505						LN		19		18		false		         18     plans.				false

		506						LN		19		19		false		         19         And the Yakama Nation at the time expressed an interest				false

		507						LN		19		20		false		         20     in being included in both of those and ensuring that that's				false

		508						LN		19		21		false		         21     a route where they can effectively engage with EFSEC and				false

		509						LN		19		22		false		         22     the applicant to ensure that site conditions are returned				false

		510						LN		19		23		false		         23     to a pre-project state following the completion of the				false

		511						LN		19		24		false		         24     project.				false

		512						LN		19		25		false		         25         So the language that you're specifically discussing was				false

		513						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		514						LN		20		1		false		         1      draft language that wasn't intended to be included in the				false

		515						LN		20		2		false		         2      MDNS.  It was removed in the first revised MDNS.				false

		516						LN		20		3		false		         3                     MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you for that				false

		517						LN		20		4		false		         4      explanation.  Appreciate it.				false

		518						LN		20		5		false		         5                     KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for the question.				false

		519						LN		20		6		false		         6          Are there other questions or comments from Council?				false

		520						LN		20		7		false		         7          Well, I'll make a quick comment while just pausing in				false

		521						LN		20		8		false		         8      case there's any other thoughts that come to mind from the				false

		522						LN		20		9		false		         9      council members.  Or we'll soon move on to entertaining				false

		523						LN		20		10		false		         10     actions here.				false

		524						LN		20		11		false		         11         So, one, thank you for all the presentations and				false

		525						LN		20		12		false		         12     discussion.  It's certainly been important for all of us --				false

		526						LN		20		13		false		         13     certainly, I'll speak for myself -- to review the full				false

		527						LN		20		14		false		         14     record -- which I believe I have, including the public				false

		528						LN		20		15		false		         15     comments.				false

		529						LN		20		16		false		         16         And the key thing that I was also reflecting on in				false

		530						LN		20		17		false		         17     trying to respect the request of the Yakama Nation in				false

		531						LN		20		18		false		         18     particular as well as obviously be responsive to our				false

		532						LN		20		19		false		         19     governor, that, as noted in the resolution on Page 5,				false

		533						LN		20		20		false		         20     ultimately, it is the policy of the state of Washington to				false

		534						LN		20		21		false		         21     recognize the pressing need for increased energy facilities				false

		535						LN		20		22		false		         22     and to ensure through available and reasonable methods that				false

		536						LN		20		23		false		         23     the location and operation of all energy facilities will				false

		537						LN		20		24		false		         24     produce minimal adverse effects on the environment, the				false

		538						LN		20		25		false		         25     ecology of the land, its wildlife, and the ecology of state				false

		539						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		540						LN		21		1		false		         1      waters and their aquatic life.				false

		541						LN		21		2		false		         2          And I think, ultimately, this is one of the core kind				false

		542						LN		21		3		false		         3      of mission challenges for EFSEC -- to ultimately achieve as				false

		543						LN		21		4		false		         4      much balance as we can across that statement.  But,				false

		544						LN		21		5		false		         5      ultimately, we do operate within the bounds of the				false

		545						LN		21		6		false		         6      Washington state law.  And that it does include through				false

		546						LN		21		7		false		         7      available and reasonable methods.  And so I appreciate the				false

		547						LN		21		8		false		         8      added questions there including from Council Pamplin.				false

		548						LN		21		9		false		         9          In this regard, I just wanted you to know that was part				false

		549						LN		21		10		false		         10     of my reflection on how it would seem we should be				false

		550						LN		21		11		false		         11     approaching this issue.				false

		551						LN		21		12		false		         12         So, with that, are there other comments or questions?				false

		552						LN		21		13		false		         13         Councilor Ryan.				false

		553						LN		21		14		false		         14                    MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.				false

		554						LN		21		15		false		         15         Do we have any sort of feedback or understanding of the				false

		555						LN		21		16		false		         16     Yakama Nation's perspective on the changed language or the				false

		556						LN		21		17		false		         17     updated SCA?				false

		557						LN		21		18		false		         18                    KURT BECKETT:  I don't know if staff want to				false

		558						LN		21		19		false		         19     answer first.  I can help with that one.				false

		559						LN		21		20		false		         20                    JOANNE SNARSKI:  Well, I think it's -- this				false

		560						LN		21		21		false		         21     is Joanne.				false

		561						LN		21		22		false		         22         I think it's fair to say that we have had no further				false

		562						LN		21		23		false		         23     contact since their September 25th letter to us.  I think,				false

		563						LN		21		24		false		         24     you know, that information regarding the grant funding,				false

		564						LN		21		25		false		         25     that was actually incorporated into other parts.  So I				false

		565						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		566						LN		22		1		false		         1      think we're just pulling that out into the SCA to make it				false

		567						LN		22		2		false		         2      more prominent.  I think that was the thought process				false

		568						LN		22		3		false		         3      there.  But I think they continue to be agreeable to				false

		569						LN		22		4		false		         4      accepting that offer.				false

		570						LN		22		5		false		         5                     AMI HAFKEMEYER:  If I could jump in.  This				false

		571						LN		22		6		false		         6      is Ms. Hafkemeyer.				false

		572						LN		22		7		false		         7          The grant funding is something that was agreed to and				false

		573						LN		22		8		false		         8      understood by, you know, EFSEC, the developer, and the				false

		574						LN		22		9		false		         9      Yakama Nation prior to the Governor's response back, and				false

		575						LN		22		10		false		         10     all parties were agreeable to that.  So this edit is, as				false

		576						LN		22		11		false		         11     Ms. Snarski mentioned, just to make it more explicit and				false

		577						LN		22		12		false		         12     make more transparent that it is a requirement that we will				false

		578						LN		22		13		false		         13     be documenting completion of things like that.				false

		579						LN		22		14		false		         14         So I hope that answers your question.				false

		580						LN		22		15		false		         15                    KURT BECKETT:  And, if I may, let me add a				false

		581						LN		22		16		false		         16     word to that.				false

		582						LN		22		17		false		         17         Councilman Ryan, I appreciate your question, for sure.				false

		583						LN		22		18		false		         18         In plain speak, I think the Nation, the Yakama Nation,				false

		584						LN		22		19		false		         19     continues to be opposed to this project.  And so I don't				false

		585						LN		22		20		false		         20     believe that, at the end of the day, that despite, I think,				false

		586						LN		22		21		false		         21     mutual efforts and good efforts to try and hear one				false

		587						LN		22		22		false		         22     another, that that has really changed that position				false

		588						LN		22		23		false		         23     fundamentally.				false

		589						LN		22		24		false		         24         I think, clearly, as I reflect on this process and my				false

		590						LN		22		25		false		         25     own direct participation in it, clearly there are				false

		591						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		592						LN		23		1		false		         1      procedural issues that I would encourage all of us to find				false

		593						LN		23		2		false		         2      a means to, you know, have a further dialogue on: what some				false

		594						LN		23		3		false		         3      of those procedural matters look like, what options we may				false

		595						LN		23		4		false		         4      have to better meet the Yakama Nation's request knowing				false

		596						LN		23		5		false		         5      that adjudication and its ability to engage the full				false

		597						LN		23		6		false		         6      Council is very important to them.				false

		598						LN		23		7		false		         7          In this case, having received the recommendation of the				false

		599						LN		23		8		false		         8      SEPA official for mitigated determination of non-				false

		600						LN		23		9		false		         9      significance and, as a result, to not use adjudication --				false
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         1             TUESDAY, OCTOBER 21, 2025; OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON 


         2                     KURT BECKETT:  This is Kurt Beckett, chair 


         3      of the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council, calling at 


         4      9:01 A.M. to order our special council meeting for the 


         5      Carriger Solar project.   


         6          And, Ms. Grantham, would you call the role please?   


         7                     ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Of course.   


         8          Department of Commerce.   


         9          Department of Ecology.   


         10                    BLAKE NELSON:  Blake Nelson, present.  


         11                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Department of Fish and 


         12     Wildlife. 


         13                    NATE PAMPLIN:  Nate Pamplin, present.  


         14                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Department of Natural 


         15     Resources.   


         16                    MAVERICK RYAN:  Maverick Ryan, present.  


         17                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Utilities & Transportation 


         18     Commission.   


         19                    STACEY BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster, present.  


         20                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  For local government and 


         21     optional state agency for Carriger Solar, Matt Chiles.   


         22                    MATT CHILES:  Matt Chiles, present.   


         23                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Assistant Attorney 


         24     General, Jon Thompson.   


         25                    JON THOMPSON:  Present.   
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         1                     ANDREA GRANTHAM:  For Council staff, Sonia 


         2      Bumpus.   


         3                     SONIA BUMPUS:  Present. 


         4                     ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Ami Hafkemeyer.  


         5                     AMI HAFKEMEYER:  Present.   


         6                     ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Sean Greene.   


         7                     SEAN GREENE:  Present.   


         8                     ANDREA GRANTHAM:  And Joanne Snarski.  


         9                     JOANNE SNARSKI:  Present.   


         10                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Do we have anyone here for 


         11     the Counsel for the Environment?   


         12                    SARAH REYNEVELD:  Sarah Reyneveld is 


         13     present.   


         14                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Thank you.   


         15         Chair, there is a quorum.   


         16                    KURT BECKETT:  Thank you very much.   


         17         I will share, for the benefit of the group, that my 


         18     computer has had a cold restart for the second time in real 


         19     time.  So I'll do my best to play along here with        


         20     Ms. Grantham's assistance.   


         21         So, as I believe we all know, we are here today to 


         22     consider the revised draft site certification agreement for 


         23     the Carriger Solar project as well as Resolution 360.  


         24         So, with that, we are going to begin with the staff 


         25     presentation.  I'll be happy to take comments and questions 
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         1      from the Council on that presentation first, and then, if 


         2      it's the will of the Council, we'll proceed to consider the 


         3      action of both those documents that I have mentioned.  So, 


         4      with that, I believe Ami Hafkemeyer will lead the staff 


         5      briefing this morning.   


         6                     AMI HAFKEMEYER:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.  


         7      And good morning, Council.  I appreciate everybody joining 


         8      us here at 9:00 A.M.   


         9          So today we are here to talk about the activity that's 


         10     been going on for the Carriger Solar project.  And I would 


         11     like to hand this presentation over to Ms. Snarski.   


         12                    JOANNE SNARSKI:  Thank you, Ami.   


         13         Well, let's go ahead and forward to the next slide.  


         14     Well, given that we have -- I'm sorry.  I should say this 


         15     is Joanne Snarski, the siting specialist for Carriger 


         16     Solar.   


         17         Just a quick reminder for a couple of our new council 


         18     members that we're reviewing the Carriger Solar project 


         19     which is 160-megawatt solar voltaic electric generating 


         20     facility in Klickitat County.  It also has an adjoining  


         21     63-megawatt battery storage.  The acreage of the site on 


         22     private land is approximately 2,108 acres, but only 1,326 


         23     of those will include the project components.   


         24         So this map shows you the general location within 


         25     Washington.  It also narrows down into the county and gives 
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         1      you a little further detail on the bottom-lower left of how 


         2      it looks within that area.   


         3          Go ahead to the next slide.   


         4          So the current status, and to give a little bit of 


         5      background.  On June 25th, 2025, the EFSEC Council voted to 


         6      approve a recommendation to the Governor for the facility.  


         7      After the Governor's consideration, he remanded that back 


         8      to EFSEC on August 22nd.  At that point, he indicated what 


         9      he wanted us to take further action on.  And I'll go into 


         10     detail on that next.   


         11         But the next action that was taken after the remand was 


         12     for Chair Beckett to send a letter to the Yakama Nation 


         13     Council Chairman.  And that was sent on August 26 asking 


         14     for their response to a few of the items we'll go over.  


         15     They then responded in September on September 25th to the 


         16     EFSEC Council.  At that point EFSEC reviewed the 


         17     information they provided and developed draft Resolution 


         18     360 and revised the site certification agreement on October 


         19     3rd.   


         20         We then put that out to public comment on October 6th 


         21     through the 19th.  And it is those two items that we are 


         22     here to evaluate for your consideration.   


         23         Next slide, please.   


         24         So, in the Governor's remand, he directed Chair Beckett 


         25     to allow the Yakama Nation the opportunity to provide input 
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         1      on Chair Beckett's confidential summary memo of the 


         2      consultation he and staff held with the tribe on June 4th, 


         3      2025.  The other direction -- I'm sorry.  The other 


         4      direction was to give the Yakama Nation the opportunity to 


         5      provide additional input on five mitigation measures that 


         6      we identified in our mitigated determination of         


         7      non-significance.   


         8          Those included the setbacks from solar panels and the 


         9      fencing to the road.  And I'll show more detail on what 


         10     those mitigation measures look like.  But it also includes 


         11     some measures, such as traffic control plans, allowed for 


         12     their review as well as site restoration, evaluation of 


         13     those plans.   


         14         Next slide, please.   


         15         So in the Yakama Nation's response, they expressed two 


         16     primary concerns, and they also provided some suggestions 


         17     that they would like to see.  But I'll go over the concerns 


         18     that they provided.   


         19         In the Chair Beckett's consultation memo, they 


         20     expressed that the memo did not capture the depth of their 


         21     concerns regarding TCPs.  They also prefer an adjudicative 


         22     process.  And, without an adjudicative process, EFSEC 


         23     council cannot interpret fully, and their interpretation is 


         24     flawed and inaccurate without that process.   


         25         That last point (indecipherable) part of the summary 


          



                 Christopher Ponce CET #4739  transcription@balitigation.com 

                                                                           7 







                                               



         1      memo.  It was one other major area that they disagreed 


         2      with.  And in it, essentially, they disagreed with EFSEC's 


         3      finding of the decision for the mitigated determination of 


         4      non-significance.   


         5          Next slide, please.   


         6          Their suggestions to remedy that, in this case, would 


         7      be, first, they prefer to deny the approval for placement 


         8      of solar panels in the northern portion of the project.  


         9      And, on these in this portion, they would like to have seen 


         10     conservation leases on those parcels be entered into.   


         11         Next, if that could not be done, they would prefer the 


         12     Council withdraw the mitigated determination of         


         13     non-significance and the draft recommendation, and perform 


         14     a full environmental-impact statement and an adjudication 


         15     process.   


         16         Next slide, please.   


         17         So, after that response, we had redrafted -- or we 


         18     evaluated that information, but we were also required under 


         19     the OPMA to provide public comments on the two documents 


         20     that we drafted from that response.  In that public comment 


         21     that recently closed, we received 12 comments.  Six of the 


         22     comments reflected environmental impacts or process 


         23     concerns by EFSEC.   


         24         The environmental impacts that were expressed were with 


         25     regards to land use, visual aesthetics, wildfire, wildlife, 
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         1      and cultural resources.  The EFSEC process concerns 


         2      included review and approval of our process, the timing of 


         3      our meetings, and the length of the comment period.  


         4      However, no comments provided new information or justified 


         5      changes to the draft resolution that was up for comment.   


         6          Next slide, please.   


         7          So, with regards to the mitigation that the Governor 


         8      requested that we provide the Yakama Nation with additional 


         9      time to review.  Once we received their information back, 


         10     we really had to review and reflect on what actions we had 


         11     taken through our mitigated determination and           


         12     non-significance that was completed here on April 7th in 


         13     2025.   


         14         We reviewed what actions we took and that were -- how 


         15     they addressed the traditional and cultural properties that 


         16     the Yakama Nation have concerns with.   


         17         What we did was to include substantial setbacks 


         18     established to the TCPs and the transportation routes in 


         19     that area.   


         20         We also provided supplemental fencing layout and design 


         21     to support wildlife movement that was consistent with the 


         22     Department of Fish and Wildlife's input and requests.   


         23         We also added some enhanced visual screening to 


         24     incorporate natural features.  That was done in the revised 


         25     MDNS later in the process.   
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         1          We also provided the Yakama Nation -- I believe, per 


         2      their request -- to review the site restoration plans.  


         3      There's two plans that they will participate in: the 


         4      initial plan as well as the final plan for decommissioning.   


         5          And, finally, the developer also is going to provide 


         6      financial support to the Yakama Nation for supplemental 


         7      studies on TCPs in the project area.   


         8          So, with regards to the mitigation that we requested -- 


         9      next slide, please -- we have a few graphics and 


         10     simulations that I think will be helpful to understand the 


         11     actions that EFSEC has included in our determination.   


         12         So this slide shows the increased setbacks from State 


         13     Route 142, which is along the southern portion of the 


         14     project -- that small red dot on the bottom of the     


         15     right-hand graphic shows you where this graphic is showing.  


         16     The original setback is on the left.  The revised layout is 


         17     on the right, demonstrating an additional setback of the 


         18     fencing in that area.   


         19         Next slide, please.   


         20         And this is the simulation that was provided to us by 


         21     the developer through our discussions and requests from 


         22     them.  It shows the existing condition on the left, the 


         23     original setback on the top right, and then the increased 


         24     setbacks and how that will look on the lower right.  Again, 


         25     that's from State Route 142.   
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         1          Next slide, please.   


         2          So these are the increased setbacks along Night Road.  


         3      Again, you can see the area that this is depicting in the 


         4      right hand graphic where the red dot is.  It's 


         5      demonstrating that there are additional setbacks that were 


         6      provided.  And it equates to about 50 to 70 feet along that 


         7      road.   


         8          Next slide please.   


         9          Again, these are the actual simulations of that along 


         10     Night Road from the existing, to the original setbacks, and 


         11     then the increased setbacks on the lower right.   


         12         Just trying to provide enough time to let folks kind of 


         13     take that in -- absorb it.   


         14         But next slide, please.   


         15         So this graphic shows the increased setbacks that we 


         16     added from the DNR parcel, which were particular to the 


         17     issues that the Yakama had expressed their concerns from 


         18     viewing along the or on the DNR parcel -- which is this 


         19     particular parcel.   


         20         So what you're looking at, at that blue shaded area, is 


         21     the actual DNR parcel itself.  The upper portion is showing 


         22     the solar panel of the original layout.  And then the 


         23     bottom portion is showing the increased setbacks shown from 


         24     that area.   


         25         And the next slide shows what that simulation would 
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         1      look like.  From the existing condition, again, to the 


         2      original in the upper right.  And the increased setback in 


         3      the lower right.   


         4          The next slide actually shows a depiction of from the 


         5      DNR parcel.  Really from the center, I think you can see, 


         6      again, that red dot on the lower-left graphic side is 


         7      demonstrating where this simulation was captured from.  And 


         8      I think this shows a lot more of the setting of the area 


         9      along with the existing infrastructure.  In that case, the 


         10     BPA line transmission lines up there along that area.  And, 


         11     of course, this section in the north sits right adjacent 


         12     and beneath that transmission line.   


         13         So you see the original setbacks that are depicted and, 


         14     again, the revised with the setbacks we added into that.   


         15         Next slide please.   


         16         So EFSEC's recommendation -- staff recommendation to 


         17     the Council is that EFSEC's determination of            


         18     non-significance is based on effective mitigation 


         19     identified in the draft site certification agreement.  It 


         20     reduces impacts to the traditional and cultural properties, 


         21     visual aesthetics, the sense of place, the access, the 


         22     quality of experience, and traditional hunting practices to 


         23     moderate or below magnitude.   


         24         We do not recommend any additional mitigation.  And, 


         25     you know, this is -- per the governor's request, staff 
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         1      provided the supplemental opportunity for the Yakama Nation 


         2      to provide input on that mitigation.  Upon our review of 


         3      the information they provided -- the Yakama Nation, that   


         4      is -- and our re-review of our SEPA analysis we performed, 


         5      we determined our analysis supports that impacts are 


         6      reduced to non-significance.   


         7          Next slide, please.   


         8          So, with that, most of -- well, all of this information 


         9      is articulated in the draft resolution that has been 


         10     available for your review as well as the public.  What we 


         11     are proposing is to add new language to the revised or 


         12     amended site-certification agreement.  And we're only 


         13     making one suggested change -- and that is to Article 7,  


         14     sub-paragraph H, and it's under the project operation.   


         15         Next slide please.   


         16         And this language was done at the request of ensuring 


         17     that we were providing clear request and requirement by the 


         18     developer to provide funding to the Confederated Tribes of 


         19     the Yakama Nation for grant funds to do further analysis on 


         20     traditional and cultural properties in the vicinity of the 


         21     Carriger Energy project.  That funding amount is for 


         22     $100,000.  And the request will be for them to receive that 


         23     money once the facility becomes commercially operational.   


         24         So next slide.   


         25         That concludes my presentation.  And this is what we 
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         1      would be requesting of the Council today -- providing this 


         2      draft motion.   


         3          But we can have questions or discussion as needed.   


         4                     KURT BECKETT:  Thank you, Ms. Snarski.   


         5          So, as I stated at the outset, let's go ahead and take 


         6      questions or comments from the Council on the staff 


         7      presentation before we move to entertain any actions.   


         8          My computer is back and running.   


         9          So be free to raise your hand or speak up, and       


         10     Ms. Grantham and I will call on you.   


         11         Councilman Pamplin.   


         12                    NATE PAMPLIN:  Great.  Thanks, Mr. Chair.  


         13         And thanks for the presentation, Ms. Snarski.  Very 


         14     clear.  And I'm tracking -- gone through all the materials, 


         15     and appreciated the overview this morning.   


         16         I just wanted to explore a little bit further of Yakama 


         17     Nation's request of not permitting solar panels in the 


         18     northern portion of the project area.  I believe that's 


         19     also coupled with the suggestion of turning those parcels 


         20     and requiring that the project proponent secure 


         21     conservation easements on those.   


         22         I don't know if we could compel.  I know we can't 


         23     compel landowners to enter into conservation easements 


         24     along the lines of suggestion, but I imagine it is within 


         25     scope to not permit siting the solar array in that northern 
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         1      area.   


         2          Now, we've already gone through the environmental 


         3      analysis and shown that we think that, with the revised 


         4      mitigated determination of non-significance, that that's 


         5      resolved.  But, just for the sake of kind of understanding 


         6      the nature of the request, could you describe what that 


         7      would entail and what would that mean to the overall power 


         8      generating capacity of the project, please?   


         9                     SEAN GREENE:  Madam -- 


         10                    JOANNE SNARSKI:  I think I'm going to look 


         11     for a little help on this.   


         12                    SEAN GREENE:  Yeah.  I can probably answer 


         13     that.   


         14         This is Sean Greene, SEPA specialist for EFSEC.   


         15         We've had discussions with the applicant for this 


         16     project about what imposing the Yakama Nation's 


         17     recommendations would look like in terms of the viability 


         18     of their project and the power generation.   


         19         They've suggested that it's about a reduction by half 


         20     of the project's power generation.  And their contention is 


         21     that their project could not survive even a third 


         22     reduction.  So imposing a mitigation measure that would 


         23     require removing all proposed panels from the northern 


         24     portion of the project area would make the project      


         25     non-viable.   
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         1                     KURT BECKETT:  Great.   


         2          Ms. Snarski, Mr. Greene, thanks.  Thanks for that 


         3      response.   


         4          Were there other comments or questions from the 


         5      council?   


         6                     ANDREA GRANTHAM:  This is Andrea Grantham.  


         7      I just want to make sure that we're able to hear 


         8      Councilmember Matt Chiles, if he is online, because I know 


         9      sometimes we accidentally mute his phone number.   


         10                    KURT BECKETT:  Councilman Chiles, can you 


         11     just confirm that we can hear your voice?   


         12                    ANDREA GRANTHAM:  Oh, I see his hand is 


         13     raised.  Perfect.   


         14                    MATT CHILES:  Yes.   


         15         Yeah.  I can hear you guys just fine.  Thank you.   


         16         I'm on the computer this time and not just on the 


         17     phone.  And thank you for double-checking.  Appreciate 


         18     that.   


         19                    KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for your participation 


         20     throughout this process including today.   


         21         I believe Councilwoman Brewster has a question.  


         22         And, Mr. Chiles, if you also had one, let me come back 


         23     to you after Ms. Brewster goes.   


         24                    STACEY BREWSTER:  Thanks.   


         25         I have a question about the setbacks that were 
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         1      described around the DNR portion.  In the MDNS and the site 


         2      certification, there is mentioned of the vegetative and 


         3      earthen berms for screening.   


         4          Seeing the picture, can you just describe would those 


         5      structures be outside of the fencing area or within?  Just 


         6      to get an idea of what sort of screening that would allow?  


         7      Thanks.   


         8                     SEAN GREENE:  Yes.  


         9          So the final design of that natural screening element 


         10     is still in the works between EFSEC, the applicant, and 


         11     WDFW.  But it would involve a combination of screening 


         12     vegetation, rocks, earthen berms, and it would be placed 


         13     outside of the fence line of the project area in between 


         14     that fence line and the northern boundary of the DNR 


         15     parcel.   


         16         And though that natural screening is not reflected in 


         17     those visual simulations, that's something that would be 


         18     additive to the setbacks.   


         19                    STACEY BREWSTER:  Thank you.   


         20                    KURT BECKETT:  Councilman Chiles, let me 


         21     just double-check again with you in case there's a comment 


         22     or question you wish to make.   


         23                    MATT CHILES:  No, actually.   


         24         I did not, except I believe it's a little ironic that 


         25     they want to disturb nature to put in natural screenings.  
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         1      I would think leaving it as it is, in its fairly natural 


         2      area, would be best.  But, if everyone's happy with the 


         3      screenings, I'm not going to complain about them.   


         4                     KURT BECKETT:  (Indecipherable).  And 


         5      certainly it sounds like there is some adaptivity that will 


         6      happen as those are ultimately placed and deployed.   


         7          Councilman Ryan.   


         8                     MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.   


         9          Just wondering about, in reviewing the draft resolution 


         10     in response to the Yakama Nation's identified concerns, 


         11     EFSEC has committed to mitigation including the 


         12     incorporation of the Yakama Nation in the review of all 


         13     site restoration plans to ensure that the project area is 


         14     fully restored following construction and decommissioning.   


         15         Taking that and then reviewing the MDNS, it looks like 


         16     there was some language previously under "Historic and 


         17     Cultural Resources" that would have, I think, broadened the 


         18     Tribe's engagement in those mitigation measures over time.   


         19         Is staff able to expand on, you know, why the existing 


         20     language is in place or what the conversation was like 


         21     around that specific item in the MDNS?   


         22         And before staff answers, Councilor Ryan, can you 


         23     clarify which page you're on in the resolution just so the 


         24     other council members are following along your citation?   


         25                    MAVERICK RYAN:  Sure thing.  Yeah.   
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         1          That was at the top of Page 5 -- the end of Page 4 


         2      leading into the top of Page 5.   


         3                     KURT BECKETT:  Thank you.   


         4          And, if staff would provide a response.   


         5                     SEAN GREENE:  Yeah.   


         6          So I know the language that you're referencing.  There 


         7      was some language in the initial MDNS -- the mitigated 


         8      determination, non-significance -- that included things 


         9      like providing the Tribe -- affected tribes the opportunity 


         10     to identify cultural no-go zones and things like that.   


         11         That language was not intended to be included in the 


         12     final version of the MDNS.  It was deemed not really 


         13     workable as mitigation because it was too open-ended.  The 


         14     discussions that we -- that Chair Beckett and staff had 


         15     with the Yakama Nation included that further commitment to 


         16     incorporate the Yakama Nation's review into the initial 


         17     site restoration plan and the detailed sites restoration 


         18     plans.   


         19         And the Yakama Nation at the time expressed an interest 


         20     in being included in both of those and ensuring that that's 


         21     a route where they can effectively engage with EFSEC and 


         22     the applicant to ensure that site conditions are returned 


         23     to a pre-project state following the completion of the 


         24     project.   


         25         So the language that you're specifically discussing was 
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         1      draft language that wasn't intended to be included in the 


         2      MDNS.  It was removed in the first revised MDNS.   


         3                     MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you for that 


         4      explanation.  Appreciate it.   


         5                     KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for the question.   


         6          Are there other questions or comments from Council?   


         7          Well, I'll make a quick comment while just pausing in 


         8      case there's any other thoughts that come to mind from the 


         9      council members.  Or we'll soon move on to entertaining 


         10     actions here.   


         11         So, one, thank you for all the presentations and 


         12     discussion.  It's certainly been important for all of us --  


         13     certainly, I'll speak for myself -- to review the full 


         14     record -- which I believe I have, including the public 


         15     comments.   


         16         And the key thing that I was also reflecting on in 


         17     trying to respect the request of the Yakama Nation in 


         18     particular as well as obviously be responsive to our 


         19     governor, that, as noted in the resolution on Page 5, 


         20     ultimately, it is the policy of the state of Washington to 


         21     recognize the pressing need for increased energy facilities 


         22     and to ensure through available and reasonable methods that 


         23     the location and operation of all energy facilities will 


         24     produce minimal adverse effects on the environment, the 


         25     ecology of the land, its wildlife, and the ecology of state 
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         1      waters and their aquatic life.   


         2          And I think, ultimately, this is one of the core kind 


         3      of mission challenges for EFSEC -- to ultimately achieve as 


         4      much balance as we can across that statement.  But, 


         5      ultimately, we do operate within the bounds of the 


         6      Washington state law.  And that it does include through 


         7      available and reasonable methods.  And so I appreciate the 


         8      added questions there including from Council Pamplin.   


         9          In this regard, I just wanted you to know that was part 


         10     of my reflection on how it would seem we should be 


         11     approaching this issue.   


         12         So, with that, are there other comments or questions?   


         13         Councilor Ryan.   


         14                    MAVERICK RYAN:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.   


         15         Do we have any sort of feedback or understanding of the 


         16     Yakama Nation's perspective on the changed language or the 


         17     updated SCA?   


         18                    KURT BECKETT:  I don't know if staff want to 


         19     answer first.  I can help with that one. 


         20                    JOANNE SNARSKI:  Well, I think it's -- this 


         21     is Joanne.   


         22         I think it's fair to say that we have had no further 


         23     contact since their September 25th letter to us.  I think, 


         24     you know, that information regarding the grant funding, 


         25     that was actually incorporated into other parts.  So I 
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         1      think we're just pulling that out into the SCA to make it 


         2      more prominent.  I think that was the thought process 


         3      there.  But I think they continue to be agreeable to 


         4      accepting that offer.   


         5                     AMI HAFKEMEYER:  If I could jump in.  This 


         6      is Ms. Hafkemeyer.   


         7          The grant funding is something that was agreed to and 


         8      understood by, you know, EFSEC, the developer, and the 


         9      Yakama Nation prior to the Governor's response back, and 


         10     all parties were agreeable to that.  So this edit is, as 


         11     Ms. Snarski mentioned, just to make it more explicit and 


         12     make more transparent that it is a requirement that we will 


         13     be documenting completion of things like that.   


         14         So I hope that answers your question.   


         15                    KURT BECKETT:  And, if I may, let me add a 


         16     word to that.   


         17         Councilman Ryan, I appreciate your question, for sure.   


         18         In plain speak, I think the Nation, the Yakama Nation, 


         19     continues to be opposed to this project.  And so I don't 


         20     believe that, at the end of the day, that despite, I think, 


         21     mutual efforts and good efforts to try and hear one 


         22     another, that that has really changed that position 


         23     fundamentally.   


         24         I think, clearly, as I reflect on this process and my 


         25     own direct participation in it, clearly there are 
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         1      procedural issues that I would encourage all of us to find 


         2      a means to, you know, have a further dialogue on: what some 


         3      of those procedural matters look like, what options we may 


         4      have to better meet the Yakama Nation's request knowing 


         5      that adjudication and its ability to engage the full 


         6      Council is very important to them.   


         7          In this case, having received the recommendation of the 


         8      SEPA official for mitigated determination of non-


         9      significance and, as a result, to not use adjudication -- 


         10     which certainly has its place.   


         11         I personally have some questions about the formality of 


         12     adjudication after the formality of a thorough 


         13     environmental review process, but I certainly respect the 


         14     Yakama Nation's worldview and support for -- essentially, I 


         15     interpreted it as almost exclusive use of the adjudication 


         16     path in EFSEC processes.  So, having acknowledged that, I 


         17     believe for the reasons documented on the record and I 


         18     think further reflected in the Governor's response to us 


         19     that, ultimately, that basis of that recommendation has not 


         20     been a further question around that, at least on the state 


         21     side of that picture.   


         22         So certainly have great respect for the Yakama Nation, 


         23     and I hope that we can find a means to work on some of 


         24     those important process issues knowing that ultimately 


         25     these are also about impacts and very deeply held beliefs 
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         1      and values by Yakama Nation.  And I certainly want to 


         2      recognize that and will do my best to respect and support 


         3      those outcomes despite probably what will still be 


         4      dissatisfaction, potentially, with the Council, depending 


         5      where you want to take this today.   


         6          So obviously I'm on the record on having supported the 


         7      project before, and don't see, really, a reason to change 


         8      that at this stage.   


         9          But, with that, if there are other comments or 


         10     questions, let's hear those, and then move to the next 


         11     portion of the meeting.   


         12         Councilman Chiles.   


         13                    MATT CHILES:  Thank you, Chair Beckett.   


         14         I wanted to thank the Council and staff for their work 


         15     on addressing the Yakama's concerns.  I think that we have 


         16     done a good job above and beyond the requirements of the 


         17     treaty with the Yakamas on the ceded lands.  And I think 


         18     I'm comfortable with the mitigations that are proposed.  


         19     Thank you.   


         20                    KURT BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman Chiles.   


         21         Last call for comments or questions.   


         22         Okay.  Hearing none, if it's the will of the Council, 


         23     then the Chair would entertain a motion to approve Council 


         24     Resolution No. 360 and the draft site certification 


         25     agreement as amended for transmittal to the Governor for 
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         1      the Carriger solar project.   


         2          Is there said motion?   


         3          Councilman Pamplin.   


         4                     NATE PAMPLIN:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.   


         5          Yes.  I'll go ahead and just make that motion to 


         6      approve Council Resolution No. 360 and the draft site 


         7      certification agreement as amended for transmittal to the 


         8      Governor for the Carriger Solar Project.   


         9                     KURT BECKETT:  Thank you.   


         10         Is there a second to the motion?   


         11                    STACEY BREWSTER:  Stacey Brewster, second. 


         12                    KURT BECKETT:  Second?  Oh.   


         13         Thank you, Councilwoman Brewster.   


         14         Carriger Council, the motion has been moved and 


         15     seconded.   


         16         Is there further discussion on the action before you?  


         17     Seeing or hearing no discussion.  All those in favor of the 


         18     motion, please say aye.   


         19                    BLAKE NELSON:  Aye.   


         20                    NATHAN PAMPLIN:  Aye.   


         21                    STACEY BREWSTER:  Aye. 


         22                    MATT CHILES:  Aye. 


         23                    KURT BECKETT:  Aye. 


         24         Opposed. 


         25                    MAVERICK RYAN:  Nay. 
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         1                     KURT BECKETT:  Did we capture the nay for 


         2      the record?  I thought I heard a nay.   


         3                     MAVERICK RYAN:  Yes.  You did.   


         4                     KURT BECKETT:  I'm on screen.  So, if 


         5      someone can tell who's saying that.  I didn't know it was 


         6      Councilman Chiles or Ryan.   


         7                     MAVERICK RYAN:  Council Ryan.  Sorry.   


         8                     KURT BECKETT:  Very well.  


         9          The ayes carry the motion.  And the EFSEC Council for 


         10     Carriger has adopted the motion to approve Council 


         11     Resolution No. 360, and the draft site certification 


         12     agreement is amended for transmittal to the Governor for 


         13     the Carriger Solar project.   


         14         And I believe, Council Pamplin.   


         15                    NATE PAMPLIN:  Great.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.   


         16         Mr. Chairman, you spoke to this in your remarks prior 


         17     to our vote.  I just wanted to call out in the governor's 


         18     letter in the -- dated August 22nd on Page 5 in his closing 


         19     paragraph, he requested that EFSEC provide his office with 


         20     information regarding its tribal consultation policies and 


         21     procedures, and he's willing to work with EFSEC to evaluate 


         22     any changes in the manner of which the Council engages with 


         23     the tribes.   


         24         And just thought, you know, given the circumstances 


         25     surrounding the Governor's direction relative to this 
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         1      project and that invitation to work with him and his office 


         2      and your remarks, Mr. Chairman, I just hope that we do take 


         3      advantage of that window.  And if there's a role for 


         4      council participation in those conversations, I'm more than 


         5      happy to assist.   


         6                     KURT BECKETT:  Thank you, Councilman 


         7      Pamplin.   


         8          I certainly welcome any member of the council's 


         9      presence, you know, on our various key issues with all of 


         10     Washington tribes.  And so certainly it's an item that -- 


         11     as appropriate knowing that there are some limitations on 


         12     when the Governor's Office can be in touch directly with 


         13     the Council.  So soon, with today's action, hopefully that 


         14     will pass, and we'll, you know, have a more robust 


         15     conversation as the governor requests.  We certainly 


         16     welcome that.   


         17         I will note, as part of the coincidence of timing, that 


         18     we will be, several of us, departing to go attend the 


         19     Centennial Accord at the Cowlitz Tribe in Southwest 


         20     Washington for several days, actually, with the Governor 


         21     and the tribes of Washington.  The Yakama Nation is not a 


         22     signatory to the Centennial Accord, but I certainly believe 


         23     that, you know, they are present there in at least one or 


         24     more ways.  And we'll look forward to that direct 


         25     engagement, hopefully, with the Yakama Nation independent 
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         1      of this week's Centennial Accord which again is the annual 


         2      meeting between the Governor and his executives and tribal 


         3      leaders throughout Washington.   


         4          So with that -- 


         5                     SONIA BUMPUS:  Chair Beckett, if I may? 


         6                     KURT BECKETT:  You may.  Director Bumpus.   


         7                     SONIA BUMPUS:  Apologies.  My dog is 


         8      barking.   


         9          I just wanted to note that there will be a cover letter 


         10     accompanying the transmittal of the reconsideration packet 


         11     back to Governor Ferguson.  In the cover letter from the 


         12     Chair, we will provide some information about our policies 


         13     with respect to tribal engagement and consultation.   


         14         That's all I wanted to add.  Thank you.   


         15                    KURT BECKETT:  Thanks for that.  And I 


         16     certainly actually should also acknowledge and thank the 


         17     Governor's Office and the Governor's Office of Indian 


         18     Affairs -- or GOIA, as it's known -- that supported EFSEC 


         19     in a tribal outreach meeting in early June -- sent out to 


         20     all tribes in Washington.  And that's just, you know, one 


         21     meeting.  An important one, but hopefully reflective of our 


         22     ongoing commitment to full tribal engagement and always 


         23     looking for ways to clarify and improve that.   


         24         And I will note, you know, to the degree that whether 


         25     individually, as is normally the case, or, if there was 
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         1      reasons to do it on a more regional basis, you know, EFSEC 


         2      is always open for an active conversation around how to 


         3      establish tribal consultation, memorandums of understanding 


         4      with each tribe, so that we have as much clarity as to what 


         5      the purposes are for any individual tribe as we engage with 


         6      them on our projects once we've received those 


         7      applications.   


         8          I'd also like to note that I believe the staff 


         9      presentation from today either is on the website or will 


         10     soon be and certainly, I think, worthy of inclusion in the 


         11     communication back to the Governor as well.   


         12         So, with that, any other closing comments from the 


         13     Council?   


         14         Ms. Hafkemeyer did you have one last item or did I 


         15     misread that?   


         16                    AMI HAFKEMEYER:  I just wanted to indicate 


         17     that Councilmember Pamplin had raised his hand, but you saw 


         18     that on your own.  And so --   


         19                    KURT BECKETT:  Okay.  Perfect.  Thank you.   


         20         Well, Council, thank you very much for your added time 


         21     today.  And, seeing no other hands raised for comments, I 


         22     will adjourn today's meeting at 9:44 A.M.   


         23         Thank you all very much. 


         24                         (End of recording.)                     


         25 
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