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Dear Members of the Planning Commission, 

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed wind energy project planned for the 
Horse Heaven Hills located in Benton County. 

While I understand the state's commitment to expanding renewable energy, I believe this project 
has been proposed for a location where the environmental conditions and public safety risks 
outweigh its potential benefits. 

Our high desert area experiences some of the harshest environmental conditions in the region. 
Summer temperatures routinely reach 100 to a high 120 degrees Fahrenheit in June 2021, while 
winter temperatures can fall below -7 degrees with a record low of -29 degrees. The landscape is 
exceptionally dry for much of the year and is frequently subjected to high winds and extreme 
dust. Every summer we face the threat of wildfires, and our community has witnessed how 
quickly fires can spread through wheat fields, native sagebrush, and cheatgrass, all of which are 
highly combustible fuels. 

The proposed turbines, standing more than 670 feet tall—approximately the height of a 67-story 
building—introduce concerns that deserve careful consideration. Although wind turbine fires are 
relatively uncommon, they do occur in 2.8% of wind turbines annually as a result of lightning 
strikes, electrical failures, bearing failures, poor maintenance or overheating within the nacelle. 
Because these fires occur hundreds of feet above the ground, they are impossible for firefighters 
to attack directly. In many cases, the accepted response is to establish a safety perimeter and 
allow the turbine to burn until the fuel is exhausted. 

 Aerial Firefighting Obstructions (The "No-Fly Zone") The most heavily litigated fire risk is the 
disruption of aerial firefighting: The 24-mile-long wall of turbines—standing 670 feet tall—
creates a massive physical barrier. Local opposition groups like Tri-Cities C.A.R.E.S. and state 
lawmakers argue this creates an effective "no-fly zone" for firefighting aircraft 

In an area characterized by high winds and highly flammable vegetation, this response raises 
serious concerns. Burning debris, molten material, or embers falling from a turbine could ignite 
surrounding wheat fields or dry grasslands at a distance, potentially leading to a rapidly 
spreading wildfire. Given the increasing frequency and severity of wildfires throughout the West, 
this possibility should not be dismissed. 

I am equally concerned if the project includes battery energy storage systems. While battery 
storage is becoming more common, lithium-ion battery fires present unique firefighting 
challenges. Thermal runaway events can require prolonged cooling with large volumes of water 
and may reignite even after appearing to be extinguished. Lithium-ion battery fires present 
unique firefighting challenges. Depending on the size of the battery and the severity of the 
incident, firefighters may need thousands—and in some documented incidents, tens of 
thousands—of gallons of water to cool a battery and prevent reignition. In remote rural areas 
without hydrants or municipal water systems, providing that volume of water presents a 



significant logistical challenge. A single tesla vehicle can require 60,000 gallons of water to 
extinguish a battery fire. 

In the rural landscape of horse heaven hills there are no municipal fire hydrants available to 
supply large quantities of water, and emergency responders would face significant logistical 
challenges in obtaining sufficient water during a major incident.  

These concerns raise several important questions that deserve clear answers before any permits 
are approved: 

• How will turbine or battery fires be safely managed in an area without a municipal water 
system or fire hydrants? 

• What wildfire risk assessment has been completed for this specific location? 

• What emergency response plans have been developed with the local fire district? 

• What fire suppression systems will be installed within turbine nacelles and any battery 
storage facilities? 

• What setbacks will protect neighboring properties if a turbine fire occurs? 

• Who bears financial responsibility if a project-related fire damages neighboring farms, 
homes, livestock, or public lands? 

In addition to these questions, I respectfully request that the Planning Commission require the 
following before considering approval of this project: 

• An independent, third-party wildfire risk assessment prepared by experts with no 
financial interest in the project. 

• A comprehensive Fire Protection and Emergency Response Plan developed in 
coordination with the local fire district and state wildfire agencies. 

• Documentation demonstrating that adequate water supplies, water storage, and 
firefighting resources will be immediately available to respond to turbine, battery storage, 
or vegetation fires. 

• Independent engineering studies evaluating the effects of extreme heat, high winds, dust, 
and severe winter conditions on turbine reliability, electrical equipment, and battery 
storage systems over the life of the project. 

• A detailed analysis of how turbine fires, falling debris, and battery storage failures could 
affect neighboring agricultural lands, homes, wildlife habitat, and evacuation routes. 

• A legally binding financial assurance or insurance requirement sufficient to cover wildfire 
suppression costs, environmental restoration, property damage, and compensation to 
affected landowners should a project-related fire occur. 



• Ongoing public reporting of equipment failures, fires, emergency shutdowns, and 
maintenance issues throughout the operational life of the facility. 

This project should not proceed until an independent wildfire risk assessment has been 
completed and made available to the public. Such an assessment should evaluate ignition risks, 
emergency response capabilities, evacuation planning, water availability, and the cumulative 
impacts of locating very large industrial structures within an area already recognized as having 
significant wildfire danger. 

As residents of this community, we are the ones who will live with the consequences of this wind 
farm decision. We have experienced devastating wildfires and know the realities of our 
landscape, and how quickly a small ignition can become a catastrophic event. It is essential that 
public safety—not project schedules or financial interests—remain the highest priority in 
evaluating this proposal. 

I respectfully ask that you place the safety of local residents, firefighters, agricultural lands, 
wildlife habitat, and our community above the interests of this project. Once these turbines are 
constructed, the risks and consequences will remain with those of us who live here long after the 
developers have completed construction. 

 

In addition to the public safety concerns, I ask the Planning Commission to carefully consider 
whether this project provides a meaningful benefit to the citizens who will bear its impacts. 

Many residents understand that much of the electricity generated by projects such as this may 
ultimately be delivered outside our immediate community through the regional transmission 
system. If the electricity produced by this facility is primarily serving distant markets rather than 
local residents, our community will be left with the permanent visual, environmental, and safety 
impacts while receiving little direct benefit in return. In fact, many residents are already 
experiencing significant increases in their electricity bills—costs that many households can no 
longer comfortably afford. At the same time, they are being asked to help finance new generation 
and transmission infrastructure that primarily serves large commercial and industrial users, 
providing little direct benefit to them as residential customers. We deserve a clear explanation of 
who will receive the electricity generated by this project and how the surrounding communities 
will benefit. 

Our residents will be asked to accept industrial structures exceeding 600 feet in height that will 
permanently alter the character of our rural landscape and skyline. Property owners who do not 
host turbines will still experience the visual impacts, potential wildfire risks, increased 
transmission infrastructure, and changes to the rural character of our community without 
compensation. 



Washington State is already fortunate to possess one of the nation's most diverse electricity 
portfolios, including hydroelectric generation, nuclear power, natural gas, renewable resources, 
and emerging technologies. Before committing thousands of acres of productive farmland and 
native shrub-steppe habitat to additional wind development, I believe we should carefully 
evaluate whether this project represents the best long-term investment for our state. 

Energy technology is evolving rapidly. Washington is already home to companies developing 
advanced nuclear and fusion technologies that aim to produce large amounts of electricity from 
compact facilities located near major electrical loads. Helion's Orion fusion reactor—currently 
under development for Microsoft—is designed to produce at least 50 megawatts (MW) of 
electricity by 2028.  

Before permanently industrializing thousands of acres of farmland and native shrub-steppe with 
670-foot wind turbines, I believe the state should carefully consider whether emerging 
technologies may provide more reliable, lower-impact alternatives over the coming decades. We 
should look to the future instead of focusing on past. 

Long-distance transmission also comes with costs. Electricity transported hundreds of miles 
requires extensive transmission infrastructure, including new transmission lines, substations, and 
access roads. Building this infrastructure can fragment wildlife habitat, require vegetation 
clearing, affect scenic landscapes, and increase project costs. Even with modern high-voltage 
transmission systems, some electricity is inevitably lost during transmission and distribution, 
representing an additional cost that should be considered when comparing generation options 
located closer to where power is ultimately consumed. Another concern is whether the 
communities that bear the impacts of these projects are the same communities that ultimately 
receive the benefits. 

Puget Sound Energy located in Seattle Washington, has invested in wind generation in Montana 
to help serve customers in Washington. Likewise, electricity generated by the proposed Horse 
Heaven Hills project will become part of the interconnected Western electrical grid and may 
serve customers well beyond our local community most likely in California. If the electricity 
produced here is intended primarily to meet demand in other regions, local residents will be left 
with the permanent visual impacts, wildfire risks, transmission infrastructure, and changes to our 
rural landscape while receiving little direct benefit in return.  

I respectfully ask the Planning Commission to clearly identify who the intended beneficiaries of 
this project will be and explain why our community should bear the long-term environmental, 
safety, and aesthetic impacts if the primary benefits are realized elsewhere. 

I also ask the Commission to evaluate the cumulative economic impacts on consumers. New 
generation facilities, transmission lines, substations, and grid upgrades require significant capital 
investment. Residents deserve a transparent accounting of how these costs will affect future 



electric rates and whether lower-cost alternatives have been fully evaluated before approving this 
project. 

Finally, I respectfully request that the Planning Commission require the project applicant to 
publicly disclose: 

• The primary markets and utilities expected to receive the electricity generated by this 
project. 

• Whether additional transmission lines or substations will be required. 

• The anticipated impacts to wildlife habitat, agricultural lands, and native vegetation from 
new transmission infrastructure. 

• The projected cost to ratepayers associated with constructing and integrating this project 
into the electrical grid. 

• A comparison of this project with other available generation technologies, including 
existing hydroelectric resources, nuclear generation, emerging advanced nuclear 
technologies, and other alternatives that may better balance reliability, affordability, 
environmental protection, and public safety. 

Our community deserves an objective evaluation of whether this project truly serves the long-
term public interest or primarily shifts the burdens of industrial energy development onto rural 
residents while delivering the benefits elsewhere. 

Thank you for your consideration and for your commitment to protecting our community. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Carpenter 

Benton County, WA 
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