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7/5/26 Comments on the Horse Heaven (H2) Wind Farm Project increase in turbine height. Overall
comments: the added heights of the company's preferred 671 ft wind turbines were the true intent of
Scott Clean Energy and they knew that would be a problem so they promoted the 499 ft wind turbines to
divert the public from the true impact of the H2 project that 671 ft tall wind turbines would have and the
public would have no, or limited, time to push back. Ethically unacceptable behavior that should disqualify
the project. The H2 project is not a viable project unless taxpayer funds subsidize it and it's forced on the
neighborhood/land it will be built upon. H2 won't provide reliable power, especially during power use
surges. The H2 power will be shipped elsewhere (i.e., the environmental, safety, health, and financial
damages will NOT be borne by those using the power but WILL be borne by those near the site). H2 is a
national security issue because the company pushing the project is not a US company. The FAA has not
evaluated nor approved the placement of 671 ft obstacles in the way of airplanes. Fire fighting will be
severely impacted by the 671 ft wind turbines. (See links below to online fire & jpg files showing fire
results along 1-82 near Exit 9, Badger Rd in June 2026 as well as yesterday, 7/4/26.) Approval of the
project should be denied for these reasons. 7/5/26 Thank you for your prompt cooperation in denying the
Horse Heaven Wind Turbin/solar/battery project. J. Polehn Detailed comments: 1) Letter from Ami
Hafkemeyer, EFSEC Director of Siting and Compliance to Dave Walker, EFSEC Interim Executive Director,
dated June 26, 2026, Environmental Review and Staff Recommendation for State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) Review for Horse Heaven Wind Farm Project Site Certification Agreement Updated Micrositing "The
Final EIS determined that the Project would result in significant adverse environmental impacts that could
not be fully mitigated. The analysis within the Final EIS remains applicable and should be considered as the
baseline assessment of anticipated environmental impacts from the Project" The letter clearly admits
significant adverse environmental impacts that could not be fully mitigated yet the unelected/"Governor"
appointed EFSEC chair and members chose to allow the project. This unlawful behavior warrants removal
from public position of all, including "Governor" B. Ferguson, that signed off on a project that does not look
out for the well being of the Benton County community nor the environment the project impacts. If
impacts to the environment and the community it impacts cannot be fully mitigated, using basic logic, the
project should be denied. This is NOT rocket science.2) Memo from Amy Moon and Ami Hafkemeyer,
EFSEC to Dave Kobus, Scout Clean Energy (SCE), dated April 2, 2026, Horse Heaven Wind Farm Anticipated
Project Modifications For Final Design SCE increased the wind turbine height by 172 ft from 499 ft to 671 ft
after SCE had been using for years the lower wind turbine height 499 ft for it's environmental approval
process thus springing the altered design after 3 years on EFSEC and interested/impacted citizens at the
last minute (within the last 6 months, 2026). The project was being sold to EFSEC & the Benton County
community on a 499 ft height. No independent, complete environmental analysis has been provided for
the additional height, including further moving the 671 ft turbines back to minimize visual impact to
Benton county residents. Technical justification for the additional height not been provided. Impact of the
added turbine height has not been adequately evaluated on the endangered Ferruginous Hawk. (It's ok to
murder the endangered hawks by slicing them up with the turbine blades? Really?) Nor have the issues of



access of airplanes flying routes in the area nor interference with airplane fire fighting capabilities been
put to bed. Fires are a serious, life and property, threatening issue. (See attached jpg file to view the
results of the fire along 1-82 near Badger exit 9 in June and July 2026 that threatened folks homes and
lives.) The last minute springing of the increased height of the turbines documents demonstrates Scout's
bad faith in presenting the totality of the project. Further, the numerous overhead & buried electrical lines
impact the environment when they need to be repaired and decommissioned. The seriously gross misuse
of land designated farm land, impact to the 300,000+ residents in the Tri-cities & surrounding
communities, when the unreliable power put in place, is unacceptable. Humans ARE part of the
environment and those not in our Benton County community should have NO say on major projects in the
Benton County, including use of our tax monies, or where our power comes from especially when that
power will be shipped elsewhere, is unreliable, and the environmental & tribal impacts of that electric
power unreliability have not been addressed. * For water resources & the finding of no water impact: ",
EFSEC found that no significant unavoidable adverse impacts would occur to water resources from
construction and operation of Turbine Option 2 and the related or supporting facilities described in the
ASC." Still inaccurate. Prohibition of the H2 project would prevent ANY adverse impacts to the water
resources (finite resource), surface AND ground water. The state has claimed it needs to conserve water,
yet it's allowing the H2 project to steal that resource/reduce the ground water that others are using.
Unacceptable. (Rules for thee but not for me.) *For land and shoreline use (pg 10 and 11): this evaluation
is, at best, a really bad joke and further demonstrates the lack of concern EFSEC has for the well being of
Benton County residents and documents such horrific projects are ok as long as they're not in the EFSEC
members' back yard! The scenic land use will be very seriously impacted and surrounding land and home
values greatly impacted. Guess there's no impact if the project is not visible from the evaluator's
residence or the evaluator doesn't use water table water. (More rules for thee but not for me.) *For
historical and cultural resources (pg 11): ..."As required by SCA Condition CR-3, which was not included in
the Final EIS but was imposed by the Council during its deliberations, the modified layout includes a one-
mile setback from Webber Canyon."..."Therefore, EFSEC can conclude that no substantial changes to the
impacts to historic and cultural resources described in the Final EIS will occur as a result of implementation
of the design modifications described herein." Given the increase in height of the wind turbines from 499 ft
tall to 671 ft tall (an increase in height of 222 ft), the 1 mile setback needs to be significantly increased to
decrease impact on the Tri-city's historical preservation of the landscape for Tri-cities residents. (See link
b e | o] w . ) https://search.brave.com/ask?
g=How+does+visual+impact+scale+with+turbine+height%3F&source=lImFollowup&conversation=0947a
60242d2d206ab828f24c7d6b3274c19 *For public health and safety (pg 130): "Mitigation measure PHS-2,
which was not included in the Final EIS but was imposed by the Council during its deliberations, resulted in
required setbacks from the historic locations of wildfires in the Project vicinity." The evaluation uses
historical data for wildfire locations. Wildfires do NOT pay attention to where they've occurred historically.
Inability of firefighting/fire suppressing airplanes to access wind turbine sites to provide fire suppressing
materials significantly impacts the public's health and safety, to say nothing of the Ferruginous Hawk and
other wildlife. In addition, the public safety of air traffic is not addressed (i.e., both safety of air passengers
and crew as well as residents in the line of the air traffic). Evaluation does not consider the reason for the
wind turbines (i.e., to provide safe, cheep, reliable electric power to the neighborhood they exist in). They
do none of that. They rely on taxpayer subsidies because they're not financially viable projects without
those taxpayer subsidies. and put humans and the environment in danger and are not available when the
power peak needs occur. We just, 7/4/26, had a large fire near Exit 9, Badger Rd that we've not had in
decades (i.e., fires don't give a "rip" about history). (See link below & attached jpg files below.) * [-82,
Badger exit 109, area along Summit View Drive & S. Sagebrush Rd 40+ mph gusts fuel several Tri-Cities
fires, threatening schools and homes, closing roads https://www.tri-
cityherald.com/news/local/article310703930.htm| Wind-driven fire engulfs home, cars and haystack near
Tri-Cities. 2 evacuated
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