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Table I-1 
Draft EIS Comment Log 

 
1. Comments from Agencies     

Comment 
Record No. 

 
Agency 

 
Name of Source 

Date of 
Record 

Date 
Received 

No. of 
Comments 

1 Washington Department of 
Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) 

Ted Clausing 
Regional Habitat 
Program Mgr. 

1-30-04 1-30-04 17 

2 Washington State Department 
of Transportation (WSDOT) 

Salah Al-Tamimi, PE 
Regional Planning 
Engineer 

1-29-04 2-02-04 8 

3 Kittitas County Public Works 
Department 

Paul Bennett, PE 
Director of Public 
Works 

1-30-04 1-30-04 9 

4 Kittitas County Fire Marshall Derald Gaidos 
Fire Marshal 

1-29-04 2-02-04 10 

2. Comments from Organizations     

Comment 
Record No. 

 
Organization 

 
Name of Source 

Date of 
Record 

 
Date 
Received 

No. of 
Comments 

5 Kittitas Audubon Society Keith Johnson 
President 

1-28-04 1-30-04 16 

6 Kittitas County Airport 
Advisory Committee 

Shan Rowbotham 
Chairman 

1-29-04 1-29-04 9 

7 McCullough, Hill, Fisko, 
Kretschmer, Smith 

Courtney Flora 1-30-04 1-30-04 2 

8 The Phoenix Group Debbie Strand, CecD 
Executive Director 

1-30-04 1-30-04 1 

9 Renewable Northwest Project Sonja Ling 
Policy Associate 

1-30-04 1-30-04 6 

10 Residents Opposed to Kittitas 
Turbines 

Ed Garrett 1-23-04 1-23-04 1 
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Table I-1 

Draft EIS Comment Log (cont’d) 
 

3. Comments from Individuals    

Comment 
Record ID 

 
Individual 

 
Date of Record 

Date 
Received 

No. of 
Comments 

11 Loran and Judy Allen Not indicated 1-30-04 12 
12 Lee Bates 12-23-03/1-22-04 1-22-04 30 
13 Jack Boyovich 1-22-04 1-22-04 1 
14 Linda Brown 1-22-04 1-23-04 7 
15 Emilia Burdyshaw 1-26-04 1-26-04 16 
16 Lee and Chris Burtchett 1-10-04 1-20-04 15 
17 Lee and Chris Burtchett 1-20-04 1-20-04 12 
18 Chris Burtchett 1-25-04 1-26-04 5 
19 Judy Corey 1-19-04 1-19-04 2 
20 Shirley Dawson 1-10-04 1-20-04 4 
21 Arthur DePalma 1-20-04 1-20-04 6 
22 William Erickson 1-16-04 1-20-04 3 
23 Randy Fischer 1-21-04 1-21-04 4 
24 John and Barbara Foster 1-26-04 1-26-04 6 
25 Ed Garrett 1-19-04 1-19-04 6 
26 Ed Garrett 1-19-04 1-20-04 5 
27 Ed Garrett and Rosemary Monaghan 1-29-04 1-30-04 73 
28 Gene Johnson 1-29-04 1-30-04 4 
29 Jill Kuhn Not indicated 1-30-04 45 
30 Eric Larsen 1-30-04 1-30-04 32 
31 Janet Lee 1-19-04 1-19-04 2 
32 Janet Lee 1-27-04 1-27-04 5 
33 Hal and Gloria Lindstrom 1-30-04 1-30-04 8 
34 Mitch Meffert 1-08-04 1-08-04 1 
35 Mitch Meffert 1-19-04 1-19-04 2 
36 Janet Nelson 1-29-04 2-02-04 19 
37 Felicia Persson 1-20-04 1-20-04 5 
38 Felicia Persson 1-25-04 1-30-04 120 
39 Ray and Betty Ridenour 1-28-04 1-30-04 5 
40 Mike Robertson 1-25-04 1-25-04 1 
41 Michael and Elizabeth Robertson 1-19-04 1-19-04 36 
42 Geoff Saunders 1-30-04 1-30-04 24 
43 Linda and Charles Schantz 1-30-04 1-30-04 128 
44 Al and Diane Schwab Not indicated 1-20-04 18 
45 Diane Schwab 1-22-04 1-22-04 2 
46 Gloria Sharp and Boyd Rear Not indicated 1-30-04 2 
47 Jeff Slothower 1-30-04 1-30-04 12 
48 Clem Staloch Not indicated 1-29-04 9 
49 Linda Waits 1-21-04 1-21-04 1 
50 John Winbauer 1-30-04 1-30-04 5 
51 Woody Woodcock 1-29-04 1-30-04 13 
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Table I-1 

Draft EIS Comment Log (cont’d) 
 
4. Comments from Individuals (in identical form letter) 
Comment 
Record No. 

 
Individual 

 
Date of Record 

Date 
Received 

Number of 
Comments 

52 Kathleen L. Armstrong 12-31-03 1-22-04 2 
53 Roy D. Armstrong 12-31-03 1-22-04 2 
54 Dean Auve’ 11-18-03 1-22-04 2 
55 Rosemarie Auve’ 11-08-03 1-22-04 2 
56 Cynthia Bourasaw 11-18-03 1-22-04 2 
57 David W. Bourasaw 11-19-03 1-22-04 2 
58 David J. Boyovich Sr. 1-20-04 1-22-04 2 
59 Patricia A. Boyovich 1-20-04 1-22-04 2 
60 Keley D. Dormaier 11-24-03 1-22-04 2 
61 Ellen B. Finch 11-20-03 1-22-04 2 
62 Marvin G. Finch 11-18-03 1-22-04 2 
63 Janet L. Gudgel 11-16-03 1-22-04 2 
64 Jerry L. Gudgel 11-15-03 1-22-04 2 
65 George Grigg 1-11-04 1-22-04 2 
66 Karen V. Grigg 1-11-04 1-22-04 2 
67 Jean L. Jackson 1-11-03 1-22-04 2 
68 Robert Jackson 1-11-03 1-22-04 2 
69 Eloise Kirchmeyer 12-10-03 1-22-04 2 
70 Charles McCosh 12-08-03 1-22-04 2 
71 Elizabeth F. Lasell-McCosh 12-06-03 1-22-04 2 
72 Allison Muraites 1-11-04 1-22-04 2 
73 Carl Michael 1-11-04 1-22-04 2 
74 Teri Michael 1-11-04 1-22-04 2 
75 Michael F. Thompson 12-06-03 1-22-04 2 
76 Gaylen C. Waschell 12-23-03 1-22-04 2 
77 Rozella Waschell 12-23-03 1-22-04 2 
78 Gregory Willette 11-18-03 1-22-04 2 
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Table I-1 

Draft EIS Comment Log (cont’d) 
 

5. Comments from January 20, 2004 
Public Testimony
Comment 

Record No. 
 
Individual 

 
 

Number of 
Comments 

T1 Phyllis Whitbeck  1 
T2 Ginger Morrison  1 
T3 Arthur DePalma  7 
T4 Dwight Lee Bates  8 
T5 Ed Garrett  4 
T6 Jeff Howard  1 
T7 Bertha Morrison  1 
T8 Chris Burtchett  3 
T9 Dana Lind  1 

T10 David Sager  1 
T11 Diane Schwab  5 
T12 Jack Boyovich  6 
T13 Holly Pinkart  6 
T14 William Erickson  6 
T15 Rocky Farrell  1 
T16 Roger Weaver  1 
T17 Eloise Kirchmeyer  2 
T18 Michael Gossler  1 
T19 Kirk Diehl  3 
T20 David Lee  2 
T21 Leslie White  1 
T22 Linda Schantz  8 
T23 Desmond Knudson  6 
T24 Woody Woodcock  7 
T25 Helen Wise  2 
T26 Felicia Persson  3 
T27 Keith Johnson  6 
T28 Ron Nelson  2 
T29 Chris Cole  4 
T30 Dan Quinn  4 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments  

Issue 
Code

 
Summary of Issue 

Corresponding 
Comments 

 PROGRAMMATIC/POLICY ISSUES  
EIS SEPA/EIS Process and Scope  

1 General adequacy of DEIS content and analysis 
Multiple comments relating to the overall adequacy of the material presented in the 
DEIS, as opposed to comments addressing page- or section-specific technical content in 
the DEIS. Comments in this category generally reflect one of four themes: (1) general 
criticism of the content and approach in the DEIS, such as statements that the DEIS 
minimizes the project’s effects, that conclusions were hastily made based on other wind 
projects, or that the DEIS lacks quantitative and qualitative information on impacts; (2) 
comments related to the information sources used to develop the DEIS, such as 
comments that the majority of the studies cited were developed by wind energy 
proponents and that the DEIS should use other sources with information on impacts of 
existing projects; (3) comments concerning the level of site-specific detail in the DEIS, 
generally requesting identification of impacts to individual residences or from  specific 
turbines; and (4) comments that were complimentary with respect to the approach and 
content of the DEIS. 

 
6-1, 7-1, 9-1, 15-
1, 17-1, 18-2, 19-
1, 25-1, 27-66, 
27-72, 29-1, 30-
1, 38-117, 43-
120, 43-125, 43-
128, 45-1, 47-2, 
51-13, T7-1, T8-
1, T11-1, T29-1 
 
 
 
 

2 Geographic scope and scale of analysis 
Comments about the appropriate range of the impact analysis, including statements that 
Section 2.2.1.3 should indicate residences within one-half mile radius of project in order 
to clearly indicate the number of residences impacted by the proposed project; or that 
analysis should include residences up to 2 miles away. 

 
38-15, 43-40 

3 Adequacy of maps provided in DEIS 
General comments about the DEIS maps, including statements that maps indicating 
property ownership should have been included; maps need greater detail; maps are not 
legible, do not depict enough of the area; difficult to determine extent of impacts; Figure 
1.1 does not indicate roads; and Figure 3.10.2 does not show the project location. 

 
15-12, 44-6, 44-
8, T11-2 

4 Evaluation of project against Kittitas County criteria for wind farm approval 
Statements about and comparison of DEIS content with the general criteria (identified in 
the DEIS) to be used by the Kittitas County Board of Commissioners to determine the 
final land use approval decision for the project; suggestion that these criteria have not 
been met; and objection to perceived implication that DEIS indicates criteria are met. 

16-2, 16-5, 16-6, 
17-3, 29-2, 29-7, 
29-8, 38-3, 41-3, 
43-121, 44-4, 51-
1, T8-2, T24-1 

5 Responsibility of Kittitas County 
Comment that Kittitas County has a responsibility to ensure that potential impacts from 
the project are assessed in a complete and unbiased manner, mitigation measures are 
required and enforced, and a system to report problems and enforce mitigation will be in 
place.  

 
30-32 

6 Time needed for a decision on the project 
Comments relating to the timing of the EIS and/or the County decision, including 
requests to not make a hasty decision, take more time to analyze data on problems from 
other wind farms, and stall decision until BLM finalizes an EIS on wind power in the 
western states. Also includes a comment that it seems senseless to go through the review 
of the DEIS without the approval of the appropriate zoning requirements.  

 
18-5, 24-5, 29-3, 
29-4 

7 Need for project power/power market issues 
Comments that the EIS has not shown a need for the project, contains inadequate 
discussion of current wind power production or how much capacity utilities are seeking, 
or does not adequately assess market for wind energy production in the state. 

 
23-4, 41-30, 47-1 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

8 Need for subsequent environmental review 
Includes a request to correct Fact Sheet to indicate that subsequent environmental review 
may be required, and statement that DEIS does not mention future expansion of the 
proposed project while the Desert Claim application leaves the door open for expansion. 

 
27-5, 51-8 

9 Description of the applicant and/or its objectives for the proposed action 
Comments addressing the DEIS description of the applicant; about existence of buyer 
for the power; whether energy from project would remain in Pacific Northwest; 
reference to site-specific criteria identified as needed for a wind facility; inclusion of 
statements considered to be marketing projections or political positions; lack of federal 
or state requirements to purchase wind power. 

 
27-6, 38-4, 41-2, 
42-1, 42-3 

10 Approach to mitigation in the DEIS  
Comments relating to the general approach to mitigation as discussed in the DEIS, such 
as statements that contingency measures should be in place if the EIS is wrong about 
impacts; measures are not long-term in focus, do not obligate the applicant to corrective 
actions after construction; need comprehensive mitigation before construction; include a 
24-hour hotline to address residents’ concerns and impacts. Also editorial comments to 
use prescriptive wording on mitigation, replace certain words in the DEIS.  

 
27-58, 27-67, 38-
34, 38-118, 43-
67, 44-16, 51-12, 
T11-5 
 
 

11 Number of wind farms proposed 
Question why so many wind farms are proposed for this area, as impact would be 
significantly less with just one proposed. 

 
36-4 

12 Unique aspects of the proposed project configuration 
Comments that the disassociative properties of Desert Claim make it incomparable to 
either of the alternatives or the Kittitas Valley Wind Power Project, and create need to 
address impacts to “captive” properties. 

 
37-5, T26-3 

13 Cost and accessibility of the DEIS 
Comments about cost of hardbound copy of DEIS, how cost was derived, who paid the 
production/printing cost; difficult to analyze document on CD, but printed document 
was too costly to purchase. 

 
11-12, 38-2, 51-3 

14 Selected EIS terminology 
Requests to replace “wind farms” with “wind factories,” “non-participating land 
owners” with “unwilling landowners” or “captive landowners.” 

 
37-4, 38-1, 43-
122 

15 Editorial correction on page 5-2 
Comment that DEIS incorrectly identifies project location as “King County” (p.5.2) 

 
38-115 

16 Comments on Kittitas Valley EIS 
Comment presented in testimony at the Desert Claim DEIS public meeting that was 
actually based on content of the Kittitas Valley Wind Power Project EIS. 

 
T18-1 

   
ALT Alternatives  

1 Definition of the No Action Alternative  
Comments addressing the No Action Alternative as defined in the EIS. These comments 
generally fit one of three types: (1) consideration of other energy-supply actions that 
might be undertaken if the Desert Claim project were not developed; (2) characterization 
of future land use and development conditions in the vicinity of the project area if the 
project were not approved; and (3) objections to specific aspects of and/or requested 
specific changes to the EIS description of the No Action Alternative, including requests 
to strike specific entries. 

 
5-4, 9-2, 9-3, 27-
10, 27-11, 27-12, 
27-17, 29-13, 30-
4, 38-5, 38-7, 38-
10, 42-6, 43-49, 
44-1, 47-4, T11-
1, T27-2 

2 Scale of Proposed Action 
Question regarding determination of wind turbine quantity for proposal and suggestion 
that a smaller-scale project be considered. 

 
14-6, 36-5 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

3 Adequacy of Alternative 1 
Comment that Alternative 1 is not a practical alternative. 

 
29-11 

4 Adequacy of Alternative 2 
Comments that Alternative 2 is not practical or viable; can’t be evaluated. 

 
29-12, 29-14 

5 Alternative generation technologies 
Comments that DEIS does not, but should, discuss alternatives to wind power that could 
cut greenhouse emissions and reduce dependence on foreign oil (e.g., restructuring the 
power grid, conservation, solar power, hydrogen power, homeowner incentives). 

 
36-1, 36-6, T14-
5, T27-1, T29-4 

6 Alternative sites 
Comments that EIS should consider other sites for the project where impacts to residents 
may be less, or alternative sites with potentially suitable wind (including several specific 
areas). Also includes more general comments that a proper location would be out of 
view or in an unpopulated area, and comments expressing skepticism that the proposed 
area provides adequate wind to support a project. 

 
39-1, 48-1, 48-6 

7 Proximity to transmission lines 
Comments that no alternate site was provided that was not already near existing 
transmission lines; offsite alternative locations that involved incurring the cost of 
transporting the power produced were not included. 

 
41-4, 41-29, 41-
31 

   
PD Project Description  
1 General comments on specificity of construction description 

Request for clarification of construction actions (e.g., use of blasting for foundations, 
earthwork, assembly of turbines); include cubic yards of earth disturbed/removed. 

 
11-1, 43-43 

2 Description of operation and maintenance activities and schedules 
Request for clarification regarding turbine operation and maintenance schedules; 
meaning of “controlling turbine operations to meet scheduled power deliveries.” Also 
comment that O&M activities should include a process for complaint resolution and a 
wildlife monitoring program.  

 
14-4, 27-4, 38-28 

3 Project decommissioning 
Comments relating primarily to decommissioning of the project, including questions 
regarding decommissioning plan or responsibility for decommissioning; comments that 
decommissioning plan is not shown, need a plan with provisions for accelerating 
decommissioning if impacts are more adverse than contemplated, and a bond should be 
required; statement that re-powering should not be permitted without a formal process. 

 
12-22, 14-7, 24-
4, 38-31, 38-119, 
51-4, T4-2, T28-
2 

4 Specific quantities and locations for project facilities 
Comments that the project description should include specific numbers for turbine 
heights, length of overhead cable, number and location of met towers, area of graveled 
roads; question why Table 2-1 includes turbines larger than 1.5 MW; 23 miles of access 
roads should be included in permanent impact acreage; access road connections to 
public roads should be on Figure 2.12; and proposed connections to the Kittitas 
Reclamation District (KRD) access road are not clear. 

 
16-3, 38-16, 38-
20, 38-21, 38-91, 
43-42, 44-3  

5 Energy production capacity of the project 
Comments requesting revisions to statements regarding the capacity of the proposed 
wind energy facility, including that DEIS overestimates actual production by using the 
nameplate capacity of 180 MW, as actual production is usually less than 30 percent of 
capacity, and that project will, at best, only contribute 60 MW of intermittent power. 

 
27-1, 27-8, 29-
28, 30-3, 41-1, 
42-2 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

6 Disposition of project output 
Comments that project does not have a buyer for the energy; references to buyer and 
location should be revised; DEIS should state that power contracts do not exist; power 
will not go to Kittitas County; purchase agreements should be required for the EIS. 

 
27-2, 27-3, 27-7, 
27-9, 29-10, 42-4 

7 Use of hazardous materials 
Comments that DEIS should list hazardous materials to be used, address their impacts. 

 
43-45, T13-3 

8 Project power collection system and related facilities 
Comments that DEIS should clearly identify location of transformers, electrical 
equipment, substations and O&M facility; identify location of collection lines and 
whether they encroach on adjacent property; explain cable installation on non-leased 
property; lines for communication network should be underground; concern regarding 
size and visual impact of collection lines; difference between Fact Sheet and Chapter 1. 

 
27-51, 38-18, 43-
41, 43-46, 50-3 

9 Configuration of the proposed project area 
Comments that alternatives in DEIS do not realistically represent the project; project is 
unique in its patchwork appearance, is identified as 5,237 acres but encompasses many 
more acres; project is actually 4 or 5 micro-sites that surround unwilling landowners. 

 
37-3, 38-14 

10 Description of Kittitas County objectives 
Comment that only the County objectives specifically contained in KCC17.61A.010 or 
its appendices should be referenced in the DEIS (re page 2-41). 

 
38-32 

11 Transmission interconnection point 
Comment that DEIS identifies potential interconnection point at Woldale substation. 
Additional development, potential impacts and mitigation for this should be addressed. 

 
38-19 

12 Project visitor center 
Comments that DEIS does not address location and potential impacts of visitors center. 

 
38-22, 43-44 

13 Phasing of project construction 
Concern regarding potential for greater impact should the project be constructed in 
phases, and statement that option to construct project in phases should be removed. 

 
38-23 

14 Use of local resources for project construction and operation 
Comments that use of local contractors and suppliers should be quantified, as DEIS is 
vague on this point, and DEIS should provide actual number of local O&M staff. 

 
38-24, 38-29 

15 Timing of restoration plans 
Comment that plans for restoration should be determined prior to commencement of the 
project, and that reasonable deadlines and maximum impact limits should be set. 

 
38-25 

16 Project traffic management plan 
Comments that waiting for completion of project to repair roads is not acceptable; 
applicant should maintain roads in pre-construction condition throughout project 
construction; traffic plan should stress that community access cannot be compromised. 

 
38-26, 38-27 

   
 ELEMENT/RESOURCE ISSUES  

ER Earth Resources  
1 Impacts on Ellensburg Blue agate 

Comment that DEIS does not mention impact on blue agate specific to area west of 
Ellensburg. 

 
27-59 

2 Erosion impact analysis and conclusion 
Comment disagreeing with the methods and/or conclusion of the erosion impact 
analysis. 

 
29-15 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

3 Landslide hazards and mitigation 
Comments that landslide hazard discussion should be clarified; include site-specific 
geotechnical study and removal of turbines if risk cannot be acceptably mitigated. 

 
29-16, 38-35, 38-
36, 38-99 

4 Ongoing baseline impacts on earth resources 
Comment that impacts of the proposed project neglect to include the same ongoing 
impacts addressed in the No Action Alternative (see also Table 1-1). 

 
38-6 

   
AQ Air Quality  
1 Dust impacts during operation 

Concern that turbine operation would create/disperse dust clouds and pollen down wind. 
 
12-30, 51-5, T9-
1, T24-6 

2 Air quality impacts during construction 
Comments relating primarily to dust from project construction, including comments that 
construction dust will adversely affect air quality; potential for cumulative impacts could 
be significant; impact would be major if mitigation does not work; request to remove 
statement referring to construction dust relative to other activities. 

 
29-17, 38-40, 38-
100, 43-50 

3 Mitigation for dust impacts 
Comments that there is no mention of dust mitigation during construction or if turbine 
action results in increased dust; watering of road and soil surfaces during construction 
should be included; include reduction in speed limit to 20 mph; include more specifics 
on dust mitigation and indicate source for water needed for dust control. 

 
38-37, 38-38, 43-
26, 43-47, 43-48 

4 Greenhouse gases from backup power source 
Comment that DEIS had no discussion of backup power that would be required to be on 
line when wind farm not producing electricity, resulting in more greenhouse gases. 

 
36-3 

5 Air quality impacts under No Action Alternative  
Comment that text should note current land use is both agricultural and residential, 
possible development of some other energy facility is remote and should be removed. 

 
38-39 

   
WR Water Resources  

1 
 

Impacts on surface water resources and water supplies 
Comments primarily concerning impacts of road and utility crossings of watercourses, 
including construction-related Best Management Practices (BMPs); potential to 
significantly impact residents’ use of water for irrigation and stock; information on 
water use and discharge. Includes comments on permits related to surface water, i.e., 
that Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA) required from Washington Department of Fish 
and Wildlife (WDFW) and whether Washington Department of Ecology (WDOE) 
approval required for relocation of ephemeral or intermittent streams. 

 
1-15, 15-3, 16-4, 
29-18, 38-42, 43-
51, T13-2 

2 
 
 

Mitigation for potential surface water or groundwater impacts 
Comments that DEIS does not address mitigation for impacts to groundwater and wells 
from blasting, other construction activities or operation; compensation should be 
provided; need 2000-foot setback; address mitigation for potential loss of water 
quality/quantity from crossings over watercourses; identify which water quality 
protections will be in place. Includes requests for assurances that water flow will not be 
changed from current conditions, turbine placement would not occur in areas where it 
would impact groundwater, and that blasting would not have adverse impacts on wells. 

 
11-2, 27-39, 29-
19, 42-22, 43-1, 
43-2, 43-3, 43-
52, 43-54, 43-56, 
43-59, T12-2  



 
Kittitas County  Appendix I – Comments on the Draft EIS 
Desert Claim Wind Power Project    
Final EIS 

I-10 
 
 

Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

3 
 
 

Groundwater impact analysis 
Comments indicating concern regarding analysis of potential groundwater impacts; well 
locations indicated on maps are not accurate, should be verified prior to turbine 
placement and blasting; need more information; disagreement with conclusion of no 
significant impacts; need to evaluate potential for concrete to leach minerals into the 
groundwater. 

 
27-40, 38-41, 38-
44, 42-23, 43-27, 
43-55, 43-58, 
T8-3, T12-1 

4 Use of stream water for dust control 
Comment that use of stream water for dust control should not be allowed. 

 
43-53 

5 Impacts of surface water disturbance on wildlife 
Questioning DEIS assertion of temporary disruption to priority habitat (p. 3-47). 

 
38-43 

   
PA Plants and Animals  
1 
 
 

General adequacy of studies and information on plants and animals, particularly 
avian studies 
Multiple comments primarily related to the overall adequacy of the plants and animals 
studies and analysis documented in the DEIS, particularly with respect to birds. One 
comment expressed general satisfaction with background studies and information 
collected on fish, wildlife and habitats, while most were critical. Multiple comments 
reflected a theme that the avian studies were inadequate to determine level of avian use 
of the project area and provide sufficient base for estimation of impacts. Some made 
general statements about the adequacy of the avian studies, such as the surveys were 
cursory and incomplete, models are inaccurate and expanded analysis should be done. 
Some comments questioned mortality estimates based on comparison with other projects 
due to inaccurate data for the other projects. A number of comments addressed specific 
aspects of the avian studies, including comments that a 2-year study period is needed; 
the study did not include nocturnal use or migratory pathways; area residents were not 
surveyed; use of radar to determine spatial and temporal distribution; aerial observations 
for active raptor nests are insufficient; DEIS fails to analyze weather conditions that 
could affect mortality; and there should have been an assessment of rodent populations. 
This issue includes comments relating to accountability for the studies and whether the 
studies should be redone. 

 
 
1-1, 5-10, 5-15, 
12-1, 12-3, 12-
18, 15-5, 15-7, 
15-10, 25-3, 26-
2, 27-13, 27-15, 
27-34, 27-68, 29-
22, 30-5, 30-21, 
30-24, 33-5, 36-
10, 36-12, 38-47, 
38-49, 38-102, 
41-6, 41-10, 41-
22, 41-32, 42-7, 
43-5, 43-28, 43-
60, 43-66, T5-2, 
T13-4, T27-3 
 
 

2 Determination of net impacts and associated mitigation 
Comments that DEIS has inadequate presentation of net impacts and specific mitigation; 
project impacts can be substantially mitigated by employing measures discussed in the 
document, but confusion as to degree of efficacy which undermines conclusions in 
DEIS; revise analysis to clearly describe the net effect on the environment and 
unequivocally address which mitigation measures will be implemented. 

 
1-2, 1-3 
 
 
 
 

3 
 
 

Resource agency guidelines for wind projects 
Request that DEIS incorporate WDFW guidelines for wind power projects. Also 
comments relating to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) recommendations for 
wind projects, such as statement that project does not meet 6 of 10 USFWS criteria; 
project violates at least three guidelines; should state Desert Claim’s level of compliance 
with USFWS guidelines. 

 
1-4, 27-14, 41-
11, 42-8, 43-123 

4 Role of Technical Advisory Committee in mitigation and monitoring 
Comments addressing the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) identified as a possible 
mitigation measure, including support for TAC; request that the formation and role of 
TAC be a binding measure; requests that TAC be in place for life of the project, and to 
describe authority and budget source, and indicate if data gathered by TAC would be 
available to public on request; request for membership in TAC. 

 
1-5, 27-42, 30-
28, 38-51, T27-6 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

5 
 
 

Vegetation/habitat restoration and mitigation 
Comments relating to restoration of habitat disturbed by project construction and/or 
measures to mitigate impacts through replacement habitat. Issue includes requests to 
include construction timing as mitigation to minimize impacts to soils/vegetation; 
conduct activities outside of project footprint during dry periods or on frozen ground if 
possible. Also includes comments that the DEIS should identify a standard for 
evaluation of site restoration success, specifications on seeding, temporary erosion 
control measures and a long-term protocol for establishing plant communities while 
excluding invasive species. Also  

 
1-6, 1-7, 1-8, 1-9, 
5-7, 27-41, 43-4 

 includes comments relating to mitigation ratios for replacement habitat, based on 
existing vegetation types; location of mitigation site; enhancement on mitigation site. 
Also requests that the plan to acquire replacement habitat be explained in detail, and to 
consider use of the site for farming to replace area used by project roads and turbines. 

 

6 Mitigation for potential avian impacts 
Comments relating to project design or siting features to mitigate avian mortality, 
including statements that met towers should be freestanding; reliability of bird flight 
diverters is questionable; recommendation to set turbines back from the windward edge 
of the ridgeline; and comment that the only mitigation is not to build turbines. 

 
1-10, 1-11, 12-2, 
27-44 

7 
 
 

Post-construction adjustments in response to avian mortality 
Comments that DEIS does not include contingency measures to address bald eagle 
mortality; should require conservation measures in App. C; concern that corrective 
action (e.g., removal of a turbine) in event of avian mortality may not be possible during 
operation; plan for post-construction adjustments was needed. 

 
1-12, 5-9, 36-16, 
T27-5 

8 
 

Additional upland bird species  
Comment that sharp-tailed grouse and sage grouse should be discussed in the EIS. 

 
1-13 

9 
 
 

Big game impacts and mitigation 
Support for management of big game and control of animal damage on project land; 
public hunting is WDFW’s primary tool for minimizing damage by game animals; could 
include access control and weapon restrictions; measures to address game damage 
should be approved by TAC. Also comments that DEIS should provide more analysis of 
big game habitat, migration and displacement; impact estimates are not sufficient; 
address shadow flicker effects on deer and elk; include more mitigation measures. 
Comment that project studies using helicopters could have scattered elk and deer herds. 

 
1-14, 11-3, 14-3, 
15-9, 16-10, 17-
10, 29-24, 30-22, 
41-14 

10 
 
 

Presence of fish species in project area waters 
Comments that map inaccuracies exist and WDFW actually expects fish are present in 
Currier Creek and Reecer Creek and possibly their tributaries at times; comment that 
project must affect summer steelhead, but DEIS does not address presence or mitigation.  

 
1-16, 29-25 

11 
 
 

Impacts to wetlands, streams and riparian areas 
Comments that wetland and watercourse impacts should be minimized; proposed access 
roads and foundations would affect native vegetation and wetlands; micro-siting should 
be used to reduce impacts; where impact cannot be avoided, turbine should be removed; 
discuss wildlife impacts near wetland and riparian areas; streambeds are critical areas, 
setbacks are required and filling/ relocating should not be permitted; show total wetland 
acreage for project area, as well as the percentage temporarily or permanently altered; 
comment expressing surprise that wetland impacts would be allowed. 

 
1-17, 15-2, 29-
21, 36-14, 38-46, 
38-101 

12 
 
 

Take of species protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 
Comments that project could result in take of species protected under the Bald and 
Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) and/or the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), 
including points that USFWS must authorize take level; DEIS does not say whether take  

 
5-3, 5-11, 11-4, 
16-9, 17-9, 27-
33, 27-43, 29-23, 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

 application has been filed; DEIS should contain assurances against potential take. 
Includes questions why bald eagles were only species addressed and who would be the 
enXco official prosecutable under BGEPA if an eagle is killed. 

36-15, 42-9, T5-
4 

13 
 
 

Mortality assessment for raptors, particularly bald eagles  
Comments noting the potential for bald eagle and/or raptor mortality in general; wind 
farms should not be built in known eagle habitat; questions on reliability of comparative 
mortality statistics for other wind project sites; no discussion of raptor presence along 
ridgelines, other than in mitigation; reference to roosting areas and potential for multiple 
flights through the proposed site; displacement impacts; calving will continue to attract 
raptors and could threaten their safety. Also includes requests to strike statements that no 
bald eagle fatalities have been reported at wind farms in U.S.  

 
5-14, 25-4, 26-4,  
26-5, 27-32, 30-
20, 38-48, 38-
103, 41-5, 41-7, 
43-62, 43-63, 
T12-3, T27-4, 
T29-3 

14 
 
 

Impacts to non-endangered avian species 
Comments addressing impact analysis and/or conclusions for non-endangered avian 
species, including concern for protection provided for non-endangered species present 
on the site; objection to characterization of estimated 220 bird kills per year as not 
significant; concern for known presence of great horned owl; and question whether the 
impact addresses the total or local avian population. 

 
5-8, 12-4, 14-2, 
17-7, 27-60, 38-
50, 43-61 

15 
 
 

Impact analysis methods and results for bats 
Multiple comments relating to study methods and conclusions for bats, including request 
for thorough study of risk to bats; information from nocturnal studies; evidence of bat 
mortality at other wind facilities; estimates are not sufficient for determining significant 
adverse impacts would not be expected; no analysis of potential bat activity in relation to 
nearby forested area; assess bat populations using appropriate technology; reference to 
wind turbine project in Appalachians that caused a record number of bat kills. 

 
5-12, 15-8, 33-6, 
36-11, 38-52, 38-
104, 42-10, 43-
64 

16 
 
 

Indirect avian impacts, particularly potential for viral outbreaks 
Comments addressing possible indirect impacts of avian mortality, primarily questioning 
growth of mice or mosquito population and corresponding potential for viral outbreaks 
(e.g., hantavirus, West Nile virus). 

 
15-6, 16-8, 17-8, 
41-8, 43-65, 
T13-5  

17 
 
 

Impacts to shrub-steppe vegetation and lithosols 
Comments that primary vegetation in project area is shrub-steppe, which is in critical 
state of survival; loss of shrub-steppe could undermine habitat value; shrub-steppe 
habitat obligates bird species occupy this region during the breeding season; concern 
that lithosols would be disturbed; concern that project could impact plant communities 
used by raptors to hunt visible prey. 

 
5-5, 5-6 

18 Vegetation and wildlife impacts in general 
Comments expressing general concern over impacts of the project on existing 
vegetation, or impacts to wildlife without respect to specific wildlife types or guilds. 

 
20-3, 29-20 

19 Impacts to threatened and endangered species 
Comment questioning the acceptability of the DEIS conclusion of no significant impacts 
to threatened and endangered species. 

 
29-26 

20 Monitoring of post-construction conditions 
Comments addressing post-construction monitoring, including points that monitoring 
should be done by an impartial body; adequate monitoring and mitigation should be in 
place to document bird fatalities; project of this size could change overall ecology, so 
there should be monitoring of a test installation first; DEIS does not include follow-up 
studies of other wind farms to determine if they change the ‘overall’ ecology of a site. 

 
30-25, 41-9, 41-
25, 43-6 

21 Impact of turbine safety lights on avian mortality 
Concern that lights on turbines could attract night migrating birds and should not be 
used since they are not required by the FAA. 

 
36-13 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

22 Adequacy of entries in Table 1-1 
Comments that Table 1-1 provides inaccurate comparisons between Desert Claim and 
White Horse, and fails to include the County’s “zero net loss” policy on wetlands. 

 
37-2, 38-8, 38-9, 
T26-2 

23 Classification of vegetation types 
Comment that DEIS should include all uses of vegetative areas in Section 3.4.1.1 or 
only include uses in the Land Use section. 

 
38-45 

   
ENR Energy and Natural Resources  

1 Impact of project on the supply and price of electricity 
Comments that DEIS fails to evaluate potential impact on the broader energy picture, or 
disagreeing with Section 3.5 conclusions about the project’s effect on price and 
availability of electricity.  

 
27-16, 27-35, 29-
27, 38-11, 42-5 

2 Relative energy importance of the project and wind power in general 
Comments addressing contribution of the project and/or wind power generally to energy 
supply, including statements that this and other proposed projects in the area would 
generate minuscule amount of power; include discussion of the relative importance of 
these wind projects to the whole energy picture; conservation could accomplish the same 
savings; there is no competent national energy policy; compare wind energy to 
hydroelectric power. Also objections to specific statements or comparisons in the DEIS 
addressing the amount of energy the project would produce. 

 
12-19, 33-4, 36-
17, 38-53, 38-
105, 41-23, 48-3 

3 Scope of EIS energy analysis  
Comment that discussion of other potential energy developments is outside EIS scope; 
project would not eliminate other energy facility proposals in local area or elsewhere. 

 
38-54 

4 Quantification of resource use 
Comment that DEIS should list quantities of resources to be removed or displaced. 

 
43-69 

5 Energy loss through transmission 
Statement that wind energy is best used in areas in close proximity to consumers, and 
concern regarding energy loss through long-distance transmission of power. 

 
48-4 

   
CR Cultural Resources  
1 
 
 

Mitigation for cultural resource impacts 
Comments that DEIS should provide specific mitigation that would be required; turbine 
or road sited in identified area of concern should be relocated; mitigation of retrieving 
scientific or cultural information from its location is unacceptable; would not be 
permissible to unearth artifacts; mitigation involving removal of artifact(s) would result 
in significant unavoidable adverse impacts. 

 
29-29, 38-56, 38-
57, 38-106, 43-
72 

2 Nature and extent of cultural resource impacts  
Comments specific to impacts, such as statements that DEIS is incomplete on cultural 
resource impacts; DEIS refers to possible transmission connection and actual impacts 
should be determined; six cultural sites are identified as potential impact areas. 

 
12-16, 38-55, 43-
71 

3 Impacts and consultation regarding traditional cultural properties 
Comments that DEIS contains little information on cultural resources; suspects little 
consultation with Yakama Nation; need to include area(s) of the site pertaining to the 
Yakama Nation that would be affected and their value; need supplemental EIS per 
Section 106 of National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA); private property use is not 
identified, cannot be assumed. 

 
12-17, 43-29, 43-
70 
 
 

   
LU Land and Shoreline Use  
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

1 Direct land use impacts/compatibility with existing uses 
Comments addressing primarily the DEIS discussion of direct land use impacts and 
compatibility of the project with existing land uses. Comments reflect several common 
themes, including compatibility of the project with existing residential land use and 
lifestyle, particularly for residences within one-half mile; that the project represents an 
industrial use; and disagreement with the approach, accuracy and content of the analysis, 
including comments that the DEIS downplays impacts on residents, should provide 
evidence that impacts to existing activities are not expected, and that data on number of 
residences is inaccurate, inconsistent or incomplete. One comment stated that 
cumulative impact on all residences with a view was not adequately addressed in the 
DEIS. 

 
15-15, 25-2, 25-
5, 27-18, 27-61, 
27-70, 29-5, 29-
30, 38-58, 38-64, 
38-107, 38-108, 
38-110, 42-11, 
43-74, 43-76, 43-
78, 43-84, 43-91, 
44-2, 44-5, 46-1,  
47-12, T22-5 

2 Indirect land use impacts  
Comments appearing to relate primarily to the DEIS discussion of indirect land use 
impacts, such as potential future effect on residential development near the project 
and/or continued agricultural use. Includes comments relating to compatibility with 
residential development and growth of Ellensburg. One comment stated the zoning 
change for project could indirectly result in increased bird mortality and destruction of 
shrub-steppe habitat. 

 
5-13, 29-6, 36-8, 
43-81, T22-7 

3 Possible relocation of existing area residents 
Comments relating to the DEIS statement that area residents may choose to relocate if 
the project conflicted with their lifestyles, including general objection to or questioning 
of that statement or a similar statement that wind production is compatible with rural 
resources. Includes comment that for relocation option to be viable, property value 
analysis and mitigation would be necessary to give residents financial ability to relocate. 

 
11-8, 12-28, 27-
36, 30-26, 38-60, 
43-83, 44-7, T4-
8 

4 Compensatory mitigation for land use impacts 
Comments that insufficient mitigation is proposed to protect rights of landowners; 
mitigation should include property purchase or other form of compensation. 

 
11-9, 15-16, 27-
47, 38-109, 43-
80 

5 Setbacks from residences and property lines 
Comments relating to land use aspects of turbine setbacks addressed in the EIS, such as 
objection to proposed setbacks from residences and/or property lines; setbacks relative 
to residences adjacent to central portion of the site; concern over potential limitations on 
use of land on adjacent properties within setback limits; statement that land use will be 
changed if setbacks do not address all potential impacts. 

 
16-12, 17-6, 20-
1, 25-6, 27-45, 
38-63, 43-7, 43-
30, 43-79, T22-6, 
T24-4 

6 Project consistency with Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan 
Comments offering opinions on whether the project would be consistent with one or 
more provisions of the County comprehensive plan, including specific comments that 
every turbine would need to be located within industrial-zoned land; project would allow 
industrialization of scenic valley landscape; comment that if all three proposed wind 
farms are built, over 10,000 acres of land would be used for turbine development; 
disagreement that project would be consistent with the plan. Includes comments that 
project is not consistent with or does not discuss specific policies in the plan; project 
would violate  “zero net loss” policy on wetlands; DEIS fails to consider the definition 
of rural lands and the type of activities compatible with this use classification. 

 
27-19, 29-31, 30-
7, 32-5, 33-2, 38-
65, 38-67, 42-14, 
47-3, 47-10 

7 Consistency of project with Growth Management Act 
Comment that DEIS discussion of consistency with GMA is flawed by inaccurate 
conclusion that proposal would not involve significant amounts of buildings, structures, 
or impermeable surfaces, as development of 120 structures is considered significant. 

 
38-68 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

8 Compatibility of agricultural and residential uses 
Comments objecting to DEIS statements on potential for conflicts between existing 
agricultural and residential uses, including statements that DEIS does not show such 
conflicts exist; suggestion that residential users compete with agriculture is not accurate; 
statement that agricultural activities would continue in project area is unsubstantiated. 

 
38-12, 38-61 

9 Proximity of project site to transmission lines 
Comment that DEIS statement indicates a means of transmission connection has been 
determined, which is not the case, and proximity of transmission lines is irrelevant. 

 
38-59 

10 Impacts of power collection lines 
Comments that off-site overhead power collection lines would increase adverse impacts 
to non-participating landowners; comment that one power collection line would 
adversely affect a specific property. 

 
38-66, 50-4 

   
HS Health and Safety  

1 
 
 

Fire hazards 
Comments relating primarily to the discussion of fire hazards in DEIS Section 3.8. 
Comments within this category generally addressed one or more of three primary topics, 
including the existing level of fire hazard in the project area, the fire hazards associated 
with construction and/or operation of the proposed project, and the possible mitigation 
measures related to fire hazards. Specific comments typically noted that the proposed 
project site is in an extreme high fire hazard area, expressed concern that the project 
itself could cause fires or expressed dissatisfaction with the DEIS coverage of fire 
hazards, or included statements that proposed fire mitigation measures were insufficient 
and/or that a fire fighting plan was needed. 

 
4-1, 10-1, 11-6, 
12-5, 12-29, 22-
2, 23-1, 24-3, 27-
21, 27-22, 29-33, 
29-35, 38-72, 42-
16, 43-24, 43-25, 
43-92, 43-96, 43-
105, 43-110, 
T14-2, T29-2, 
T30-1 

2 
 
 

Impacts of mechanical hazards from machinery/structure failures  
Comments primarily addressing possible mechanical hazards (other than fire) associated 
with wind turbines. Includes general statements, such as that turbines present health and 
safety hazards or impacts will drive property owners away, and comments more specific 
to technical analysis of blade throw and tower collapse provided in the DEIS. 

 
12-11, 15-13, 27-
48, 29-32, 43-8, 
43-93, 43-94 

3 
 
 

Ice throw impact analysis and mitigation  
Comments similar to those in HS-2, but specifically related to the DEIS ice throw 
analysis and mitigation discussion, including statements that ice throw probability is not 
remote; comment that Bowers Field icing information could be used; question regarding 
period of record for icing conditions; comment that mitigation language in DEIS is 
inadequate; and several comments relating to potential use of ice sensors. 

 
12-13, 27-50, 38-
71, 43-104, T23-
2 

4 Hazard mitigation through prescribed setbacks  
Comments primarily addressing specific distances considered as setbacks to mitigate for 
mechanical hazards, such as general objections to distances contained in DEIS; 
suggestion that greatest setback distance determined for any hazard should be applied 
for all potential impacts; and various suggestions for specific setback distances ranging 
from 435 feet to 2,500 feet. 
 

 
12-12, 12-14, 12-
26, 15-14, 27-20, 
38-17, 38-78, 41-
35, 42-15, 42-17, 
43-13, 43-95; 43-
103, 43-108, 51-
6, T4-6 

5 
 
 

Potential interference with telecommunications 
Comments that study should be required to address emergency responder 
communication and study of impact on TV and radio reception and mitigation needs to 
be conducted. 

 
4-2, 11-5, 32-3, 
43-99 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

6 
 
 

Electrical hazards, including lightning 
Comments pertaining to safety-related electric hazards, including general statements that 
DEIS does not address electrical hazards, health hazards of electromagnetic fields or 
lightning impacts and several comments addressing potential issue of stray voltage.  

 
29-36, 38-79, 43-
10, 43-89, 43-90, 
43-97, 43-98, 43-
106, 43-109, 43-
127 

7 
 
 

Shadow flicker impact analysis and conclusion 
Comments addressing methods used in analysis of potential shadow flicker impacts 
and/or the results of that analysis. Includes comments that DEIS contains insufficient 
assessment of impacts; does not assess traffic-related impacts; shadow flicker causes 
health problems; no site-specific assessments; shadow flicker impacts are unacceptable, 
are not unavoidable; nuisance trespass would occur to existing residences; and graphs do 
not provide substantive information. Also comments on specific aspects of analysis, 
such as definition of “receptor” and whether all potential receptors have been included, 
and model assessment of shadow flicker relative to fog or cloud conditions. 

 
12-9, 27-23, 29-
37, 30-8, 30-10, 
38-73, 38-75, 38-
76, 43-31, 43-
100, 44-13, 44-
14, T25-1 

8 Mitigation for shadow flicker impacts 
Comments focusing on mitigation of shadow flicker impacts, including comments that 
inadequate mitigation for shadow flicker impacts is identified; EIS places burden of 
impacts on affected residents but it should be on applicant; turbines should not be 
allowed or should be removed where shadow flicker occurs; suggesting that residents be  

 
12-10, 27-52, 30-
9, 30-29, 37-1, 
38-13, 38-74, 38-
80, 38-114, 43-  

 confined to their homes when shadow flicker occurs is not practical; and that Table 1-1 
conflicts with Chapter 3 regarding mitigation for shadow flicker. 

12, 43-32, 43-
101, 43-107, 43-
126, T26-1 

9 Spill/accident remediation 
Request to contract for environmental remediation services, in the event of an incident. 

 
4-3 

10 Liability for damage from hazards 
Recommendations that applicant assume liability for any impacts as a result of project-
related fires, as a condition for approval, or for project-related electricity damage. 

 
22-3, 23-2, 43-11 

11 Need for engineering review 
Comment that engineering review of design and construction standards be part of DEIS. 

 
27-49 

12 Potential hazards from viral exposure 
Comments addressing possible project relationship to viral hazards in reference to 
Section 3.8, including statements that DEIS does not analyze potential increased human 
exposure to hantavirus; disagreement with conclusion about hantavirus risk; no analysis 
provided for potential increased exposure to West Nile Virus. 

 
38-77, 41-12, 41-
13 

13 Description of existing hazard conditions 
Comments about DEIS information on existing hazards in project area, including 
statements that paragraphs on residential and household electrical hazards should be 
removed and existing land uses listed in Section 3.8.1.3 should include rural residential.  

 
38-69, 38-70 

   
NOI Noise  

1 
 
 

Noise impact analysis methods, results and/or conclusions 
Multiple comments relating to some aspect of the DEIS noise analysis. Includes general 
objections to/concerns over potential noise impacts and comments that the DEIS 
contains insufficient assessment of impacts; no statement that residents will experience 
increased noise; concern regarding potential for inaccurate noise calculations; suggested 
additional study; noise from wind farms is not comparable to existing rural noise 
sources. Also comments about specific noise components in the analysis, such as 
equipment running simultaneously, sound effect of turbine braking system, blasting and  

 
12-21, 20-2, 27-
24, 28-2,  38-30, 
38-83, 38-84, 38-
86, 38-111, 42-
19, 43-33, 43-34, 
43-111, 43-113, 
43-115, 43-117,  
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

 tonal noise; comments taking exception to conclusions about noise impact levels; 
comments addressing specific inputs to model analysis, including measuring noise at 
receptor’s level (not based on a 5,200-acre site), using more than 4-8 mph wind speeds, 
using wind data from previous 2 years and that DEIS selected only 4 areas for noise 
modeling. 

44-11, 44-12, 50-
5, T11-4, T22-2 

2 
 
 

Setbacks for noise mitigation 
Multiple comments relating to what should be considered adequate setbacks to mitigate 
project noise impacts, including general statements that setbacks from properties should 
be increased and DEIS should look at other wind projects to assure adequate setback, 
and comments mentioning specific figures such as 2,000 feet or 2,500 feet, or basing the 
setback to ensure a maximum sound level of 35 decibels or 40 decibels at residences.  

 
27-25, 29-38, 38-
85, 41-36, 42-18, 
43-14, 43-112, 
43-114, 51-7, 
T22-4 

3 
 
 

Other (than setbacks) mitigation for noise impacts  
Comments involving noise mitigation other than setbacks, such as statements that DEIS 
does not include contingency measures if noise impacts are greater than projected;  

 
27-53, 27-54, 30-
12, 30-30, 43-35 

 request that project be decommissioned if unbearable noise occurs; include 
soundproofing or buying out impacted owners; TAC should log noise complaints and 
resolve issues, including potential purchase of properties impacted. 

 

4 Noise standards appropriate to project/project area 
Comments pertaining to the regulatory standards used in the noise impact analysis, 
including statements that industrial/agricultural noise standards should not apply or 
should be reduced, and to adopt noise standards based on actual use. 

 
30-11, 38-81 
 
 

5 
 
 

Impacts of low-frequency sound 
Comments that DEIS should address low-frequency sound, which can only be mitigated 
by placing turbines well away from homes; cumulative effect increases with number of 
turbines; reference to article on effects on residents near turbines in the UK. 

 
30-13, 40-1, 41-
15, 41-27, 41-34, 
43-15, 43-36  

6 Affected environment description 
Comment that project area uses listed in Section 3.9.1.3 should include residential. 

 
38-82 

   
ALG Aesthetics/Light and Glare  

1 
 
 

General nature and magnitude of visual impacts from the project 
Comments expressing concern over the visual impacts of the project or noting the 
magnitude of those impacts, including statements that view impacts would affect 
residents and visitors; do not want to see turbines; wind farms should not be located near 
Highway 97; painting turbines gray will not help; local views would be destroyed; 
quality of life (as interpreted visually) would be affected; large changes to rural 
landscape are unacceptable; world-class scenic views would be adversely impacted. 
Several comments specifically reference contribution of turbine lighting to visual 
impacts, mentioning impacts of flashing red lights; light pollution in Ellensburg and the 
valley; lighting impacts on stargazing and residents at higher elevations. One stated that 
change in visual character would be in direct opposition to Kittitas County’s objectives. 

 
12-6, 12-7, 12-8, 
12-20, 14-1, 14-
5, 21-3, 21-5, 30-
16, 33-7, 38-88, 
38-112, 41-17, 
43-16, 43-17, 44-
18, T1-1, T3-3, 
T19-3, T22-2  

2 
 
 

Adequacy of the visual impact analysis and displays presented in the DEIS  
Multiple comments relating to the visual impact methods and information materials 
documented in the DEIS. Many are comments critical of the photos and visual 
simulations, including statements to the effect that the photos and simulations are not 
accurate and/or are distorted, views selected were not appropriate and do not show 
turbines in front of the Cascades or views from affected residences. This category 
includes comments critical of the graphics and similar aspects of Section 3.10, including 
specific figures and tables, use of subjective scales in the analysis, the number of 
residents impacted, and presentation of conclusions about impact levels. 

 
24-1, 26-3, 27-
26, 27-69, 29-39, 
30-15, 36-7, 38-
87, 41-16, 41-18, 
41-33, 43-118, 
44-9, 47-5, 47-6, 
51-9, T5-3, T17-
2 
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Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

3 Blade glint and glare impacts  
Comments that blade glint, glare impacts to road safety should be addressed; glare from 
multiple angles and surrounding turbines cannot be minimized; objection to impacts. 

 
27-27, 29-40, 30-
18, 42-20 

4 
 
 

Mitigation for aesthetic impacts 
Comments that DEIS does not provide adequate mitigation for visual effects or light and 
glare impacts; recommend moving turbines 20 miles away; inadequate guidance on 
mitigation; use of curtains and trees as mitigation is inadequate; use of screening 
vegetation. Several comments addressed compensation. One comment questioned 
whether it was possible to mitigate the visual impacts of the project. 

 
27-55, 30-17, 30-
31, 41-28, 43-37, 
44-10, 47-8, 50-
1, T11-3 

5 Source of shadow flicker 
Comment on DEIS statement that shadow flicker can arise within or near houses. 

 
38-89 

   
RC Recreation  
1 Recreation impacts and mitigation 

Comments relating to direct or indirect recreation impacts and/or mitigation, including 
comments disagreeing with assertion that project would not impact recreation; 
expressing concern regarding hunting rights; noting impact on snowmobiling, biking and 
other activities or impacts to non-participating landowners; or stating DEIS should 
reflect research done with realtors to reveal greater level of recreational benefit. 

 
16-7, 17-4, 27-
28, 27-56, 29-41 

2 Tourist interest in the project 
Comment questioning a DEIS statement about the level of tourist interest in the project. 

 
29-42 

3 Traffic disruption during construction 
Comment noting that DEIS identifies traffic impacts to residents and visitors, and stating 
that traffic plan needs to address resident access as a priority. 

 
38-90 

   
GT Ground Transportation  
1 Baseline transportation conditions 

Comments with additional information or clarifications to DEIS content on existing road 
network, including statements about highway classifications for I-90 and US 97, legal 
size and load limits and permits, an over-height restriction on eastbound I-90 at Exit 62, 
and upcoming WSDOT projects that might affect project-related transportation. 

 
2-1, 2-2, 2-4, 2-7, 
2-8 

2 Potential use of SR 970 
Comment that if SR 970 is used for transportation of project components, this must be 
included in EIS with additional supporting analysis. 

 
2-3 

3 Project-related transportation plans 
Requests for WSDOT review of construction and tourism management plans as they 
pertain to WSDOT facilities, and a comment that tourism plan should be required prior 
to construction and be designed to minimize impacts to the environment and community. 

 
2-5, 2-6, 38-92 

4 Emergency access route 
Request that applicant construct a west-east road from Smithson Road to allow for 
improved fire control, emergency, and maintenance and operations access.  

 
3-8 

5 Project tourist facilities 
Comment that applicant should build, operate tourist kiosk along SR 97 or Smithson Rd. 

 
3-9 

6 Road maintenance conditions 
Comment that roads be maintained in current condition throughout construction process. 

 
38-93 

7 Mitigation of construction dust impacts 
Comment that DEIS makes no mention of mitigation of dust impacts from construction. 

 
43-18 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

AT Air Transportation  
1 Potential impacts on VFR traffic pattern 

Comments primarily addressing the potential project conflict with the Visual Flight Rule 
(VFR) traffic pattern identified in the DEIS, including specific statements that impacts to 
VFR airspace would be excessive; comment requesting clarification of reason for 
dramatic alteration of the CAT A&B airspaces; use of Bowers Field by 185 flight 
students, which results in 44,000 airport operations. 

 
3-1, 43-19 

2 Mitigation options for VFR traffic pattern issue 
Multiple comments primarily addressing mitigation measures for VFR traffic pattern 
conflict discussed in the EIS, including requests to confirm minimum possible change 
with FAA, clarify that reduction in airspace would be temporary, and include a condition 
for contingent removal of turbines. Also includes statements about the acceptability of 
the measures, such as impact on progress by Airport Advisory Committee and County to 
address airport planning concerns; modification of traffic patterns is not acceptable; 
project should not take priority over Bowers Field; remove 27 turbines or lower their 
heights; mitigation for air transport issues is unresolved. 

 
3-2, 6-4, 12-25, 
27-29, 27-57, 27-
63, 29-43, 38-94, 
42-21, 43-20, 43-
21, 43-38, 43-
119, T4-4, T22-1 

3 
 
 

Potential impact on IFR operations 
Comments about instrument flight operations, including that DEIS fails to address IFR 
operations with supporting documentation; analyze approved and proposed IFR 
operations; perform an Obstacle Evaluation; account for circle-to-land maneuvering; 
applications for new approaches have been submitted, are being designed by FAA. 

 
3-3, 3-5, 6-5, 6-7, 
6-8 

4 Status of air traffic review for Wild Horse project 
Comment that DEIS incorrectly indicates FAA approval of the Wild Horse project, 
which is used throughout the DEIS to substantiate non-significant impact. 

 
3-4, 6-6 

5 Resolution of air transportation issues 
Comment that issues have not come to a reasonable determination, while additional 
research and discussions with FAA could resolve issues. 

 
3-6 

6 Turbine lighting plan 
Request for clarification on intent of shielding; concerns over lighting impacts. 

 
3-7, 38-95, 43-22 

7 
 
 

Additional air transportation issues 
Comments relating primarily to aspects of air operations other than VFR traffic pattern 
and IFR procedures, including concern regarding impact on operational capability of the 
airport; inaccuracies regarding operation of the four runways; aircraft operating for other 
purposes than arriving, departing, operating in traffic pattern or executing instrument 
approaches; agricultural aircraft, helicopters or the CWU flight program; training and 
practice areas, minimum safe altitudes and margins of safety; small landing strip close to 
turbines; small plane activity. 

 
6-2, 6-3, 6-9, 12-
23, 12-24, 43-39, 
44-15, 48-7, T4-
3 
 
 
 

   
PSU Public Services and Utilities  

1 Water supply for fire fighting 
Request to provide a water supply for fire fighting beyond fire district boundaries. 

 
4-4 

2 Fire protection service and coordination 
Comments related to fire protection service to the project in operation, including several 
requests regarding fire service coordination, training, service agreements and plans for 
fire risk reduction; requests for information on fire fighting plans; comments regarding 
use of aircraft for fire fighting; and question on cost responsibility for fighting fires.  

 
4-5, 4-6, 4-7, 4-8, 
4-9, 4-10, 11-7, 
29-34, 43-9, 43-
23, T13-1, T23-4 

3 Fire station location 
Comments noting DEIS error on location of Fairview Fire Station. 

22-1, 38-96, 
T14-1 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

4 Project impacts to water supplies 
Concern over impact to water supply from wells and lack of consideration for irrigation. 

 
29-44 

5 Law enforcement services 
Concern over increased calls to police as result of trespass by curious visitors. 

 
41-20 

   
PHE Population, Housing and Employment  

1 Project effects on tourism 
Comments relating to Section 3.15 discussion of project influence on tourism, involving 
expanded literature review and evidence of positive or negative effects on tourism. 

 
27-30, 42-12 

2 Significance of population, housing and employment impacts 
Statement that conclusion on population, housing and employment impacts in Section 
1.9.15 conflicts with those described for aesthetics, light and glare in Section 1.9.10. 

 
27-64 

3 Housing impacts during construction 
Comment that meeting the housing demands of construction workers would be difficult. 

 
29-45 

4 Consideration of economic impacts 
Comment that DEIS appears slanted, as only some economic impacts are considered. 

 
38-113 

   
FIS Fiscal Conditions  

1 Tax revenue benefits of the project 
Comments relating to influence of the project on local government tax revenues and/or 
rates, including comments that DEIS sufficiently captures potential economic benefits, 
and additional information on new construction tax base and reduction in tax rates. 

 
8-1, 9-4, T2-1, 
T23-3 

2 Time scope of fiscal analysis  
Comments relating to the time scope of the fiscal analysis in the DEIS, including 
statements to include a full 30-year depreciated tax base analysis, and that accelerated 
depreciation leads reader to assume that tax revenue would be greater than in actuality. 

 
27-31, 30-19, 41-
21, 51-11 

3 Overall adequacy of the fiscal impact analysis 
Comments relating to aspects of the fiscal analysis other than the time scope, primarily 
adverse impacts to local tax base and/or economy, such as fiscal impact of no action 
alternative; benefits of a wind plant vs. a fossil fuel plant; revenue loss from foregone 
home construction; need to consider property value increases and decreases; impacts to 
tax base/economic health if residential growth in project area is slowed or stopped. 

 
9-5, 29-9, 31-1, 
38-98, 43-82, 
T14-3, T20-2 

4 Project impact on utility rates 
Comments to include estimates of increased utility rates to County residents; that 
savings in property tax rates would be lost by these increases; skepticism project would 
generate enough revenue to offset costs or that County would derive income from 
project tax base. 

 
41-24, 48-2 

   
 OTHER ISSUES  

NS Non-SEPA Issues   
1 Impact of proposed project on area property values  

Comments addressing relationship of the project to values of property near the project 
area, primarily comments that property values would be adversely affected and/or that 
property values should be considered in the EIS. This category includes statements such 
as concern over housing resale value; DEIS contains insufficient discussion; potential 
domino effect could result in lower home sales, rodeo attendance and business revenues; 
should monitor impacts on property values; project will impact values of residential, 
agricultural and recreational lands; examine impact to property value for every home in  

 
7-2, 12-27, 15-
11, 16-11, 17-5, 
18-4, 20-4, 24-2, 
26-1, 27-71, 28-
1, 30-2, 32-4, 36-
9, 38-33, 38-62, 
38-97, 39-3, 43- 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

 Northwest Valley areas 1A and 1E. Includes comments that DEIS should address 
compensation for loss in property values, and statement that groups who promote agenda 
of wind developers performed property value studies cited in the literature summary. 

86, 47-7, 50-2, 
51-10, T3-5, T4-
7, T5-1, T16-1, 
T19-2, T22-8, 
T23-5, T24-5, 
T30-2 

2 Impact on the quality of life 
Comments that the project would diminish the quality of life for the entire area.  

 
21-4, T3-6 

3 Wind energy business practices and tax status 
Comments that wind developers engage in unfair business practices; should be more 
affordable for individuals to engage in green energy; lawsuits against wind developers 
for take of species protected under the MBTA and for unfair business practices. 

 
30-23, 34-1, 36-2 

4 Cost-benefit analysis 
Comment that DEIS is inadequate on cost-benefit analysis and cumulative impact costs. 

 
47-9 

5 Potential for legal action 
Comments addressing possibility for lawsuits against County or applicant related to the 
project, with reference to aircraft accidents, land values and compensation fund.  

 
35-2, 48-8 

6 Stress on residents and associated impacts  
Comment that DEIS does not mention the unending stress already placed on non-
participant residents by the proposal and the potential impacts, medical or otherwise. 

 
30-27 
 

   
S/O Support/Opposition  

1 Renewable energy 
Comment expressing support for renewable energy systems in general. 

 
5-1  

2 No Action Alternative 
Comments expressing support for the No Action Alternative and/or requesting the 
County select this alternative. 

 
5-16, 17-12, 36-
19 

3 Wind energy 
Comments referencing the benefits of wind energy, stating need for wind energy, or 
expressing support for wind energy over other energy sources. 

 
9-6, T25-2, T30-
4 

4 Alternative 1 
Comments expressing support for Alternative 1, including statements that the Wild 
Horse wind farm in the Whiskey Dick area is more appropriate for this type of industrial 
development; this site has a greater area to accommodate project; Alternative 1 will not 
intrude on the lives of so many people; wind farm should be in a lightly populated area, 
such as east of Ellensburg. 

 
13-1, 16-14, 27-
38, 28-4, 43-57, 
43-68, 43-73, 43-
77, 43-87, 43-88, 
43-102, 43-116, 
43-124, T12-6 

5 Proposed Action/Desert Claim project/applicant 
Comments expressing opposition to or support for the proposed Desert Claim project 
and/or to the DEIS as it relates to the project location, including statements that urge 
decision-makers to consider their decision as if the turbines were proposed near their 
homes; “we don’t want you here, you are not welcome”; do not allow project at this 
location; no reason for wind turbines to be located in populated areas such as the greater 
Ellensburg area. 

 
16-15, 17-2, 17-
11, 21-2, 23-3, 
24-6, 27-73, 28-
3, 32-1, 35-1, 39-
5, 42-24, 46-2, 
T3-1, T4-1, T10-
1, T13-6, T14-6, 
T15-1, T20-1, 
T21-1, T28-1  
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

6 Wind turbines in Kittitas County 
Comments expressing opinions about the general acceptability of locating wind turbines 
in Kittitas County, including statements opposing wind turbines anywhere in the 
County, supporting wind turbines in the right place and suggesting all wind farms be 
located away from populated areas and out of view. 

 
19-2, 52-1 (also 
letters 53 through 
78), T6-1, T17-1, 
T24-7 

   
V/B Value/Belief Statements  

1 Adequacy of federal and state wildlife protections 
Comment expressing belief that federal and state legal provisions provide little 
protection for most avian species. 

 
5-2 

2 Motivations relating to the project 
Opinions about motives and behavior of the applicant and/or landowners participating in 
the project, including statements that project is all about money; applicant does not care 
about residents or environment; 8 landowners will benefit to the detriment of hundreds 
of others; non-participating landowners will incur all of the impacts of the project and 
receive none of the benefits; money promised to County is an unacceptable carrot, 
money motivation should not ride roughshod over obligations to protect the citizenry. 

 
11-10, 27-37, 27-
62, 27-65, 30-14, 
33-8, 43-85, 44-
17, T14-4, T19-1 

3 Opinions about the overall merits of the project 
Multiple opinions about long-term effects of the project or its desirability, including 
statements that windmills will result in significant negative impact; wind farms will 
change the area forever; project threatens many residents have been in area for 
generations and worked hard to enjoy the lifestyle, ; assertion that project would not be 
detrimental to public health, peace, safety, or character is false; wind generation would 
be of no benefit to the County; impact and power generated are not worth the tax 
reduction; County would be better served with homes and ranchettes in the area; project 
would provide economic benefits. 

 
11-11, 12-15, 16-
13, 31-2, 36-18, 
38-120, 48-9; 49-
1, 52-2 (also 
letters 53 through 
78), T23-1, T30-
3 

4 Opinions about objectivity of the EIS and supporting studies 
Comments expressing opinions about the objectivity of information in the EIS and/or the 
objectivity of the EIS preparers, without reference to points of substantive disagreement. 
Includes statements critical of wildlife consultant; that document is biased toward 
applicant, is constructed to support the project; studies and information in DEIS were 
provided by wind power advocates and taken at face value; apparent disinterest in 
comments during January 20 meeting; many comments are not based on reality, but a 
vision; comparisons change based on the intended result. 

 
15-4, 16-1, 18-3, 
30-6, 38-116, 45-
2, 51-2 
 

5 Commentary on level of local support for or opposition to the project  
Comments that the only long-time residents who support the project are those who 
would gain financially; majority oppose the wind farms; three groups are in favor. 

 
18-1, 21-1, 33-1, 
T3-2 

6 Opinions on whose views and rights should have priority 
Comments expressing opinions about how individual or group preferences or rights 
should be viewed in the decision, including statements that the feelings and judgments 
of residents who are impacted should have priority; wind turbines infringe on property 
rights of others nearby; 8 landowners should not be allowed to impact 350 others. 

 
21-6, 39-2, 43-
75, T3-7, T23-6 
 

7 Acceptability of impacts on non-participating landowners  
Comments expressing opinion that no impacts from proposed project should cross 
property line of any non-participating landowner without permission; impact to 
neighboring, non-participating homeowners is enough to deny proposed project; if 
project could discourage residential use, this is reason not to site the proposed project. 

 
41-13, 41-19, 41-
26, 42-13 
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Table I-2 
Issues Based on Draft EIS Comments (cont'd) 

8 Value of existing views 
Comment that views in the Valley are one of the greatest resources of the County, are 
not renewable, and County Commissioners should protect views whatever the cost. 

 
39-4 

9 Precedent for future wind energy development 
Opinion that construction of one turbine in Valley will result in numerous wind projects. 

 
47-11 

10 Kittitas County planning approach 
Opinions relating to County planning efforts or how County might evaluate the project, 
including disbelief that Commissioners would harm so many and that position of County 
is to allow individual enterprise to dominate community interests. 

 
27-46, 33-3 

11 Preference for nuclear power 
Comment of disbelief that residents would be forced to pay increased electrical bills 
when capability exists to build nuclear plants, would welcome nuclear power. 

 
32-2 

12 Need for electrical expertise 
Comment that perhaps decision makers should be required to be electrical engineers, or 
should consult the experts on important decisions. 

 
48-5 
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12-25AT-2



Duane Huckell
12P.10

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
12-25Cont.AT-2

Duane Huckell
12-26HS-4

Duane Huckell
12-27NS-1



Duane Huckell
12P.11

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
12-27Cont.NS-1

Duane Huckell
12-28LU-3



Duane Huckell
12P.12



Duane Huckell
12P.13

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
12-29HS-1

Duane Huckell
12-30AQ-1



Duane Huckell
13P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
13-1SO-4



Duane Huckell
13P.2



Duane Huckell
13P.3



Duane Huckell
13P.4



Duane Huckell
13P.5



Duane Huckell
14P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
14-1ALG-1

Duane Huckell
14-2PA-14

Duane Huckell
14-3PA-9



Duane Huckell
14P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
14-3Cont.PA-9

Duane Huckell
14-4PD-2



Duane Huckell
14P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
14-5ALG-1

Duane Huckell
14-6ALT-2

Duane Huckell
14-7PD-3



Duane Huckell
15P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
15-1EIS-1

Duane Huckell
15-2PA-11

Duane Huckell
15-3WR-1

Duane Huckell
15-4VB-4

Duane Huckell
15-5PA-1

Duane Huckell
15-6PA-16

Duane Huckell
15-7PA-1

Duane Huckell
15-8PA-15

Duane Huckell
15-9PA-9

Duane Huckell
15-8Cont.PA-25

Duane Huckell
15-9Cont.PA-9

Duane Huckell
15-10PA-1



Duane Huckell
15P.2

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
15-10Cont.PA-1

Duane Huckell
15-11NS-1

Duane Huckell
15-12EIS-3

Duane Huckell
15-13HS-2

Duane Huckell
15-14HS-4

Duane Huckell
15-15LU-1

Duane Huckell
15-16LU-4



Duane Huckell
15P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
15-16Cont.LU-4



Duane Huckell
16P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
16-2VB-4

Duane Huckell
16-2EIS-4

Duane Huckell
16-3PD-4

Duane Huckell
16-4WR-1



Duane Huckell
16P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
16-4Cont.WR-1

Duane Huckell
16-5EIS-4

Duane Huckell
16-6EIS-4



Duane Huckell
16P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
16-6Cont.EIS-4

Duane Huckell
16-7RC-1

Duane Huckell
16-8PA-16

Duane Huckell
16-9PA-12

Duane Huckell
16-10PA-9

Duane Huckell
16-11NS-1

Duane Huckell
16-12LU-5

Duane Huckell
16-3VB-3



Duane Huckell
16P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
16-14SO-4

Duane Huckell
16-15SO-5



Duane Huckell
17P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
17-1EIS-1

Duane Huckell
17-2SO-5

Duane Huckell
17-3EIS-4



Duane Huckell
17P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
17-3Cont.EIS-4



Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
17P.3

Duane Huckell
17-3Cont.EIS-4

Duane Huckell
17-4RC-1

Duane Huckell
17-5NS-1

Duane Huckell
17-6LU-5

Duane Huckell
17-7PA-14



Duane Huckell
17P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
17-8PA-16

Duane Huckell
17-9PA-12

Duane Huckell
17-10PA-9

Duane Huckell
17-11SO-5

Duane Huckell
17-12SO-2



Duane Huckell
18P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
18-1VB-5

Duane Huckell
18-2EIS-1

Duane Huckell
18-3VB-4

Duane Huckell
18-4NS-1

Duane Huckell
18-5EIS-6



Duane Huckell
19P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
19-1EIS-1

Duane Huckell
19-2SO-6



Duane Huckell
20P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
20-1LU-5

Duane Huckell
20-2NOI-1

Duane Huckell
20-3PA-18

Duane Huckell
20-4NS-1



Duane Huckell
20P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
20-4Cont.NS-1



Duane Huckell
21P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
21-1VB-5

Duane Huckell
21-2SO-5



Duane Huckell
21P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
21-2Cont.SO-5

Duane Huckell
21-3ALG-1

Duane Huckell
21-4NS-2

Duane Huckell
21-5ALG-1

Duane Huckell
21-6VB-6



Duane Huckell
22P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
22-1PSU-3

Duane Huckell
22-2HS-1

Duane Huckell
22-3HS-10



Duane Huckell
23P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
23-1HS-1

Duane Huckell
23-2HS-10

Duane Huckell
23-3SO-5

Duane Huckell
23-4EIS-7



Duane Huckell
24P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
24-1ALG-2

Duane Huckell
24-2NS-1

Duane Huckell
24-3HS-1

Duane Huckell
24-4PD-3

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
24-5EIS-6

Duane Huckell
24-6SO-5

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
25P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
25-1EIS-1

Duane Huckell
25-2LU-1

Duane Huckell
25-3PA-1

Duane Huckell
25-4PA-13

Duane Huckell
25-5LU-1

Duane Huckell
25-6LU-5



Duane Huckell
26P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
26-1NS-1

Duane Huckell
26-2PA-1



Duane Huckell
26P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
26-3ALG-2

Duane Huckell
26-4PA-13

Duane Huckell
26-5PA-13



Duane Huckell
27P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-1PD-5

Duane Huckell
27-2PD-6

Duane Huckell
27-3PD-6



Duane Huckell
27P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-4PD-2

Duane Huckell
27-5EIS-8

Duane Huckell
27-6EIS-9

Duane Huckell
27-7PD-6

Duane Huckell
27-8PD-5

Duane Huckell
27-9PD-6

Duane Huckell
27-10ALT-1

Duane Huckell
27-11ALT-1

Duane Huckell
27-12ALT-1



Duane Huckell
27P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-13PA-1

Duane Huckell
27-14PA-3

Duane Huckell
27-15PA-1

Duane Huckell
27-16ENR-1

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-17ALT-1

Duane Huckell
27-18LU-1

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
27P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-19LU-6

Duane Huckell
27-18Cont.LU-1



Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
27P.5

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-19Cont.LU-6

Duane Huckell
27-20HS-4

Duane Huckell
27-21HS-1

Duane Huckell
27-22HS-1



Duane Huckell
27P.6

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-22Cont.HS-1

Duane Huckell
27-23HS-7

Duane Huckell
27-24NOI-1

Duane Huckell
27-25NOI-2

Duane Huckell
27-26ALG-2

Duane Huckell
27-27ALG-3



Duane Huckell
27P.7

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-28RC-1

Duane Huckell
27-29AT-2

Duane Huckell
27-30PHE-1

Duane Huckell
27-31FIS-2

Duane Huckell
27-32PA-13

Duane Huckell
27-33PA-12



Duane Huckell
27P.8

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-33Cont.PA-12

Duane Huckell
27-34PA-1

Duane Huckell
27-35ENR-1

Duane Huckell
27-36LU-3

Duane Huckell
27-37VB-2

Duane Huckell
27-38SO-4

Duane Huckell
27-39WR-2

Duane Huckell
27-40WR-3

Duane Huckell




Duane Huckell
27P.9

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-40Cont.WR-3

Duane Huckell
27-41PA-5

Duane Huckell
27-42PA-4

Duane Huckell
27-43PA-12

Duane Huckell
27-44PA-6

Duane Huckell
27-45LU-5

Duane Huckell
27-46VB-10



Duane Huckell
27P.10

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-46Cont.VB-10

Duane Huckell
27-47LU-4

Duane Huckell
27-48HS-2

Duane Huckell
27-49HS-11

Duane Huckell
27-50HS-3

Duane Huckell
27-51PD-8



Duane Huckell
27P.11

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-51Cont.PD-8

Duane Huckell
27-52HS-8

Duane Huckell
27-53NOI-3

Duane Huckell
27-54NOI-3

Duane Huckell
27-55ALG-4

Duane Huckell
27-56RC-1



Duane Huckell
27P.12

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-56Cont.RC-1

Duane Huckell
27-57AT-2

Duane Huckell
27-58EIS-10

Duane Huckell
27-59ER-1

Duane Huckell
27-60PA-14



Duane Huckell
27P.13

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-60Cont.PA-14

Duane Huckell
27-61LU-1

Duane Huckell
27-62VB-2

Duane Huckell
27-63AT-2

Duane Huckell
27-64PHE-2

Duane Huckell
27-65VB-2



Duane Huckell
27P.14

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
27-66EIS-1

Duane Huckell
27-67EIS-10

Duane Huckell
27-68PA-1

Duane Huckell
27-69ALG-2

Duane Huckell
27-70LU-1

Duane Huckell
27-71NS-1

Duane Huckell
27-72EIS-1

Duane Huckell
27-73SO-5



Duane Huckell
28P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
28-1NS-1

Duane Huckell
28-2NOI-1

Duane Huckell
28-3SO-5

Duane Huckell
28-4SO-4

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
29P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-1EIS-1

Duane Huckell
29-2EIS-4

Duane Huckell
29-3EIS-6

Duane Huckell
29-4EIS-6



Duane Huckell
29P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-5LU-1

Duane Huckell
29-6LU-2

Duane Huckell
29-7EIS-4

Duane Huckell
29-8EIS-4



Duane Huckell
29P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-8Cont. EIS-4

Duane Huckell
29-9FIS-3

Duane Huckell
29-10PD-6

Duane Huckell
29-11ALT-3

Duane Huckell
29-12ALT-4

Duane Huckell
29-13ALT-1



Duane Huckell
29P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-13Cont.ALT-1

Duane Huckell
29-14ALT-4

Duane Huckell
29-15ER-2

Duane Huckell
29-16ER-3

Duane Huckell
29-17AQ-2

Duane Huckell
29-18WR-1

Duane Huckell
29-19WR-2

Duane Huckell
29-20PA-18

Duane Huckell
29-21PA-11



Duane Huckell
29P.5

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-21Cont.PA-11

Duane Huckell
29-22PA-1

Duane Huckell
29-23PA-12

Duane Huckell
29-24PA-9

Duane Huckell
29-25PA-10

Duane Huckell
29-26PA-19



Duane Huckell
29P.6

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-27ENR-1

Duane Huckell
29-28PD-5

Duane Huckell
29-29CR-1

Duane Huckell
29-30LU-1

Duane Huckell
29-31LU-6

Duane Huckell
29-32HS-2

Duane Huckell
29-33HS-1

Duane Huckell
29-34PSU-2

Duane Huckell
29-35HS-1

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
29P.7

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-36Cont. HS-6

Duane Huckell
29-37HS-7

Duane Huckell
29-38NOI-1

Duane Huckell
29-39ALG-2

Duane Huckell
29-40ALG-3



Duane Huckell
29P.8

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
29-41RC-1

Duane Huckell
29-42RC-2

Duane Huckell
29-43AT-2

Duane Huckell
29-44PSU-4

Duane Huckell
29-45PHE-3



Duane Huckell
30P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-1ESI-1



Duane Huckell
30P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-1Cont.EIS-1

Duane Huckell
30-2NS-1

Duane Huckell
30-3PD-5



Duane Huckell
30P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-3Cont.PD-5

Duane Huckell
30-4ALT-1

Duane Huckell
30-5PA-1

Duane Huckell
30-6VB-4



Duane Huckell
30P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-7LU-6

Duane Huckell
30-8HS-7

Duane Huckell
30-9HS-8

Duane Huckell
30-10HS-7

Duane Huckell
30-11NOI-4



Duane Huckell
30P.5

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-11Cont.NOI-4

Duane Huckell
30-12NOI-3

Duane Huckell
30-13NOI-5

Duane Huckell
30-14VB-2

Duane Huckell
30-15ALG-2

Duane Huckell
30-16ALG-1

Duane Huckell
30-17ALG-4



Duane Huckell
30P.6

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-17Cont.ALG-4

Duane Huckell
30-18ALG-3

Duane Huckell
30-19FIS-2

Duane Huckell
30-20PA-13

Duane Huckell
30-21PA-1

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-21Cont.PA-1

Duane Huckell
30-22PA-9

Duane Huckell
30-23NS-3

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
30-24PA-1

Duane Huckell
30-26LU-3

Duane Huckell
30-25PA-20

Duane Huckell
30P.7



Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
30P.8

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
3-26Cont.LU-3

Duane Huckell
30-27NS-6

Duane Huckell
30-28PA-4

Duane Huckell
30-29HS-8

Duane Huckell
30-30NOI-3

Duane Huckell
30-31ALG-4



Duane Huckell
30P.9

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
30-31Cont.ALG-4

Duane Huckell
30-32EIS-5



Duane Huckell
31P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
31-1FIS-3

Duane Huckell
31-2VB-3



Duane Huckell
32P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
32-1SO-5

Duane Huckell
32-2VB-11

Duane Huckell
32-3HS-5

Duane Huckell
32-4NS-1

Duane Huckell
32-5LU-6



Duane Huckell
33P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
33-1VB-5

Duane Huckell
33-2LU-6

Duane Huckell
33-3VB-10



Duane Huckell
33P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
33-3Cont. VB-10

Duane Huckell
33-4ENR-2

Duane Huckell
33-5PA-1



Duane Huckell
33P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
33-6PA-15

Duane Huckell
33-7ALG-1

Duane Huckell
33-8VB-2



Duane Huckell
34P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
34-1NS-3



Duane Huckell
35P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
35-1SO-5

Duane Huckell
35-2NS-5



Duane Huckell
36P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
36-1ALT-5

Duane Huckell
36-2NS-3

Duane Huckell
36-3AQ-4

Duane Huckell
36-4EIS-11

Duane Huckell
36-5ALT-2

Duane Huckell
36-6ALT-5

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
36-7ALG-2

Duane Huckell
36-8LU-2

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
36P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
36-9NS-1

Duane Huckell
36-10PA-1



Duane Huckell
36P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
36-11PA-15

Duane Huckell
36-12PA-1

Duane Huckell
36-13PA-21

Duane Huckell
36-14PA-11

Duane Huckell
36-15PA-12

Duane Huckell
36-16PA-7



Duane Huckell
36P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
36-16Cont.PA-7

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
36-17ENR-2

Duane Huckell
36-18VB-3

Duane Huckell
36-19SO-2



Duane Huckell
37P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
37-1HS-8



Duane Huckell
37P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
37-1Cont.HS-8

Duane Huckell
37-2PA-22



Duane Huckell
37P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
37-3PD-9

Duane Huckell
37-4EIS-14

Duane Huckell
37-5EIS-12



Duane Huckell
38P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-1EIS-14

Duane Huckell
38-2EIS-13

Duane Huckell
38-3EIS-4

Duane Huckell
38-4EIS-9

Duane Huckell
38-5ALT-1



Duane Huckell
38P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-6ER-4

Duane Huckell
38-7ALT-1

Duane Huckell
38-8PA-22

Duane Huckell
38-9PA-22

Duane Huckell
38-10ALT-1

Duane Huckell
38-11ENR-1

Duane Huckell
38-12LU-8

Duane Huckell
38-13HS-8

Duane Huckell
38-14PD-9

Duane Huckell
38-15EIS-2



Duane Huckell
38P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-15Cont.EIS-2

Duane Huckell
38-16PD-4

Duane Huckell
38-17HS-4

Duane Huckell
38-18PD-8

Duane Huckell
38-19PD-11

Duane Huckell
38-20PD-4

Duane Huckell
38-21PD-4

Duane Huckell
38-22PD-12

Duane Huckell
38-23PD-13

Duane Huckell
38-24PD-14

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
38P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-25PD-15

Duane Huckell
38-26PD-16

Duane Huckell
38-27PD-16

Duane Huckell
38-28PD-2

Duane Huckell
38-29PD-14

Duane Huckell
38-30NOI-1

Duane Huckell
38-31PD-3

Duane Huckell
38-32PD-10

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-33NS-1

Duane Huckell
38-34EIS-10

Duane Huckell
38-35ER-3



Duane Huckell
38P.5

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-35Cont.ER-3

Duane Huckell
38-36ER-3

Duane Huckell
38-37AQ-3

Duane Huckell
38-38AQ-3

Duane Huckell
38-39AQ-5

Duane Huckell
38-40AQ-2

Duane Huckell
38-41WR-3

Duane Huckell
38-42WR-1

Duane Huckell
38-43WR-5



Duane Huckell
38P.6

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-44WR-3

Duane Huckell
38-45PA-23

Duane Huckell
38-46PA-11

Duane Huckell
38-47PA-1

Duane Huckell
38-48PA-13

Duane Huckell
38-49PA-1

Duane Huckell
38-50PA-14

Duane Huckell
38-51PA-4

Duane Huckell
38-52PA-15

Duane Huckell
38-53ENR-2

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
38P.7

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-53Cont.ENR-2

Duane Huckell
38-54ENR-3

Duane Huckell
38-55CR-2

Duane Huckell
38-56CR-1

Duane Huckell
38-57CR-1

Duane Huckell
38-58LU-1

Duane Huckell
38-59LU-9

Duane Huckell
38-60LU-3

Duane Huckell
38-61LU-8



Duane Huckell
38P.8

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-61Cont.LU-8

Duane Huckell
38-62NS-1

Duane Huckell
38-63LU-5

Duane Huckell
38-64LU-1

Duane Huckell
38-65LU-6

Duane Huckell
38-66LU-10

Duane Huckell
38-67LU-6

Duane Huckell
38-68LU-7

Duane Huckell
38-69HS-13

Duane Huckell
38-70HS-13

Duane Huckell
38-71HS-3



Duane Huckell
38P.9

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-71Cont.HS-3

Duane Huckell
38-72HS-1

Duane Huckell
38-73HS-7

Duane Huckell
38-74HS-8

Duane Huckell
38-75HS-7

Duane Huckell
38-76HS-7

Duane Huckell
38-77HS-12

Duane Huckell
38-78HS-4

Duane Huckell
38-79HS-6

Duane Huckell
38-80HS-8

Duane Huckell
38-81NOI-4



Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38P.10

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-81Cont.NOI-4

Duane Huckell
38-82NOI-6

Duane Huckell
38-83NOI-1

Duane Huckell
38-84NOI-1

Duane Huckell
38-85NOI-2

Duane Huckell
38-86NOI-1

Duane Huckell
38-87ALG-2

Duane Huckell
38-88ALG-1

Duane Huckell
38-89ALG-5

Duane Huckell
38-90RC-3



Duane Huckell
38P.11

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-90Cont.RC-3

Duane Huckell
38-91PD-4

Duane Huckell
38-92GT-3

Duane Huckell
38-93GT-6

Duane Huckell
38-94AT-2

Duane Huckell
38-95AT-6

Duane Huckell
38-96PSU-3

Duane Huckell
38-97NS-1

Duane Huckell
38-98FIS-3

Duane Huckell
38-99ER-3



Duane Huckell
38P.12

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-99Cont.ER-3

Duane Huckell
38-100AQ-2

Duane Huckell
38-101PA-11

Duane Huckell
38-102PA-1

Duane Huckell
38-103PA-13

Duane Huckell
38-104PA-15

Duane Huckell
38-105ENR-2

Duane Huckell
38-106CR-1

Duane Huckell
38-107LU-1

Duane Huckell
38-108LU-1

Duane Huckell
38-109LU-4

Duane Huckell
38-110LU-1

Duane Huckell
38-111NOI-1



Duane Huckell
38P.13

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
38-112ALG-1

Duane Huckell
38-113PHE-4

Duane Huckell
38-114HS-8

Duane Huckell
38-115EIS-15

Duane Huckell
38-116VB-4

Duane Huckell
38-117EIS-1

Duane Huckell
38-118EIS-10

Duane Huckell
38-119PD-3

Duane Huckell
38-120VB-3



Duane Huckell
39P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
39-1ALT-6

Duane Huckell
39-2VB-6

Duane Huckell
39-3NS-1

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
39P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
39-3Cont.NS-1

Duane Huckell
39-4VB-8

Duane Huckell
39-5SO-5



Duane Huckell
40P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
40-1NOI-5



Duane Huckell
40P.2



Duane Huckell
40P.3



Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
41P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-1PD-5

Duane Huckell
41-2EIS-9

Duane Huckell
41-3EIS-4

Duane Huckell
41-4ALT-7



Duane Huckell
41P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-5PA-13

Duane Huckell
41-6PA-1

Duane Huckell
41-7PA-13

Duane Huckell
41-8PA-16

Duane Huckell
41-9PA-20

Duane Huckell
41-10PA-1



Duane Huckell
41P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-10Cont. PA-1

Duane Huckell
41-11PA-3



Duane Huckell
41P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-11Cont.PA-3

Duane Huckell
41-12HS-12

Duane Huckell
41-13VB-7

Duane Huckell
41-14PA-9

Duane Huckell
41-15NOI-5



Duane Huckell
41P.5

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-15Cont.NOI-5

Duane Huckell
41-16ALG-2

Duane Huckell
41-17ALG-1

Duane Huckell
41-18ALG-2

Duane Huckell
41-19VB-7

Duane Huckell
41-20PSU-5

Duane Huckell
41-21FIS-2

Duane Huckell
41-22PA-1



Duane Huckell
41P.6

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-23ENR-2

Duane Huckell
41-24FIS-4

Duane Huckell
41-25PA-20



Duane Huckell
41P.7

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-25Cont.PA-20

Duane Huckell
41-26VB-7

Duane Huckell
41-27NOI-5

Duane Huckell
41-28ALG-4

Duane Huckell
41-29ALT-7



Duane Huckell
41P.8

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
41-30EIS-7

Duane Huckell
41-31ALT-7

Duane Huckell
41-32PA-1

Duane Huckell
41-33ALG-2

Duane Huckell
41-34NOI-5

Duane Huckell
41-35HS-4

Duane Huckell
41-36NOI-2



Duane Huckell
42P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
42-1EIS-9

Duane Huckell
42-2PD-5

Duane Huckell
42-3EIS-9

Duane Huckell
42-4PD-6

Duane Huckell
42-5ENR-1

Duane Huckell
42-6ALT-1

Duane Huckell
42-7PA-1



Duane Huckell
42P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
42-7Cont.PA-1

Duane Huckell
42-8PA-3

Duane Huckell
42-9PA-12

Duane Huckell
42-10PA-15

Duane Huckell
42-11LU-1

Duane Huckell
42-12PHE-1

Duane Huckell
42-13VB-7

Duane Huckell
42-14LU-6

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
42P.3

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
42-14Cont.LU-16

Duane Huckell
42-15HS-4

Duane Huckell
42-16HS-1

Duane Huckell
42-17HS-4

Duane Huckell
42-18NOI-2

Duane Huckell
42-19NOI-1



Duane Huckell
42P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
42-20ALG-3

Duane Huckell
42-21AT-2

Duane Huckell
42-22WR-2

Duane Huckell
42-23WR-3

Duane Huckell
42-24SO-5



Duane Huckell
43P.1

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-1WR-2

Duane Huckell
43-2WR-2

Duane Huckell
43-3WR-2

Duane Huckell
43-4PA-5

Duane Huckell
43-5PA-1

Duane Huckell
43-6PA-20

Duane Huckell
43-7LU-5

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
43P.2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-7Cont.LU-5

Duane Huckell
43-8HS-2

Duane Huckell
43-9PSU-2

Duane Huckell
43-10HS-6

Duane Huckell
43-11HS-10

Duane Huckell
43-12HS-8

Duane Huckell
43-13HS-4

Duane Huckell
43-14NOI-2



Duane Huckell
43P.3

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-15NOI-5

Duane Huckell
43-16ALG-1

Duane Huckell
43-17ALG-1

Duane Huckell
43-18GT-7

Duane Huckell
43-19AT-1

Duane Huckell
43-20AT-2

Duane Huckell
43-21AT-2

Duane Huckell
43-22AT-6



Duane Huckell
43P.4

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-23PSU-2

Duane Huckell
43-24HS-1

Duane Huckell
43-25HS-1

Duane Huckell
43-26AQ-3

Duane Huckell
43-27WR-3



Duane Huckell
43P.5

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-28PA-1

Duane Huckell
43-29CR-3

Duane Huckell
43-30LU-5



Duane Huckell
43P.6

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-30Cont.LU-5

Duane Huckell
43-31HS-7

Duane Huckell
43-32HS-8

Duane Huckell
43-33NOI-1

Duane Huckell
43-34NOI-1

Duane Huckell
43-35NOI-3

Duane Huckell
43-36NOI-5

Duane Huckell
43-37ALG-4



Duane Huckell
43P.7

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-38AT-2

Duane Huckell
43-39AT-7

Duane Huckell
43-40EIS-2

Duane Huckell
43-41PD-8

Duane Huckell
43-42PD-4



Duane Huckell
43P.8

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-43PD-1

Duane Huckell
43-44PD-12

Duane Huckell
43-45PD-7

Duane Huckell
43-46PD-8

Duane Huckell
43-47AQ-3

Duane Huckell
43-48AQ-3

Duane Huckell
43-49ALT-1

Duane Huckell
 



Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
43P.9

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-50AQ-2

Duane Huckell
43-51WR-1

Duane Huckell
43-52WR-2

Duane Huckell
43-53WR-4

Duane Huckell
43-54WR-2

Duane Huckell
43-55WR-3

Duane Huckell
43-56WR-2

Duane Huckell
43-57SO-4

Duane Huckell
43-58WR-3



Duane Huckell
43P.10

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-59WR-2

Duane Huckell
43-60PA-1

Duane Huckell
43-61PA-14

Duane Huckell
43-62PA-13

Duane Huckell
43-63PA-13

Duane Huckell
43-64PA-15

Duane Huckell
43-65PA-16

Duane Huckell
43-66PA-1

Duane Huckell
43-67EIS-10

Duane Huckell
43-68SO-4



Duane Huckell
43P.11

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-69ENR-4

Duane Huckell
43-70CR-3

Duane Huckell
43-71CR-2

Duane Huckell
43-72CR-1

Duane Huckell
43-73SO-4

Duane Huckell
43-74LU-1

Duane Huckell
43-75VB-6



Duane Huckell
43P.12

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-75Cont.VB-6

Duane Huckell
43-76LU-1

Duane Huckell
43-77SO-4

Duane Huckell
43-78LU-1

Duane Huckell
43-79LU-5



Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
43P.13

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-79Cont.LU-5

Duane Huckell
43-80LU-4

Duane Huckell
43-81LU-2

Duane Huckell
43-82FIS-3

Duane Huckell
43-83LU-3

Duane Huckell
43-84LU-1

Duane Huckell
43-85VB-2



Duane Huckell
43P.14

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-86NS-1

Duane Huckell
43-87SO-4

Duane Huckell
43-88SO-4

Duane Huckell
43-89HS-6

Duane Huckell
43-90HS-6



Duane Huckell
43P.15



Duane Huckell
43P.16



Duane Huckell
43P.17



Duane Huckell
43P.18



Duane Huckell
43P.19

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-91LU-1

Duane Huckell
43-92HS-1

Duane Huckell
43-93HS-2

Duane Huckell
43-94HS-2

Duane Huckell
43-95HS-4

Duane Huckell
43-96HS-1



Duane Huckell
43P.20

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-96Cont.HS-1

Duane Huckell
43-97HS-6

Duane Huckell
43-98HS-6

Duane Huckell
43-99HS-5

Duane Huckell
43-100HS-7

Duane Huckell
43-101HS-8

Duane Huckell
43-102SO-4

Duane Huckell
43-103HS-4



Duane Huckell
43P.21

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-103Cont.HS-4

Duane Huckell
43-104HS-3

Duane Huckell
43-105HS-1

Duane Huckell
43-106HS-6

Duane Huckell
43-107HS-8

Duane Huckell
43-108HS-4

Duane Huckell
43-109HS-6



Duane Huckell
43P.22

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-110HS-1

Duane Huckell
43-111NOI-1

Duane Huckell
43-112NOI-2

Duane Huckell
43-113NOI-1

Duane Huckell
43-114NOI-1

Duane Huckell
43-115NOI-1

Duane Huckell
43-116SO-4



Duane Huckell
43P.23

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
43-117NOI-1

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell
43-118ALG-2

Duane Huckell
43-119AT-2



Duane Huckell
43P.24

Duane Huckell
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DESERT CLAIM WIND POWER PROJECT EIS 

DRAFT EIS PUBLIC MEETING 
JANUARY 20, 2004 

Kittitas County Fairgrounds, Home Arts Building 
 
[Kittitas County Community Development Services recorded the proceedings of the Draft 
EIS public meeting on audio tape.  In preparing a transcript of the meeting, it became 
apparent that the tape did not clearly and successfully record 100 percent of the 
discussion at the meeting.  Even though the tape was sent to a specialist for 
enhancement, brief portions of a substantial number of statements remain inaudible, as 
is noted in the transcript.  Kittitas County Community Development Services regrets the 
incomplete nature of the recording, but notes that the transcript is complete enough to 
allow identification of the nature of individual comments on the Draft EIS.] 
 
 
 Clay White: It’s about 6:40 and we’re going to get started tonight. Good to see 

everyone here. Just for the record, my name is Clay White and I’m a land use planner 

for Kittitas County Community Development Services.  Just so you know who’s up here, 

to my right is Lorna Kenny from our office.  To my left is Richard Weinman from 

Huckell/Weinman Associates. His group was hired by the County to put together the 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement.  I’d like to thank everyone for attending tonight. 

There’s a lot of familiar faces, we’ve all seen each other a lot in the last several months. 

We thought we would take a bit of time at the meeting tonight for you to provide us with 

comments.   

The proposed action consists of development of a 180-megawatt wind energy 

facility by Desert Claim Wind Power, LLC on 5,237 acres of privately owned land in 

unincorporated Kittitas County.  Approval to implement the proposed development would 

require four related actions by Kittitas County, as detailed in Kittitas County Code 

17.61A.  These include: number one, adopting a site-specific amendment to the 

Comprehensive Plan land use map designation; rezoning the site; issuing a wind farm 

resource development permit for the proposed project; and executing a development 

agreement stating our standards and conditions for development, including mitigation 

measures.  Desert Claim Wind Power LLC, a Washington limited-liability company 

wholly owned and managed by enXco, Inc. submitted an application that’s dated 

January 28, 2003 to Kittitas County Community Development Services.  The proposed 

project would consist of up to 120 individual wind turbines.  Construction of the project 

would also require construction and placement of access roads, the control and power 

collection cables, one or more substations, transmission interconnection, and an 
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operation and maintenance facility.  The operating life of the proposed facility would be 

approximately 30 years. 

Kittitas County Community Development Services Department did hold a scoping 

meeting in May 2003 where public comments were taken on the scope of the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement to be prepared by Kittitas County. Based upon the 

comments received during the comment period ending on May 8th, the EIS was prepared 

in accordance with the SEPA rules and regulations.  On December 15, 2003 Kittitas 

County issued the draft EIS that was prepared for the Desert Claim Wind Power Project 

with a 45-day comment period ending on January 30th, 2004.  Comments may be 

submitted to myself at the planning office by 5:00 p.m. on January 30th.  Our address is 

411 North Ruby, Ellensburg, Washington.  The purpose of tonight’s hearing is to accept 

all the comments related to the draft environmental impact statement.  We are hopeful 

that we will receive comments on items or issues which you, the public, believe were 

overlooked on the last (inaudible) or comments relating to specific issues that you think 

were addressed. We will prepare a response to comments for the Final EIS. Comments 

citing specific sections and page numbers will help Kittitas County prepare those 

responses. 

Due to the anticipated number of people wishing to provide comments, I’ll limit 

each person's time to 3 minutes. I have handmade signs to keep everybody on notice 

about the time limit. Please be specific and if someone else covers your concerns first, 

indicate… (inaudible).  Tonight’s hearing is being mechanically recorded, so we ask that 

when you testify you state your name and address for the record and sign the 

attendance sheet.  I’m just going to read the people that are signed up that wish to testify 

tonight, barring enough time, which I’m sure that we’ll have. If you really did want to 

testify and didn’t sign up, at the end of the evening, I’ll certainly ask if anyone else 

wishes to speak.  We have a box over by the front door, you can drop comments in 

there, as stated previously.  We have until January 30th to provide comments so we still 

have another ten days.  If you have any other questions please call me; I’m always 

available for you.  With that we’ll get started.  Phyllis Whitbeck. 

 Phyllis Whitbeck: Well, my name is Phyllis Whitbeck.  I live at 7440 Robins Road, 

PO Box 1175, Ellensburg, WA 98926.  And my husband and I both are Sun East 

property owners.  We have spent all of our big millions to buy a few little lots there.  And 

it’s an absolutely gorgeous (inaudible). What I wanted to talk about was the blinking 

lights.  Because we live approximately the same height as the windmill lights will be 

shining. So we’ll be looking straight at them south and we’ll be looking straight at them 

west and we’ll have blinking night lights all night long, which don’t seem to be as bad 

   2

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
T1-1ALG-1

Duane Huckell
T1



because the white lights are on in the day time. One little cell tower, you don’t really see 

it. But when it’s at night time you see that little red blinking light quite readily, even 

across the whole entire valley.  While these, I understand, will have one light 

approximately every 4 wind towers.  And that, I understand, will have red lights blinking 

all night long out there east and west of our property.  Anyway we won’t be able to watch 

night fall anymore, because we’ll look out at the valley and see all these blinking red 

strobe lights. (Inaudible) We’ll have a living room full of blinking, strobing red lights all 

night long.  That’s about all I have to say.  Thank you. 

Clay White: Thank you very much.  Ginger Morrison. 

Ginger Morrison: Good evening.  I’m Ginger Morrison, I reside at 1607 West 

Dolarway Road in Ellensburg.  I have a few comments regarding the property tax 

…(inaudible)… in Kittitas County.  The Draft Environmental Impact statement indicates 

that the Desert Claim Wind Project will increase the total county assessed tax base by 5 

percent.  This project will pay millions of dollars in property taxes to the county in the 

years to come. Because of the property tax collection limits imposed by us with the 

approval of the Initiative 747, every property tax payer in our county will likely receive a 

5-percent reduction in the amount of taxes that they pay.  My husband, his brother, their 

parents and grandparents, as well as our two children have attended school in Kittitas 

County.  My children and funding for schools have always been an issue here.  

However, I would like each of us to consider another possibility.  My children are now 

grown and no longer attend school here, but many of you have children in the school 

systems. Consider the possibility that every business and individual in the county 

received a tax reduction. We approved a county-wide special levy so all the property tax 

funds generated by the wind project are dedicated to our children’s education for now 

and in future years.  With the approval of this project, we have the opportunity to do this 

at no additional cost to the taxpayers.  Five percent might not seem like a lot of revenue, 

but as an example, Fred Meyer, a local business, has an assessed value of $15 million, 

according to public record, which pays approximately $177,000 a year in Kittitas County 

taxes.  That would equate to $8,850 at 5 percent.  Now a local homeowner who has an 

assessed value of $200,000 would be paying $2,360 a year in taxes.  But at 5 percent, 

that would be $118.  Now consider multiplying 5 percent by the total tax base in Kittitas 

County.  That would be substantial revenue for our schools, without having the special 

bond issues and levies each year to meet the growing needs of our growing schools.  I 

ask our county officials to look at this opportunity and tell us how we can provide tax 

revenues to the county for this project.  Thank you. 

Clay White: Thank you Ms. Morrison.  Arthur DePalma. 
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Arthur DePalma: I live at 6991 Manastash Road in Ellensburg.  And although I 

don’t live near the project and we’ve lived across the valley …(inaudible), I’m against 

building these turbines for two reasons.  I think that it’s outrageously unfair for the people 

who live nearby.  And I’m also opposed because this particular project proposes to build 

these huge towers just 8 miles outside Ellensburg and near the pristine area of Table 

Mountain and Lion Rock.  And even the Zilkha project’s just a simple warm up 

…(inaudible).  As I see it there’s 3 groups of people who support these wind farms.  One 

is the energy companies.  And they talk about green energy and clean energy, but if they 

weren’t getting hundreds of millions of dollars in federal subsidies, the tax dollars, there 

wouldn’t be any project because wind farms by themselves are not economically viable.  

They need fossil fuels to keep the turbines going.  And once subsidies are done, the 

turbines just are there and they just sort of rust.  The second group, land owners in the 

project area contracted with these companies are getting paid a lot of money and that’s 

the mitigating factor I think. That’s the one and only mitigating factor that can change 

minds if you have property here in the area of wind farms.  Actually if it weren’t for 

money, somebody last week said that it’s not energy it’s money.  If it weren’t for the 

money, neither of these two groups would be interested in wind farms at all.  And 

another group is conservationists that think that it’s great to have wind energy and free 

natural resource, but they seem to be unswayed by the facts that wind farms produce 

very little energy and also need fossil fuel, when the winds aren’t blowing.  They also 

seem to be unconcerned by those …(inaudible)… towers and …(inaudible).  And I think 

it’s, you know, it’s easy for those that don’t think that they’re going to be affected by it, 

these towers, to go up and support wind farms.  I think the group would have more 

credibility if they themselves lived in the area and were affected by the turbines.  I think 

the people that make these decisions whether this wind farm’s going to be built, need to 

think what it would be like if wind farms were going to be built around your property. 

Imagine what you’d feel and imagine what you’d feel about your property values in spite 

of what the studies say.  I’d just like to close with four points: number one, the visual 

effect is going to ruin the views and it’s gonna lower property values. And it’s gonna 

actually be seen from a large part of town and the problem is that it’s going to be built on 

elevated land that’s higher than the town of Ellensburg. I think that if people realize how 

it’s going to affect the value of their land …(muffled). And the other thing, which 

…(inaudible) already mentioned, which is light flicker, which is going to be going on all 

day long and the red beacons at night. You can’t live near these, you just can’t. It’s going 

to be visible for miles …(inaudible). And it’s easy to ruin other people’s quality of life 

…(inaudible) people return.  These industrial towers should not be built near homes.  
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The feelings and judgment of the residents who are impacted should have priority in the 

decision.  So in closing I’d just like to encourage you to make your recommendations as 

you would if these huge towers were proposed to be built around your homes and 

properties. 

Clay White: Thank you very much.  Dwight Lee Bates 

Dwight Lee Bates: I’m Dwight Lee Bates and the last name is spelled B-a-t-e-s, 

1509 Brick Road, Ellensburg, Washington 98926 and I represent myself.  I’m against 

these wind farms.  A decommissioning plan was not shown in Chapter 4.  This DEIS is 

incomplete.  The decommissioning plan should be in the DEIS.  Where is the information 

on the bond Desert Claim should post so we can tear down the turbines when they result 

in being eyesores and inefficient and a waste of taxpayers money.  I think Desert Claim 

will be long gone having sold the wind farm and we'll have to pay to tear it down.   

What I’m trying to say to you, I disagree with the DEIS statement on page 4-21 

that the turbines would not present conflicts or adverse impacts on the air transportation 

resulting from these projects.  I am a private pilot who flies the Kittitas Valley and these 

monstrosity turbines are in the way.  They are too close to the Flying Rock Ranch grass 

airstrip near Reecer Creek, which I land on.  This aviation program at Bowers Field 

trains CWU students to fly in the valley.  These turbines are dangerous and (inaudible) 

for these students.  The very fact that the FAA, the Federal Aviation Agency, requires 

lights as shown on page 3.10-16 of the Sage Brush Power Partners DEIS shows that 

these monstrosity turbines are hazards to flight.   

The DEIS on page 1-59 states “Consequently a change to a right-hand VFR flight 

traffic pattern for runway 7 and 11 would likely cause a negligible shift in aircraft 

operating patterns and an imperceptible change in noise experienced in the community.  

This is not a normal departure and causes a great deal of inconvenience and it puts 

more noise in the community.  There are approximately 120 flight students from the 

CWU flight technology program who utilize the Bowers Field Airport.  With 19 airplanes 

and each student scheduled for 3 flights per week, I estimate the average number of 

operations to be in excess of 300 per week, with many of these operations entailing 

practice take-offs and landings.  I estimate the number of take-offs and landings to be 

about 1,000 per week by the college students alone.  Any aircraft that has left the traffic 

pattern needs to reenter it in an orderly fashion.  This state has instituted a procedure to 

allow for an orderly flow of traffic into the pattern.  These procedures have been 

approved by the Spokane Federal Aviation League. They include that in addition to the 

normally accepted 45 degree reentry to the downwind leg, the procedures for entering 

the pattern from the upwind side is, the practice is to enter on the 45 to the upwind and 
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cross the airport on the crosswind leg to enter the downwind.  In this manner, aircraft 

can enter the pattern on the opposite side.  If the proposed changes are made to 

accommodate the wind farm, it will impact the flight safety.  I strongly object to the 

proposal to change the traffic patterns.   

The DEIS Chapter 4 did not address setbacks.  The setback should be 2,000 feet 

from roads and residences due to shadow flicker, flashing lights, noise, ice throw and 

blade throw to ensure safety.   

Property values. The DEIS Chapter 4 does not state there will be a reduction of 

property values due to the wind farms.  Regardless of what was printed in the local Daily 

Record, a newspaper, that property values would not be affected, the results of the 

Lincoln Township, Wisconsin survey showed that turbines within 1 mile lowered property 

values by 26 percent and 74 percent of the people would not buy within a quarter mile of 

turbines.  Real estate people of Kittitas County have stated that wind farms will affect 

property values.   

The DEIS on page 1-35 states “Some nearby residential users might seek to 

relocate if they felt that wind facilities, individually or collectively, conflicted with elements 

of their lifestyles.”  This made me and other residents very mad. We were here first. How 

can you invade our beautiful valley and tell us to move.  Who would want to live next to 

these monstrosity turbines?  Where is the impact on the Kittitas County property values 

stated in the DEIS? 

Clay White: Thank you Mr. Bates.  Ed Garrett. 

Ed Garrett: My name is Ed Garrett and I reside at 19205 67th Avenue SE, 

Snohomish, Washington.  I represent myself and my wife Rosemary.  In reviewing this 

DEIS I’d like to make the following comments.  First I’d like to comment on the lack of 

property value effects on the wind power projects.  The summary of literature prepared 

by Huckell/Weinman Associates, groups who promoted the agenda for the Woodinville 

…(inaudible).   The report says “one scoping comment for Desert Claim specifically 

suggest that a certified real estate appraiser familiar with the local market conditions be 

engaged in identifying the effects the wind turbines on property values.”  However, it 

goes without stating, this request was not pursued, because it’s not an environmental 

issue.  Because of the absence of data, the actual sales before and after construction 

…(inaudible).  I believe this to be an important, pertinent part of the EIS.  The project 

area proposed includes 31 non-participating residences and landowners either in as 

close as 1,000 feet of the boundary and many more non-resident land owners within 250 

feet of the property line.   
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Second, I’d like to comment on the wildlife study prepared be WEST, Inc. This 

was a limited 1-year study performed by several 30-minute flight count surveys and all 

during the daytime.  The Kittitas County Audubon has already stated in previous public 

meetings that this is inaccurate.  I won’t incur any other comments on this issue 

(inaudible).   

Third, photographic views and visual simulations are not accurate.  Most of the 

simulations were taken at a significant distance from the project area to minimize its 

overall impacts.  I would like to see visual simulations for each of the 31 non-

participating residents within and out to 1,000 feet from the project boundary as well as 

(inaudible).   

Lastly, I have great concerns about building this wind project within such close 

proximity to nesting bald eagles along the Yakima.  The proposed project is among the 

hunting and roosting grounds of bald eagles and other important mammals.  WEST, Inc. 

attempts to minimize the issue by stating repeatedly “at this time there have been no 

documented bald eagle fatalities at any wind facility within the United States.”  I find this 

statement very irresponsible, very unsubstantiated. I would submit that the bald eagles, 

just like the golden eagles at Altamont Pass California, are being killed occasionally, but 

are swept under the carpet because bad publicity …(inaudible)… as well as being a 

federal crime violating the Bald Eagle Protection Act.  WEST, Inc. …(inaudible)… their 

observation (inaudible) that frequent observation of bald eagles within this project area.  

On page C1-20 of Appendix C …(inaudible)… problems state “Due to the turbines in the 

vicinity of important roosting and foraging areas bald eagles …(inaudible)… plant, 

decreasing their exposure.  Page C1-16 states that bald eagles were observed in this 

zone, but within the zone of risk.  They propose to mitigate the risk to eagles by 

establishing and enforcing reasonable driving speed limits within the wind plant to 

minimize the potential for road killed wildlife or livestock that may attract foraging bald 

eagles.  Number two, remove and dispose of all carcasses of livestock, big game, and 

other wildlife from within the wind plant that may attract foraging bald eagles.  Number 

three, ensure that livestock calving areas of participating landowners remain outside the 

wind plant.  But what about all the non-participating landowners with livestock?  And I 

would like to add one more main mitigation issue.  How ‘bout you just don’t build these 

giant industrial Cuisinarts in the sky and no (inaudible) habitat who are inhabited by 

innocent human beings?  Thank you. 

Clay White: Thank you Mr. Garrett.  Jeff Howard. 

Jeff Howard: My name is Jeff Howard.  I have a home at 21 Fawn Road in Cle 

Elum.  And since my experience in real estate does not qualify me to comment 
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accurately on environmental issues, I have to confer with (inaudible) Mr. Garrett and a 

couple of the others here, as far as that goes.  My main and well-known concerns 

regarding property values and corporate welfare are not within the scope of the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement.  I would like to note that, to date, few if any large wind 

turbine installations have been placed in areas as heavily populated communities as this 

one.  And I feel the Kittitas Valley should not be allowed to become a national Petri dish 

for experiments with huge wind farm installations, in an area already populated with 

residents and businesses and the tourists who would love this place exactly for what it 

already is.  Thank you very much. 

Clay White: Thank you very much Mr. Howard.  Bertha Morrison. 

Bertha Morrison: My name is Bertha Morrison, I live at 9131 Naneum Road.  I’m 

85 years old, and my family’s lived here for over 100 years.  As most of you know, I have 

spoken in favor of the wind farms in the past.  And you can say I am biased if you want 

to. I won’t deny it. I would like to see each of you, pros or cons, join me in thanking our 

County officials, and Huckell/Weinman, the firm they chose to prepare the Environmental 

Impact Study, we are here to discuss.  Like each of you here tonight, I wanted to 

…(inaudible)… and educated professional in environmental …(inaudible)… studies.  But 

I can personally guarantee to the time and detail of some of the workers.  I never 

imagined the number of visitors or the detail they would go to.  At one time, they had a 

group of people walk every foot of the project area.  I thought at first that maybe they 

were doing a detailed study of some of the projects and assumed the rest of the projects 

would be similar.  Ask any of the property owners and they tell you the same detail was 

used throughout.  They examined all the plants, animals, wetlands, and every old bottle, 

or pieces of bottles, anything else they found.  And in closing, I would like to say I’m 

pleased to see that our local officials have shown how capable and professional they 

are.  Thank you. 

Clay White: Thank you Ms. Morrison.  Sandy? 

Sandy (Sandall): I’ll pass. I concur with what Mr. Bates said …(inaudible). 

Clay White: Thank you. Is it Chris Burtchett? 

Chris Burtchett: My name is Chris Burtchett.  I live at 12611 Reecer Creek Road 

in the middle of this project area.  I’ve read and reviewed the content of your 

Environmental Impact Statement.  I may not have understood it all, but one thing is 

crystal clear.  Many of the determinations should have been evaluated …(inaudible).  It’s 

filled with statements such as that cumulatively insignificant, open mitigation, minimal 

effect, not measurable, and temporary disruptions.  Those of us who live in the project 
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area do not deem any disruptions minimal and we resent the suggestion that the 

destruction of our way of life is cumulatively insignificant.  

You, as the Board of County Commissioners, will make the final permit decision 

on this project.  I ask that you adhere to your own criteria requirements.  And based on 

those you will surely deny this …(inaudible)… application.  In your criteria you state your 

decision will be based on three criteria:  The project is essential or desirable to the public 

convenience.  The project is not detrimental or injurious to the public health, peace or 

safety, or to the character of the surrounding area.  The project will not be unreasonably 

detrimental to the economic welfare of the county and will not create excessive 

…(inaudible)… costs to the public facilities and services.  I fail to see how the project is 

essential or desirable.  Wind power is not necessarily environmentally friendly and is 

undependable, at best.  I would hope someone has noticed that the wind hasn’t blown 

here for months.  From what I understand, this is normal from November to February, 

and the wind is mainly present here in the valley in the spring and summer.  To me, that 

means the turbines can sit idle for at least four months of the year unless operated by 

subsidiary power.  How can that be environmentally friendly or beneficial if other power 

may be needed to operate them.  Addressing the other issue in your first statement, I 

can guarantee you that those of us who live in the middle of your monstrous project do 

not consider it desirable.  You plan on making us live near towers that whir night and 

day, with blinking white and red lights, and will obscure our view of the foothills and the 

valley.   

Whether or not the project is injurious or detrimental to the public health remains 

to be seen.  The jury’s still out on what the long-term effects on the populace will be on 

the increased power transmitted by your turbines to the surrounding power grid.  As the 

editorial in the Daily Record stated, we’re facing some of that from Bonneville Power 

Administration’s plans to update their transmission lines anyways.  We don’t need this 

from you.  You of course know that.  Because that was another reason you chose our 

county for your proposal.  If there was ever an instance where measurable effects on 

people’s health that power lines are constant, worrying reflection on …(inaudible), then 

your project qualifies. As to public health and safety, I can only imagine.  Your statement 

again claims that the potential ice throw, blades coming loose, towers collapsing, or 

vandalism is all minimal, and will have no significant impacts.  That’s easy to say, but 

we’ve been relatively crime free in the upper valley and your rosy outlook of increased 

travel and tourism make me realize that now I’ll have to lock my doors, keep my animals 

protected, and watch that my land is secure from …(inaudible)… and trash, not to 

mention looking over my shoulder whenever I venture outside so that I’m not injured by 
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one of your towers.  You’ve banned the public from your project area due to the danger 

of electrocution.  I say that’s …(inaudible).  The increased fire danger is also described 

as cumulatively insignificant.  As far as I’m concerned, any increase in fire potential is 

too much.  In the past year alone, …(inaudible)… personally …(inaudible)… alone to at 

least three fires.  These spread fast and are extremely hard to control.  If your presence 

increases that hazard, then it is disruptive and injurious to the surrounding area.  The 

impact on peace and quiet in the surrounding area should be self-evident.  The towers 

are taller than anything else in the vicinity and will predominate the landscape.   

There’s a transformer at the base of each tower.  There are power collection 

conduction cables that cross and crisscross the streams that we depend on for water 

…(inaudible).  It will crisscross 17 streams, many of them more than once, and your 

evaluation calls it a temporary disruption.  If the towers aren’t bad enough, you plan on 

building overhead cables and poles connecting the transmission …(inaudible)… 

substations and more to connect these to the regional transmission lines.  The 

interconnection line varies in length from approximately 200 feet to miles.  That’s a 

considerable variance.  Your project …(inaudible)… would provide vehicle access to the 

base of each tower.  They will cross and crisscross 15 streams.  You say there will be no 

noticeable disruption and that it will all go away after the initial construction ends.  Who 

are you kidding?  Builders around here know how variable the groundwater is. It lies just 

below the surface in many areas and goes deep in others.  Any disruption of all that 

groundwater and streams will damage the fragile irrigation system that has been put in 

place by multiple farms and ranchers and especially to those of use who depend on the 

natural flow of our land irrigation …(inaudible).  My time is up, I have obligations in here 

that I would like to point out, I will leave them with the county.  They need to be said. I 

am truly against this and I think I would like to point out …(inaudible).  Thank you. 

Clay White: Appreciate your comments, thank you.  Dana Lind. 

Dana Lind: Hi.  I’m Dana Lind – 9421 Reecer Creek Road. I’m representing 

myself and my family.  I’m against the wind power for lots of reasons.  One thing I 

haven’t heard talked about is dust.  Recently my daughter and I traveled to Walla Walla 

to watch my son’s soccer game.  And all I heard about the wind project, I’ve never 

known what it was all about until I saw the towers.  My daughter saw the towers first and 

she said, “My gosh, Dad.  They’re not going to build those towers by us are they?"  So, 

in a way, it really affected her.  …(Inaudible). So we went down and watched the game.  

We returned the next day, had some car problems. So on the way back, on the return 

trip, I looked at the paper and the winds the first day were 20 – 25 mph.  What really 

shocked me was when you looked at the towers, to the right, it was clear; the air was 
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clear.  But to the left, adjacent to the tower, it was, the dust that circulated from the 

ground all the way to the top of those blades – you know how tall those towers are.  It 

was so dark, and it went on for hundreds of yards.  I was just shocked that it generated 

so much dust and I don’t know if …(inaudible).  I didn’t have a camera, I didn’t have a 

video camera to take a picture of this.  I was just amazed to see what really occurs when 

the wind did blow and where that dust comes from, where that dirt comes from and how 

…(inaudible).  Is there a lot of erosion?  Nobody wants that to happen here.  Thank you 

for letting me speak and just say no. 

Clay White: David Sager. 

David Sager: Hello, my name is David Sager, 290 …(inaudible) Road, PO Box 

444, Cle Elum, Washington.  I’m here to speak in favor of the wind project because we 

need electricity and environmentally it’s a lot safer than what were doing to the rivers.  

There’s a salmon disaster happening that makes people want to start tearing dams 

down and taking down generators.  You guys will have spent a million dollars for 

electricity …(inaudible). It’s gonna take something to make electricity to run our 

computers and our MTV, and stuff we want to watch.  So I think, environmentally, it’s the 

safest way to produce electricity.  And times are changing.  Wind power utilizes a natural 

concept.  When my daughter graduated from the University of …(inaudible)… and came 

back to Cle Elum, there was a speaker and they were speaking highly of wind power.  

Don’t want nuclear power, you think about nuclear power, and what it’s done 

…(inaudible).  You think about all the electricity you’re getting from the Columbia River.  

That’s not …(inaudible)… and it’s just going to escalate.  The cost is going to go higher 

and higher and higher.  You want to build a thermal power plant, you’re going to fuel it 

with gas or you’re going to fuel it with coal.  You can’t live without electricity.  If you 

people want to live in the Stone Age, that’s fine.  Because your land won’t be worth a 

dime if you don’t have no power to get water pumped out of your wells.  And the other 

thing is this is a beautiful valley here, if you had a little more water, you could irrigate and 

make it grow some more apples.  Some of that water you’re running though those 

turbines, you could be running right through this valley growing apples.  This is a 

beautiful valley.  Sure that it’s going to be an eyesore along the creek, but they’re going 

to be located in the hillside where there won’t be …(inaudible)… located right down 

between …(inaudible)… running right along the freeway.  So I say you guys wake up 

and smell the coffee and figure out there’s a new world coming and I think it would 

benefit this county to bring in revenue.  You could get responsible contractors to hire 

local people to do the work and educate and provide medical benefits for them.  That will 

be a hell of a lot easier …(inaudible).  It’s a change and it’s a new way, it’s 
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environmentally safe.  And if you all want to turn off all your lights then go ahead.  As 

long as we need electricity, …(inaudible).  And this is the new way. 

Clay White: Thank you very much.  Diane Schwab. 

Diane Schwab: My name is Diane Schwab.  I live (inaudible) south with my 

husband.  Our address is PO Box 290, Maple Valley, Washington.  Once again, I’m 

really disappointed in the results of this DEIS.  I think it’s full of scare tactics, lies and 

half-truths.  It’s far fetched.  They give the impression that if these windmills don’t go in, 

they could build as many as 400 homes.  Then on page 3-124, they state the housing 

density consists of one house per 20 acres …(inaudible).  All the maps that were 

included in this report are not legible enough to pinpoint certain areas.  And they do not 

…(inaudible).  I want to know where is our property in relation to these windmills.  As far 

as we can determine, we’ll be affected by views.  We’re already (chair squeaking) going 

to be on the west with the Kittitas Valley Project. Now this one's going to be east-west.   

Figure 3.10-3 they’re showing viewshed, but it is still not clear.  On page 3-225, 

they claim they can make the project look better, blend in better.  How is it possible to 

hide several hundred foot-tall towers and blades, rotating blades …(inaudible).   

Section 3.5.9.5 claims that although medium noise impacts where identified at 

several of the agricultural residences, either due to overall sound levels exceeding 50 

dBA or due to projected sound level increases, no high (i.e., significant) unavoidable 

adverse impacts were identified.  Do I read this right?  Sounds to me like this paragraph 

…(inaudible).  It claims …(inaudible)… levels for equipment …(inaudible), but nowhere, 

that I find, does it say what the sound level is going to be when they have ten of them at 

once.  And then …(inaudible).   

My other question is who is going to police this company?  What about mitigation 

measures to appease the adjoining property owners?  Who’s the person going to 

complain to if the shadow flicker is overwhelming and unbearable?  …(inaudible)… I’m 

not sure where it should be. I’ve talked to a person in California that lives next to a wind 

farm and he’s had a really hard time.  He’s complained to the windmill company; he’s 

complained to the county; nobody cares.  Sometimes the shadow flicker and the noise is 

unbearable. Now, keep in mind, he’s about as close as some of these turbines are to 

me.  He can’t go in the house and watch television because, since they installed the 

windmills, he has no reception. But nobody cares. After talking to this guy, I get the 

distinct impression that if us property owners have a problem we’re on our own.  And I 

think that this company should step up to the plate before any construction starts and 

mitigate these issues with the people that have adjoining property.  Thank you.  
Clay White: Thank you very much.  Jack Boyovich. 
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Jack Boyovich: My name is David Jack Boyovich, I reside at 18830 Reecer 

Creek Road, my wife and myself.  I’m here on behalf of, besides my wife and myself, 23 

families that have entrusted me to speak to you people and, Clay, I’ve already told you 

and gave you all the paperwork that I’ve put together, I’ve given to you Friday.  But, in 

order to address a couple issues that I have that have been brought up tonight, I need to 

ask that gentleman a question. 

Clay White: I think the best way if you want to do some question and answers 

we’ll have some time after the meeting.  I suggest you make specific comments on the 

draft environmental impact statement. 

Jack Boyovich: Yes, anyway, there were a few people up here that said that they 

were going to tear down dams and electricity is going to go up.  I beg to differ with that 

person.  I don’t think there’s going to be one dam taken out anywhere in these here 

United States.  Number two, in that environmental statement it was stated that there 

going to be using backhoes, excavators, etc., etc., etc.  Not anyplace in that statement 

as it says, does it say that they’re going to have to blast or dynamite some of these 

holes, because you know and I know that there’s an awful lot of rock out there.  What 

happens if you, and by the way if you look on the map you’ll see that they're around 360, 

those things have got me covered all the way around.  Sometimes you look at 

…(inaudible)… of these buggers.  Anyway, you blast a couple holes that are above me 

and it doesn’t take one stick of dynamite and my well is gone - history.  We have no idea 

where that water’s coming from. I know it’s down there.  I went down 650 feet to get my 

water.  Let’s say you guys blast a couple holes up there and my water goes away, who’s 

going to pay for that?  Who’s going to make me viable if my well goes dry?  Oh, Lord, I 

got a big …(inaudible).   

Anyway, and they also, also I should say, they did a study, and I said this the 

other night.  They did a study down in California on the raptor kill down there by Palm 

Springs, it was a 10 year study, and they estimated that between 22,000 and 30,000 

birds were killed by these machines over a 10-year period.  That’s about 2,200 birds a 

year.  And we do have golden eagles up here as well as bald eagles.  We also have lots 

of red tailed hawks, peregrine falcons.  We also have turkey buzzards, which are on the 

endangered species list.  There’s an awful lot of animals out there that are going to be 

wiped out by these …(inaudible).  I think I’ll just let it go at that Clay and then I’ll just turn 

all that paperwork in to you.  I can say it better on paper. 

Clay White: That sounds great.  Thank you very much for your comments.  Holly 

Pinkart, please. 
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Holly Pinkart: My name is Holly Pinkart. I reside at 5900 Robbins Road, I 

represent myself and my husband.  There are a variety of things in the environmental 

impact statement that need to be addressed.  On the part of the fire and emergency 

medical services, 3.14.2.1, in this case the statement actually …(inaudible)… that there 

is a …(inaudible)… at the …(inaudible)… site and that a fire protection services contract 

with Fire District 2 would be required in order to ensure protection for farms and homes 

in that area.  However, it says in the impact statement, in the draft form, Fire District 2 

would need some special training for dealing with high-angle rescue.   

The water supply.  Water use and discharge needs to be a lot more detailed.  

They propose putting in a well in the area that would pump less than 5,000 gallons per 

day and …(inaudible).   

Runoff from the construction, if it ends up in the irrigations around here, as it 

probably will, also needs to be addressed.  …(inaudible) and a variety of other things, 

that water is contaminated with construction materials, …(inaudible), petroleum 

products.  This really needs to be controlled …(inaudible).  Also for the handling of waste 

disposal.  These particular turbines …(inaudible)… will create about 24,000 gallons of 

waste oil for this project per year.  So that really needs to be better described 

…(inaudible).  And of course the energy over 30 years of operation, which is my 

…(inaudible).   

My biggest problem with this particular study, and some of the others, most of 

you are aware of this …(inaudible)… is the inadequacy of the animal studies.  In this 

case, looking that bird populations, the Audubon Society said that this study was 

inadequate, it’s only a year long, the standard estimates of night birds, I guess those 

weren’t even counted in the study, no bat counts were performed, and in spite of no bat 

counts being performed they still came up with conclusions that mortality would be 

insignificant.  What goes beyond that, what’s lacking is any type of ecological modeling.  

Beyond that, granted when you don’t count animals and you don’t count birds the lack of 

presence or absence is very hard to model, but if you spend a lot of that time counting 

things like birds and animals, they would be able to model …(inaudible)… population 

fluctuations over time. 

 As a micro-paleontologist, my particular concern is the fact that we do have 

West Nile virus in this state now, mosquitoes carry this. If the turbines pick up some of 

the populations, such as nighthawks and bats, that eat mosquitoes, we might be in 

trouble.  Another potential outcome for reduced raptor activity and other things is an 

increase in rodent populations.  Here in this county between 10 and 20 percent of 

rodents carry hantavirus …(inaudible)… and if these populations increase then 
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…(inaudible).  Those statistics on the virus in this county can be obtained at the Centers 

for Disease Control and the Department of Health for the Washington counties 

…(inaudible).  Additionally, there have been documented problems with rodent 

increases around wind farms.  I’ve included one of those in my statement here.  These 

are studies done by small …(inaudible)… not cited in this particular environmental 

impact report.  They show increased numbers of rodent …(inaudible)… in and around 

the wind farms and it was such a problem they ended up trying to …(inaudible)… which 

in turn …(inaudible).  Based on this and a variety of other things which I’ve included 

here, my conclusion is that this site is completely inappropriate and way too close to 

people, because it would be a threat to human health and livelihood …(inaudible). Thank 

you very much.  

Clay White: William Erickson. 

William Erickson: William Erickson, 6980 Wilson Creek Road.  I’m going to look 

at the fire stations mentioned in this statement.  It says the Fairview Station is west of 

Highway 97. The last time I drove past it I think it was on the corner of Fairview and 

Brick Mill Road.  The fire potential, I don’t think it’s addressed.  Wildfire, wind driven 

wildfire.  Only the windy sites have been chosen. When wind blows, foliage dries out. I 

think you’ve seen that …(inaudible)… areas, that it’s brown most of the time of the year.  

The experts say that there’s no need to worry about fires. They have all the safeguards 

and …(inaudible)… and everything.  The experts say the airplanes aren’t supposed to 

go down and planes aren’t supposed to collide, but it happens.  Early on generally things 

work pretty good, but 10 to 20 years down the line, you’re looking at maintenance that 

needs to be done and these wind farms aren’t producing the revenue they’re supposed 

to then the cost on …(inaudible)… maintenance. I don’t know if you’ve even been in a 

wind fire, fire driven wind, but …(inaudible)… small experience …(inaudible). It’s scary, it 

can move mighty quick and if those wind towers are 300 feet tall, or whatever they are, 

and they …(inaudible)… quite an area.  And I don’t think you can …(inaudible)… fire 

history to contain it.  …(inaudible) all of the resources they show in the statement, is not 

going to be able to contain that.  Because if it’s …(inaudible)… I don’t know (inaudible) 6 

or 7 years or something like that. …(inaudible) I know there’s a lot of damage from fires 

in southern California last summer.   

The area also is not agriculturally viable, if you want to call it that. Not like some 

of it is in the valley, you get out some places …(inaudible). And so it would be the first to 

be built on I’m sure …(inaudible)… or homes to go in.  You’re going to cut down on the 

possibility of homes going in and create a tax base.  Homes create taxes.  And I don’t 

think it would be extra special, any more than the wind farms are.   
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The other thing is liability insurance.  These companies are hiding behind a 

limited liability corporation.  That means that they’re only liable for the value of the 

company. If something happens above that value, they’re not liable.  There's nothing in 

the statement that says who’s going to pay for that.  Who’s going to pay for the loss of 

our homes, ranches, infrastructure, and bridges …(inaudible)? There’s nothing about 

that.  As far as energy goes, there’s other sources of energy that are on the upcome.  

There’s turbines that can placed in the rivers, not in dams.  This technology is in 

Sweden, it’s been in place. There’s the tide over on the coast, …(inaudible)… and it’s 

not like wind were it’s there part of the time and part it’s not.  There’s hydrogen, 

…(inaudible)… hydrogen has got to be …(unrecorded). 

 

[END OF SIDE 1, TAPE 1] 
 

 (Unrecorded)… in an area where there’s very few people.  And it’s continuing to 

build, it’s going north on the northern part of the valley is where a lot of building is going 

on now of homes.  It’s just not a wise place to put it. 

 Clay White: Thank you Mr. Erickson.  Rocky Farrell. 

 Rocky Farrell: Good evening.  My name is Rocky Farrell and I live at 1284 

Cascade Road, Cle Elum.  I work on turbines, it’s what I do for a living. I’ve been doing it 

for 18 years.  I like the lady’s idea on the tax for schools, I’m more like this lady here, I 

don’t consider myself greatly educated, but I see the basic things that we need in life and 

I’ve been listening to people talk up here and the gentleman said that we were here first.  

I’m sure that’s what the Indians thought too.  The man who talked about the airplanes; 

I’ve never flown one but I have flown in them.  He said the landing, take off and air and 

all that stuff, it’s a little beyond me but I’m not, I’m not really educated on that but I figure 

it that it teaches students how to avoid things.  It's just common sense.  I drive a Geo 

Metro.  If people think that there’s not enough wind here they’re really mistaken bad 

because a 3-cylinder really gets pushed around by it.  The man talked about he’s never 

heard of dams being taken down in the state.  Currently there are two of them being 

taken down in Washington State.  One is the White River Power Project in Pierce 

County that supplies Lake Tapps with water.  Another one I couldn’t recall the name off 

the top of my head but it’s out on the coast.  So dams are being removed and I see this 

as a boon for our economy, not only economically but everybody, everybody wants 

alternate sources of power.  And if we’re not willing to ante up to our part then we can’t 

expect anybody else to, I mean we don’t want more nukes, we don’t want more dams, 

you know the options are coming down real quick.  The technology of this is advancing 
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all the time.  I think we should take advantage of it while we have the chance.  Thank 

you very much. 

 Clay White: Thank you Mr. Farrell.  Roger Weaver. 

 Roger Weaver: I’m Roger Weaver. I’m the broker/owner of Remax Community 

Realty in Cle Elum.  I’ve sat on the sideline of this issue, particularly as it leads to 

property values.  Most of mine were colorful comments, on what enXco is really 

…(inaudible).  Zilkha in their public relation process, particularly as it relates to property 

values …(inaudible).  I’m here because they think I’m stupid, they keep saying that 

there’s absolutely no effect on property values.  That is absolutely incorrect.  

(inaudible)… there are some places where it won’t be. In a lot of places where they’re 

trying to do it, there will be.  And then they created this analysis, which is the only 

substantive analysis that’s been presented so far.  And call it - you’ve seen this report.  

Here’s what they’re comparing us to.  A community where they put only 20 turbines and 

the median value of the household is $77,000.  The highest median value of any single 

household any place where they put these is $117,000.  If we could provide that type of 

median pricing for our young people in this county I would tell your first born to 

…(inaudible). That’s not gonna happen, we are way past these days.  My point to the 

public is this, if you could buy a home, and we see it everywhere else in the country, you 

can buy a home for those kind of prices, you’ll be living next to a steel mill. And it won’t 

have that kind of effect on your property values.  In this county our property value base 

is geared on three things; residential, agricultural and recreational.  I contend they have 

never brought this kind of equipment into a county where our value of real estate is this 

high or …(inaudible).  

And I want to clarify one other thing.  The biggest industry we have and the most 

viable industry we have in this county is the real estate industry.  Because, and that’s 

also where we get our agricultural …(inaudible).  You’re more experienced with me 

when I talk about the conversion rate. That conversion goes from 2,000-acre irrigated 

farm to a 10,000-acre building site.  That 10,000-acre building site will not exist most 

anywhere in the community …(inaudible)… at all.  Myself and some of the attorneys in 

town are prepared, if we have the time, and again it’s the same old thing.  When we 

went through the MountainStar project, you remember Mr. White, they were much more 

of an active, involved in the county, not you personally, but the county is much more 

involved in the process.  The mitigation that MountainStar had to go through, the costs 

that MountainStar had to go through, and time MountainStar had to go through, it’s 

unfair if this is coming in piecemeal …(inaudible)… and nobody’s taking a realistic view 

of its impacts.   
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I want to see a ban on every wind company here, with every wind machine 

…(inaudible).  I want to see the …(inaudible).  Because we can very easily and 

scientifically get to the point between values of land.  All I have to do is simply go to a 

farm that’s close to this area, highest and best use, if they break the farm up and sell it, 

what is it worth?  What is gonna be worth if the windmills are right next door?  That is 

measurable and that is real.  When that happens it’s not unlike the government did, if 

they want to do it and the County wants to allow it, then the people should be 

compensated like any other entities where you’re involved with what we call a taking.  If 

you’re taking property and you’re affecting somebody’s value, they gotta be 

compensated fair market value for that.  It’s a different type of process.  It’s one that 

needs to be taken. And that’s all - there are processes available to do this.  And again I 

want them to show us where they’ve gone to an area that’s like us, the land value base 

like us, and then tell me that they’re not affecting property values. Certainly there are 

places where this has been done, even in our county.  But there are specific places 

where they can’t.  Anyway this has been a tough issue for me.  You haven’t known me 

as long as some people have, I’ve spent my whole life fighting for property rights.  And 

this is a hard one for me cause this affects some of my friends and some of my clients 

that will be affected by this.  This may personally cost me some business. [Applause] It’s 

the wrong way to go. 

 Clay White: Thank you. Eloise Kirchmeyer. 

 Eloise Kirchmeyer: My name is Eloise Kirchmeyer and I live at 16281 Reecer 

Creek Road.  I’m a newcomer to Kittitas County.  I come from King County.  You can 

imagine how far this project would fly in King County.  I enjoy this county and I would like 

it to stay the way it is and I’ve only been here since April.  I bought into …(inaudible)… 

neighborhood and I don’t want to see it become an industrial problem.  What’s next, a 

landfill, or a regional prison?  I think the windmills don’t belong in this valley.  There’s an 

abandoned small windmill on the freeway and it sits idle.  Is this a sign of things to 

come?  (inaudible)…as far as the new environmental impacts on the area, I’m going to 

step out my back door and see several windmills towering over my house.  (inaudible)… 

simulated photos I saw last week.  I do not see that portrayed.  Do you think I'm just 

saying not in my backyard? [Applause]  You betchya. And not in my front yard either.  

[Applause] 

 Clay White: Thank you.  Michael Gossler 

 Michael Gossler: Good evening.  I don’t live on this side of the mountains.   

Clay White: Before starting can we get a name and address? 
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 Michael Gossmer: Yes.  My name is Michael Gossler.  I live at 3212 74th Place 

SE, Mercer Island, Washington.  My office is in downtown Seattle.  I own 20 acres of 

property on …(inaudible).  For the last 6, 7 years I’ve had the pleasure of coming over 

here on weekends on a regular basis, to enjoy the phenomenal view of the valley, views 

of the mountains.  The views of the sky at night and the stars and the constellations, 

things that you can’t see on the west side.  I’ve invested a fair amount of money 

developing the property …(inaudible).  In the last year there’s been a significant turnover 

of land up in …(inaudible)… for that purpose and I think you’ll see property values 

increase, you’ll see a lot of money spent in this county if there’s a reason for people like 

me to come here on weekends for recreation and the quiet and solitude …(inaudible).  

That’s my preamble.  And I’ve reviewed this environmental impact statement.  I think it’s 

deficient in a number of respects.  I’ve read your comments, I’ve read the comments of 

others, and I’ll make a few of my own.  

I think Section 1.10.2 substantially understates the visual impact of the project on 

the county.  It implies if you don’t own property that’s directly next door, it won’t have an 

impact. I disagree.  I think anybody who lives in the county, and certainly in this area, is 

going to be impacted on a day-to-day basis by looking at it. 

Section 3.5.3, I think inadequately discusses the projected consequences.  

Section 3.5.3 basically says if we don’t build this project what might happen.  It says, 

well you might have more residential development.  Yeah that’s probably true, for what’s 

permitted on a 20-acre lot.  But it certainly isn’t going to have the type of impact that 

building a 41-story building, a hundred of them throughout the valley.  I look at those all 

day long, that’s because that’s where I live, that’s why I don’t stay there on the 

weekends and come over here.  It’s not the kind of impact you want to present to your 

valley here.  I think the flipside of the coin is also not addressed in that section, and that 

is what does this open the door for.  In effect what you’re doing is you’re, you’re, you’re 

permitting industrial development throughout the valley.  And once you’ve opened up 41-

story building equivalents, why shouldn’t other industrial developers follow?  What’s 

there left to preserve?  And so on the flipside of the coin of maybe a few more 

residences …(inaudible), I think is significant additional development of the type you 

don’t want in …(inaudible).  

Section 3.6.1 I think characterizes the valley.  It suggests that there’s nothing 

more over here than some cabin and thousands of empty acres.  That’s not true.  This is 

more characterized by what I would call rural residential and recreational …(inaudible)… 

than desolate areas where you might appropriately put a wind farm where people are not 

impacted.   
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I think Section 3.12 dealing with noise makes good reading if you’re an engineer, 

but to any, any layperson it’s almost incomprehensible, there’s no point of comparison in 

terms of what the volume of decibels means in terms of if you were standing next to a 

freeway or some kind of an industrial use.  That should be improved.   

There’s no adequate discussion, I think, of the economic impact, to adverse 

economic impacts to the county.  As I say, I think a lot of people are buying property 

here for recreational purposes to develop.  That increases the value, that increases the 

tax base, money is spent by people like me who come over on the weekends, buy 

groceries, buy ATV’s, buy snowmobiles, buy parts and services for those things, that all 

contributes to the economy you have.   

Finally, I don’t think it adequately addresses the cost, the cost benefit analysis.  

What you stand to lose in terms of impact on this area versus what it appears to me that 

you’ve got a trivial amount of electricity.  One of the speakers here commented that we 

don’t want the valley to go dark.  That’s true, but I submit that the miniscule amount of 

electricity that will be generated by these impacts just cannot justify the adverse impact 

that you’re gonna create if this project goes forward.  The impact statement should be 

revised [Applause] as appropriate for these issues.  Thank you. 

 Clay White: Thank you very much.  Kirk Diehl 

 Kirk Diehl: Good evening.  My name is Kirk Diehl, 507 South Third, Yakima.  I’m 

a laborer.  We build things.  But our concern initially with this project was what was the 

development like?  Not all our questions were answered by the draft environmental 

impact statement so we decided to do some research of our own.  It turned out pretty 

good.  After checking out the last project in Iowa built by enXco, it turns out that the 

contractor paid for family supporting wages, health care, training and pension.  That’s 

pretty unusual when you take the average job throughout the country.  On that basis, we 

feel the developer is a responsible developer and will add value to the community in the 

long run.  It’s been our experience that when owners will go the extra mile to deal fairly 

with its workers they will also deal fairly with the rest of the community.  We’ve seen that 

happen many times.  We don’t support all power projects ‘cause not all projects deal 

fairly with the community or the environment.  We’ve done our research here and can 

recommend based on that research that enXco has a track record for dealing fairly with 

the socioeconomic impacts of the project.  That statement, in particular, addressed our 

concerns from the scoping meeting.   

I’d like to go on and address some of the things that I’ve heard from the other 

community members here.  I’ve read the draft environmental impact statement with 

respect to the visual impacts because I know that concerns so many people.  I’d like to 

   20

Duane Huckell
 

Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell


Duane Huckell
T18-1EIS-16Cont.

Duane Huckell
T19-1VB-2

Duane Huckell
T19

Duane Huckell
T19-2NS-1



comment on the fairness of the five studies.  I’m not an expert.  I trust that the Planning 

Department will take a look.  Numerous studies have been done and four of the five 

have indicated the values did not decrease, possibly even increased in value after 

construction of the wind project.  Now I’m sure that’s site-specific, but this is a specific 

site, it has certain characteristics that recommend it.  Just putting that into a local 

perspective.   

I’ve observed that there’s already development of electrification infrastructure 

within the project.  That is the power lines that parallel the north side of the valley.  In 

addition there’s already some natural mitigating view shed screens that exist.  Someone 

mentioned the fact that they’re situated just at the base of the, the foothills. It gives it a 

better aspect visually.  I think that …(inaudible)… gray area.  An additional item is the 

ridge that runs west of the project.  It serves as another screen from view from the west 

so that mitigates quite a bit right there.  I think that of the projects you’ve got to deal with 

here, I think this is one that needs some serious consideration cause I think it will 

benefit. Thank you sir. 

 Clay White: Thank you.  David Lee. 

 David Lee: Good evening, I’m David Lee.  I live at 5821 Robbins Road and I’m 

here with my wife who recently purchased before we were married a piece of property. A 

place called Sun East. I currently am the president of Sun East Property Owners 

Association.  I’m asked to represent about 170 property owners.  I know there’s one that 

doesn’t want the wind towers, or who wants it. The other 169, I haven’t talked to every 

one, but I would say at least a hundred of them are in a position opposing the wind farm.  

You know how hard it is to get at 99 percent of anything when it comes to a public vote.  

And I speak for the vast, vast, vast majority of people up there and that’s probably 168 

property owners would say they don’t want this thing.   

And I can tell you a little story that goes with it.  My wife, before we were married 

bought a 21-acre piece from a realtor in Spokane. And she is prepared to invest 

$300,000 to a pretty nice cabin or it would actually become a home.  Now in my simple 

studies, I believe that that money before it leaves this county will turn over at least 10 

times.  Now that represents $3 million and we’re one family, one… entity.  How many 

hundreds of times will it be paid for in the next few years?   

A little bit more about Sun East.  There property levels run from about 2,000-foot 

elevation up to about 5,000 feet.  We get to look down on just about every one of the 

beautiful projects, these so-called beautiful projects. And I do not like the fact that across 

the country where they have built these there are two things gone bad.  They stand there 

and they’re ugly.  I’d certainly hope that this county has the foresight not to go ahead 
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with this project.  If it were that case, I would ask you to look at something similar to 

Alaska when they ran the pipelines.  A lot of those people are on what’s called the 

subsidies every year.  Because the oil that flows through those lines, they get 

compensated for.  If that’s the case I think every man, woman and child in this county is 

going to be affected by these towers.  Good or bad, and divide up the money or the 

revenues that’s supposed to be generated by them, to those people because we’re all 

gonna be in the same position, not just one.  We’re all gonna have to deal with them, 

we’re all gonna have to deal and I can say for my wife and myself, if that project, if those 

towers come, that $300,000 isn’t coming either.  That will represent millions to this 

county.  And a tax base that would go with it for this county for the next hundred years, 

as long as we own it, would not.  Then we talk about a county being 20 acres or a parcel 

being 20 acres, I have some property in Tacoma, now they’re talking density per acre, 

used to be 5-acre sites.  So now they want more and more density, they want more and 

more people in the county.  And I’m sure Ellensburg with its location is going to profit 

and benefit with those returns from those people many, many times more than a few 

wind mills [Applause].  Thank you for your time. 

Clay White: Thank you very much.  [Applause] Did Leslie White still want to 

speak tonight? 

 Leslie White: My name’s Leslie White.  I live at 15021 28th Avenue SW in Burien, 

Washington, a suburb of Seattle.  My wife and I own two properties up in the Sun East 

area, one of which has a cabin on it.  We come over here as often as possible and 

absolutely love the area.  I am speaking against the wind farms.  I am very supporting of 

renewable resources and I don’t oppose that.  However, in this instance, I don’t feel the 

overall impact of the wind power is really going to be effective or economical.  I’ve seen 

wind farms in other areas of the country from my travels and I’ve never seen one in an 

area that has the concentration of residences that I see in what’s proposed in this area.  

They’re usually much more isolated area.  I feel that there is a need for wind power, I 

feel these should be developed in more isolated areas where it doesn’t have the impact 

on personal residence and the quality of people’s life in those areas.  Thank you. 

 Clay White: Thank you very much.  Linda Schantz 

 Linda Schantz: Hi, my name is Linda Schantz, S-c-h-a-n-t-z.  And I live at 4191 

Robbins Road, Ellensburg.  I’m here representing my husband Charles and my son 

Michael tonight.  And I will turn in my specifics to you later in the week, probably on the 

very last day.  It took me 3 days to go through Zilkha’s and I’m sure it will take me more 

days to through this one.  But I did have some comments tonight.   
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One, the first one I want to talk about with air traffic, and as stated in the DEIS, 

27 turbines will be over the FAA height restriction for the VFR flight pattern.  We also 

have 185 students at Bowers Field that add 44,000 operations to the airport annually, in 

addition to 39,000 operations or 85 flights daily.  The mitigation suggested was to 

change the takeoff flight patterns for the VFR to a south turn rather than a north turn.  I 

believe that this will increase noise and traffic over the city of Ellensburg and over the 

university campus.  I also think we should look at the impact and I don’t think that the 

DEIS really addresses the, the impact of sending all of our flights southbound on takeoff.  

I would think that there would be an increased chance of accidents to the traffic all in one 

direction.  I think it’s a better mitigation proposal to consider eliminating the 27 turbines 

or lowering the tower height in the project for approval.   

The lighting pattern required by the FAA …(inaudible)… to the residents that live 

within the project and to those who live to the east, north, south and west of the area.  I 

think that the residents that are going to be in the middle of this project, I find it 

unacceptable that it would be anywhere near the airport.   

Secondly, noise.  On the graphs, as someone else said it's difficult unless you’re 

an engineer to go through, but I did that to the best of my ability.  The decibel bit map 

003410 shows the result of the decibel ranges and actually approach our range, our 

sound range, our noise range approximate to the wind tower and residential locations.  

My home’s in the 45, average 45-decibel range.  Based on the Lincoln Township 

moratorium committee survey, the …(inaudible)… turbines will be placed that put the 

residences in the 50-decibel zone.  They asked for 40, settled for 50.  And now that they 

have bought and bulldozed several residences, they would not have placed any turbines 

closer to an average 35-decibel rating.  There are significant sleep problems and health 

issues that occur with over 60 percent of the residents that reside near that 22-turbine 

wind farm.  There are also errors in the sound measurement predictions or models.  A 

second opinion, I believe, should be added to the EIS to improve the current model and 

move forward.  Other mitigation measures, we need to move turbines far enough from 

homes that an average 35-decibel rating can occur.  But, in essence, moving to a 35-

decibel rating, that may allow residents to reasonably live with the turbines, there won’t 

be many turbines to construct.  This should tell us that this is not the site to place 

turbines in the area where people live.  

On 3.7 Land and Shoreline, 3.7.1.2 Environmental Impacts of the Proposed 

Action, on the Direct Impacts, I quote “The proposed wind turbines would be significantly 

larger than surrounding structures.  While this difference in scale would generate 

additional impacts, it would not inherently conflict with rural land use patterns.  Many 
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agricultural activities include associated large structures and mechanical/industrial 

equipment; such appurtenances may be considered to be a characteristic or element of 

rural character.”  Are they suggesting that 190-foot tower structures, that spin between 

10 and 23 times each minute, have flashing red lights at night and white during the day, 

will be considered part of a rural element or character.  The towers are industrial in 

nature; make no mistake about that impact.  The DEIS should treat them as wind 

factories.  

May I also suggest that we should really look at the impact of wind turbines in the 

larger context that they could have …(inaudible)… uses.  If there were only participating 

farmers in the area, I might agree with that.  But there’s only eight participating farmers 

in the area and the rest of us are captives.  Wind turbines would be located at least a 

thousand feet from the existing residences and 200, 250 feet from non-public right-of-

way and adjoining non-project property lines.  Basically it’s gonna affect all of the 

adjoining properties from using their property to its fullest extent.  And from a safety 

reason we’ll want to have a thousand foot setback that will cause 700 feet of our land not 

to be used to its full extent.   

The indirect impacts, the DEIS discusses the impact compatibility and 

incompatibility for residences and suggests by placing turbines here it will encourage 

agricultural uses and stop the growth of residential use.  I agree completely.  Who in 

their right mind would buy land and build their home, their dreams, …(inaudible).  I sure 

in the hell wouldn’t if I would have known they were gonna be around me.  They go on to 

suggest some nearby rural residence uses that …(inaudible)… incompatible could seek 

to relocate.  How dare they.  This would be an adverse impact to these property owners.  

Over 90 percent of the residents in this area are small ranchers with horses, small wheat 

fields and some cattle.  In the DEIS it suggests the possibility of over 90 percent of the 

residents in the area should relocate is a bust.  In essence, they're telling us turbines are 

not compatible with residential ranch use.  And based on this, this application should be 

pulled and the wind farm resisted.   

Property values, I’m skipping over in my notes to property values.  In the Lincoln 

Township, after two years, homes one-half mile away from a turbine lost value of 26 

percent.  Homes with, within 1 mile of wind factories lost 18 percent.  I did not find this 

addressed in the DEIS as I mentioned, but there needs to be mitigation for homeowners.  

And my suggestion is that each parcel be valued based on the real estate assessment 

and a market value analysis to find an appropriate selling price.  For those residents 

where impact is incompatible with their residential lifestyle, enXco will buy up the 

property.  For those who choose to stay and lose value over time they should also be 
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compensated and enXco would have to post a bond to ensure money was available to 

the wind factory victims.  It seems fair, since enXco is convinced that the wind factories 

will have no effect on property values that they should [Applause] and this does need to 

be addressed in the DEIS.  Thank you. 

 Clay White: Thank you.  Desmond Knudson. 

 Desmond Knudson: Desmond Knudson, 1661 Vantage Highway, Ellensburg, 

Washington.  I support the draft ESI and will comment on some items of it, but 

(inaudible).  Let’s start with 1.10, we have people who want to lease and we have the 

resource to make this leasable.  My number one thing, if it’s leased it’s going to give 

economical benefit to this county.  It’s gonna give instant money, not over 15, 20, 30, 40 

years.  A lot of these people who are against these things have not ever lived here or 

lived here a short time.  I’ve lived here over 40 years and the wind blows all the time, it’s 

a resource we have.  We want to harvest it.   

Safety and health issues.  In layman’s terms, yeah, I guess if you stand under 

them and a piece of ice falls on you you’re gonna get hurt.  We need to make sure the 

distances are far enough for a reasonable engineer to predict. This is not a flying 

airplane that will throw ice; these things are sitting still and it’s a given how far it will go.  

They are also safe and not harmful to health because they’re on private property, they’re 

not on public property.  They’re not something you go tour, they’re not something you go 

driving around on.  If the private property owner does not want you on their property, 

please don’t go.  It’s that simple.   

They are a positive tax base.  In other words, they put money into our tax base 

and they do not detract from it.  In other words, I do not have to hire more deputies, I do 

not have to hire more police, I do not have to hire more ambulances, I don’t have to hire 

more doctors.  You know why?  Because these things don’t take those things.   

I would like to see the mitigation on the fire side.  Let’s put 5,000 homes up there, 

which would be approximately the same amount to drive that economical device, and 

let’s see how many fires you get then.  People, kids, animals, bonfires, garbage pails, 

miscellaneous other cigarette butts.  You get the point.   

I see a lot of ‘what if’ on property values. Well I believe there’s a couple of 

individuals that are very hopeful to all these things and they’re not here anymore.  You 

know why, because they sold their property.  Anywhere from 3 to 10 times what they 

paid for it.  Public record.  Go look at the assessor’s office.   

Our biggest driving machine in this county happens to be Central Washington 

University.  They are what pay people to live here and those people, most of them live in 

the city or out in the county …(inaudible).  It is not an issue whether they are paying the 
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rent or not, they are paying, the government pays our way around here.  So we need 

something that is privately owned, not paid for by the government and whether they’re 

getting tax benefits or not, I believe the coal, nuclear and those type of industries have 

billions of dollars in tax breaks …(inaudible)… our faithful President.  So most 

importantly, the tax issue is, it’s positive for this county.  Most importantly, these things 

were based on Forest and Range land and that is where they want to be located.  Now, 

because people have decided to live in their second homes around there and want to 

deny people who’ve lived there their whole life the opportunity to make money off their 

land, I think they need to reexamine their values.  [Applause] 

 Clay White: Thank you.  We’ve made it through the sign-up list. Is there anyone 

else that wishes to speak? I’ll certainly have time, you know, just so you understand we 

want, if people that are gonna come up and speak we want them directly related to the 

environmental impact statement as closely as possible, for specific information, so that 

when we do a response document we can, you know, view as much complete 

information as possible so that we address your specific comments.  I’m just gonna go 

ahead and start on this side of the room and kind of work my way over and if anybody 

changes their mind we’ll give everyone an opportunity to speak tonight.  Is there 

anybody? 

 Woody Woodcock: My name’s Woody Woodcock, 6202 Smithson Road.  And I 

just sort of threw some stuff together here so pardon my rambling on it, but I’d like to 

start with page 1-4 of the Chapter 1.4 Kittitas County Objectives.  “The County’s criteria 

with respect to making a decision on these proposed actions are as follows,” blahdy, 

blahdy, blah, “the project is not detrimental to or injurious to the health, the peace, safety 

or character of the surrounding neighborhood.”  Why are we even here?  A few people 

speak up for it, usually attached to the money, and a lot of people whose home or 

sanctuary happens to be there speak against it.  If that’s one of your prime objectives, 

this should be done already, this whole process.   

As far as their footprint, they quote 5,237 acres.  But if you look at this it skips 

around, it’s not one footprint.  I happen to own the 80 acres in between one of the skips.  

Come up to my western edge, skip over, take off from the eastern edge.  This is multiple 

footprint and there’s a lot more people affected. I think if you go through the addresses 

there, you’ll see that.  This thing is sited right below the two largest foothill communities 

in this valley.  It makes no sense.   

I agree with Miss Morrison and everybody else that spoke up in terms of us 

getting more tax money out of it, but a lot of the numbers that are said are the first year 

of operation.  And I was under the impression that this is a 30-year project, which 
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depreciates down to 20 percent of its value.  I’m not an accountant, I haven’t checked 

into all that.  But that would be a lot less as far as the cost analysis goes than those big 

numbers right now.  

I appreciate Mr. De Palma speaking out with some empathy for the other side of 

the valley.  Right now this is localized but as this unfolds, especially if it gets to the point 

where power is erected, people are gonna come unglued.  Those of us that have lived 

here long enough remember the Nicholson Boulevard thing where they threw up these 

power poles and all of a sudden everybody just went ballistic, to the point of getting them 

rerouted.   

Mr. Bates, I think, talked about setbacks and if this were to come to pass, I think 

the absolute minimum setback should be 2,000 feet of property lines, not the existing 

residences.  And if you go to existing residences, that minimizes or detracts from 

somebody’s property value.  Building up close to what the county setback is 

…(inaudible)… whatever …(inaudible).   

The property values, I’ve got to side with Roger Weaver on that.  I mean, I tried 

selling a piece of ground a few, about a year and a half ago and probably one in three 

people have called, “Can you see those damn wind farms from there?”  “Yeah, but this 

was the Sagebrush piece.  Yeah, they’re about 5 miles away,” click.  To me that’s 33 

percent of the calls.   

Miss Morrison, Bertha Morrison, agreed that it’s a pretty impressive impact 

statement.  I see on page v or 5 in the beginning of this stuff, the county says that it’s, it 

calls it the impact statement.  I don’t know if this automatically becomes the 

environmental impact statement or if it stays a draft and there’s a whole ‘nother part of 

the process that has to receive public comment before it becomes actually final.   

Clay White: That’s what we’re doing tonight. 

Woody Woodcock: Okay, so this, what you’re taking in tonight will then become 

grounds for the final impact statement? 

 Clay White: Correct.   

 Woody Woodcock: And there’s no substantive review needed from that? 

 Clay White: Well, sir, the County …(inaudible). 

 Woody Woodcock: But not the public impact? 

 Clay White: …(inaudible). 

 Woody Woodcock: This is it, it’s not what you finally come up with? 

 Clay White: There’s a whole series of public hearings that will be coming in the 

next few months.  This is the meeting on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 
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 Woody Woodcock: Okay. Mr. Lind’s comment on the dust I thought was just 

wonderful, because in here Table 1-1 on page 1-10 says that turbine operation would 

not increase the normal dispersion of dust and pollen and would not result in dust-

related impacts for residences near the project area.   

I see my 1-minute sign is up.  I think, at this point, I’m for wind power - it might 

not sound like it - but this is the wrong place.  The county has some wonderful ground 

where the wind does blow, I agree with Mr. Knudson, not all the time, but often.  And this 

should be sited somewhere or something should be sited so the county could get a good 

look at it and come up with their own studies.  Does the dust blow, what about shadow 

flicker, what about whirling blades, flashing lights, 400-foot turbines?  You could park 

…(inaudible)… underneath one and it wouldn’t even come close to the top of the flag.  

These things are huge, two-thirds as tall as the Space Needle, almost. And we’re gonna 

have over a hundred of them.  Cumulative impact, you’re talking just this one may be 

safe for us, there’s a clause in their application that says we’ll extend it if we can get 

landowners to sign on.  How come they don’t talk about that …(inaudible)… coming 

closer to town?  [Applause] 

 Clay White: Thank you very much for your comments. 

 Helen Wise: I’m Helen Wise.  I live at 1106 East 3rd Avenue, Ellensburg.  I’ve 

lived in Ellensburg more than 50 years.  I feel it’s a wonderful place to be.  It’s a different 

place then when I came here 50 years ago and there are lots of things here that have 

disturbed the pristine …(inaudible).  I suspect I was one of those who added we were in 

Mountain View and that …(inaudible).  But back to the DEIS.  I plan to refer particularly 

to …(inaudible)… actually I very much agree with who said this is an incredibly detailed 

study, a thorough, thorough study and what so impressed me was …(inaudible)… the 

shadow flicker that we are so concerned about.  Of course I, I buy flicker, those little 

things that hang down outside your window and the sun hits them and they flicker, but 

that’s beside the point.  The shadow flicker section in the appendix has 38 pages of very 

detailed analysis and three pages of summary.  What it comes down to is shadow flicker 

duration is for 9 of the receptors, or people who would see the shadow flicker, for 9 of 

them it would be 5 hours a year, for 14 it would be 5 to 10.  For 13 area places, as I 

understand it, as I understand it, for 13 of them, 10 to 20 hours a year, for 3 of them, 20 

to 30 hours a year.  And none of them would affect anything over 30 hours a year.  Am I 

reading this totally wrong? That’s what it says, shadow flicker duration …(inaudible).  

That’s what it says, the shadow flicker duration, in hours per year and the number of 

people or households that would be affected.  So I think that’s pretty thorough when you 

go to 38 pages of very detailed observations.   
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Anyway, it said there is a very small percentage of our electricity that is 

generated by wind. This is not at all surprising. It’s a new form of generation of wind and 

some places are …(inaudible)… for visual impacts, that’s the only, the only real 

objection to these wind farms.  And it will take awhile for us to get a bigger percentage of 

our electricity produced by wind power.  And it will have to come because we can’t dam 

any more places, we are going to be running out of oil and natural gas in a very few 

decades, we should not be dependent on foreign oil and it’s going come to foreign oil 

…(inaudible).  So we’re going to have wind power and solar power for …(inaudible)… 

next.  We’ve got to have those things if we are to survive …(inaudible)… for my self, for 

my children, for my grandchildren and great grandchildren and for everybody in the 

community and in our nation in our world.  We need to go to a new kind of power 

generation. [Applause] Thank you. 

 Clay White: Do we have someone who hasn’t spoken before? 

 Felicia Persson: My name is Felicia Persson, I live at 3561 Robbins Road in 

Ellensburg and I’m just gonna expand upon a couple of topics that have been hit on.  

This environmental impact statement is much more comprehensive than is the one 

provided by Zilkha.  I’ve got a couple of technical corrections I believe.  On Table 1-1, 

the summary in Chapter 1, overall, doesn’t adequately describe the adverse impacts that 

are addressed.  The impacts discussed in detail seem to transfer over to that table as 

insignificant with adequate mitigation.  While they’re much, the mitigation measures are 

either lacking or completely inadequate in Chapter 3. Specifically the table reports on 

page 1-20 I believe that several simple practical options exist for controlling or 

preventing shadow flicker at the source.  This is in direct contradiction and I believe in 

error to what’s been done in this Chapter 3.  According to mitigation measures described 

in Chapter 3 at 3.8.5.3, two potential mitigation measures discussed are mitigation at the 

source.  And the conclusions there are one is not feasible and the other’s viability with 

respect to project cost has not been evaluated.  In other words that one might cost too 

much.  The DEIS states that several practical options exist to reset the locations.  All of 

these involve controlling or preventing the flicker from entering residences through 

windows.  It is not practical to assume that residents will or should be inside their homes 

when light and wind conditions promote shadow flicker.  These options are not feasible 

or practical and they place the responsibility for mitigation of impacts upon the recipients.   

Table 1-1 is also contradictory in its comparisons to summary of vegetation, it is 

apparent that the Wild Horse alternative described there and the Desert Claim are not 

similar, various percentages of vegetation occurring in each of those areas.  And in fact 

Wild Horse has no wetlands at all and a completely different diversification of vegetation.  
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But then following that in the bird section and on that same summary table it states that 

the bird impacts at Wild Horse, at Wild Horse alternative, will be the same due to similar 

vegetation.   

Also, in general, the alternatives described in this EIS are not realistically 

representative of the proposed project, and so are really not comparable.  We talked 

about if you looked at the footprint of this project, it looks like a patchwork quilt, it’s not 

like any of the alternatives or the, the Kittitas Valley power project.  The project site is 

identified as 5,237 acres, however the entire collection facility envelops many more.  

And it actually consists of probably 4 or 5 micro sites that are not connected.  That 

effectively surrounds many unwilling participant landowners.  The EIS refers to non-

participating landowners, I think that term should be replaced throughout the document 

with unwilling participants.  Or as …(inaudible)… said, captives.  Because there are 

effectively 4 or 5 micro projects the accumulative impacts and mitigation measures 

should be addressed for those captive properties.  The disassociative properties of 

Desert Claim add a completely different dimension and make it non-comparable 

[Applause].  Thank you. 

 Clay White: Is there anyone who hasn’t spoken? 

 Keith Johnson: I’m Keith Johnson, 3050 Airport Road in Cle Elum.  And I’m 

speaking on behalf of the Kittitas Audubon Society Chapter of Kittitas County.  And our 

mission in the Kittitas Audubon Society is to develop an appreciation for nature through 

education and conservation of local birds.  And on that subject of conservation, we 

talked about a lot of people have talked tonight about the EIS and power supplies that 

come from …(inaudible)… whatever.  Both in this DEIS and the one for the Kittitas 

Valley, there wasn’t any mention in their statements about a conservation policy, like a 

national conservation policy or maybe an upgrading of the grid system that would more 

than offset the need for the power that’s going to be generated by this facility, so I think 

conservation is a big issue on that alternative.   

The section 3.4.3.3 Impacts of Alternatives, I have the same disagreement with 

(inaudible) on that section.  The no action alternative, they summarize that gas-fired 

power plants will have to be built if this plant or this wind farm isn’t built.  And again, 

there’s no statement in there about conservation (inaudible) any other policy to offset 

power from the wind farm.   

On the studies we agreed with other comments tonight, Kittitas Audubon Society 

believes all of these need 2-year, all-weather studies.  None of these studies have 

indicated any nighttime observation of migrating birds, bats, and I believe there are 
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…(inaudible)… know it all,  going through in the nighttime.  And I believe there are 

technologies, bird whatever technologies to do those studies.   

The bald eagle kill is classified in this EIS as minimal and maybe one every 6 

years, at least one every 2 years at the most.  And our Christmas bird count, this is the 

26th year we’ve done it and …(inaudible)… this year we went out on the 20th of 

December and have spotted 11 bald eagles on that day …(inaudible).  Six of those 11 

are on the north side of the valley and on the wind power area and west of them. The 

majority of the bald eagles that we spotted were in that area in most cases.  Everybody 

knows the 20th of December and I wonder …(inaudible)… if they were really this in 2 

years or more of a 3-minute timeframe on the point survey.  Maybe they would see more 

bald eagles in that area again if they participated (inaudible). 

[END OF SIDE 2, TAPE 1] 
 

 Well, we’ve noticed, we’ve noted bald eagles from November on into the April 

timeframe, so I think they’re here a lot earlier than in mid February.  Um, 

decommissioning and I’m, I would like to state that we’ve spent a lot of time - this is a 

voluntary organization - so we’ve been spending a lot of time trying to get our comments 

in on Kittitas Valley and we’re just getting going on this one.  So, and we hope to get our 

good and final comments in by the end of this period (inaudible). 

 And, with decommissioning, I don’t see anything of the brief time I've looked at 

this DEIS, there’s nothing to remove or change or stop, particularly turbines or a string of 

turbines if they are killing birds, bats, eagles or whatever.  And I think you know we’d 

recommend this be included somehow in the decommissioning plan.  Some of the things 

that we did comment to the Kittitas Valley, which I think are specific to here.  The specific 

action should be identified to minimize harm to eagles.  And a turbine decommissioning 

plan should be specified …(inaudible)… bald eagle, which are a threatened species.  

And let’s see, the lack of nighttime assessment and, and I think that’s a pretty important 

one that we specified and we'll do to this EIS also.  

KAS urges that all possible and reasonable steps including the no action 

alternative be taken based on scientifically valid wildlife studies to ensure that the site is 

safe for the wildlife.  And if there is a technical advisory committee set up, if this does 

become reality, that we be included as a member of the committee. 

 Clay White: Thank you. Thank you very much.  Is there anybody that has not 

spoken that would like to speak?  We’re gonna start taking these in the back. 

 Ron Nelson: Good evening, I’m Ron Nelson, 1140 Thorp Highway North.  And 

I’ve lived there about 4 years.  One of the reasons I moved to this area is because I’ve 
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lived in Seattle all my life except for when I was in college and 2 years when I was out of 

the country.  And we, we had a nice, kind of an old stadium down there in the Rainier 

area called Sicks Stadium, and that’s where we had to go for baseball and what not.  

And we were really encouraged when the Kingdome plan was made and, and, and I 

really enjoyed having an indoor stadium and one of the reasons I left the area is 

because of, the people that came in and, and forced the, the demolition of that stadium 

and the construction of the two that we have now.  I mean we voted it down and the 

State and Paul Allen, with their money and their power, forced our hand.  And I came in, 

in here kind of neutral on the issue with wind power. But I sense this same power 

struggle taking place here and I’m, I’m beginning to, to oppose now to the Desert Claim 

project for this reason.  And I, I appreciate Helen Wise and others like her that point out 

that we need to have solar energy and energy alternatives.  But I think it could be done 

in a cooperative and collaborative manner.  And when Chris Taylor said just two days 

ago that we can’t wait forever, my reaction was, well then take off. [Applause] 

 I called Clay White a few days ago, or a few weeks ago and asked him if there 

was any provision for the decommissioning of these things in the event that they were 

abandoned, and he assured me that there was going to be money set aside by Zilkha or 

whoever, that it would be required of them to have money in the, in the agreement for 

the decommissioning of its towers.  And I don’t see that that’s the case, but this is what I 

mean by forcing our hand, you know we’re being promised anything.  And I, I just don’t 

feel that’s right, I think that, that there ought to be a way to cooperate and collaborate 

with all the powers that, that we don’t have to, to, to play a power struggle, and I’m not 

talking about electricity here.  I do not understand the Daily Record, they run articles that 

are against the wind power yet they continue to be supportive of the wind power.  They 

want to compare these towers to the tension lines that we have running across the state 

and I don’t see the comparison.  Like he pointed out we have 121 towers that, they’re 

two-thirds the size of the Space Needle, I mean and they want to compare that to the 

high tension lines that are running across our, our, our land.  I think it’s possible that 

Zilkha and the others will be out of it as soon as those things are constructed, they’re, 

they’re out of here.  And we’ll, we’ll end up buying these things.  He wants to sell those 

to Puget Sound Energy and as soon as Puget Sound Energy purchases them, we’ll be 

purchasing them with our bill, our electric rates.  That’s all I have. 

 Clay White: Thank you.  [Applause]   

 Chris Cole: My name is Chris Cole and I’m representing myself and my 

companion, Roger Binette. And my name is spelled C-o-l-e.   (Inaudible)… at this time 

when emotions run high on both sides of the wind turbine issue. With the negative side 
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outweighing any positive good for the sites it should be imperative that other sites and 

surveys be used as references and resources.  Those sites that are already in place at 

locations around the globe must be heeded as a warning for what is intended here, not 

including them in any DEIS creates a bias and inadequate survey.  The survey such as 

what was done in Wisconsin resulted in a moratorium on any further construction that 

should be taken seriously.  Studies and surveys in the U.S. as well as in Ireland and 

England that show wind turbines are being injurious to the population of livestock and 

wildlife, must be heeded as a warning for what is intended here. EIS sites through 

…(inaudible)… tunnel vision like your culprit in some cases, but not to use all available 

resources for the sites intended here is unconscionable.   

The fuzzy logic that because we already have population growth …(inaudible)… 

cell towers and more lights that we should become accustomed to additional structures 

and let’s make them big and amusing but also extremely scary.  The additional fuzzy 

logic is that property values will not sustain any blows because current sales have been 

profitable is just plain outlandish.  Who knows if …(inaudible)… even aware of what is 

proposed.  Bamboozle, snake oil and hypnosis open the mind and we succumb to the 

power of what to …(inaudible)… susceptible when the promise of economic growth 

reaches its tentacles and says that embracing …(inaudible)… entangling snare. Dr. 

Holly Pinkart's testimony on microbiology and the potential drift and the turbines don't 

seem to be taken seriously because it isn’t what is wanted to be heard.  However, she 

does not have a national reputation and large grant monies for the studies she headed 

on a whim.  Obviously, someone cares about our health and safety from threats that 

appear small and insignificant because the creatures are small but certainly not 

insignificant. The populace on this side of the Cascades may be small in number 

compared to Western Washington, but we are not insignificant.  Our lifestyle 

…(inaudible)… and our choice to live in this county is not because we are hicks and 

insignificant, but because we know how wondrous it is and how fortunate we are.  We 

don’t think that an attack on how we and our children live is insignificant to a blatant 

opinion that doesn't count for much. The group called ROKT (R-O-K-T) and others 

continue to rebut the flowery claims of greatness for the turbines with documentation that 

…(inaudible)…but is dismissive of the …(inaudible)…which is ludicrous.  Listen to the 

…(inaudible)… experience where turbines are already in place; these folks have first-

hand knowledge of the damage that is occurring.  The accounts of the people working in 

industry of electrical engineering and power companies in order …(inaudible)…were that 

turbines are a sorry source of economic benefit and don’t buy into it, and won’t buy into it 

because they don’t buy it and are being ignored.  Why?  It all comes down to money and 
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federal taxpayer subsidies.  How shameful.  Should our governing bodies force these 

issues on us and then leave when their terms are up and move on to other jobs so their 

legacy of what they have done is in our memories, on our lands and within our sight?   

We have a natural corridor for wind, but by the same token a wind tunnel for 

wildfires. Our fire marshal …(inaudible)… and not take it as insignificant.  That is where 

it comes down to our families or homes and the land and the money and justifiably so.   

The eagles and hawks and other birds that fly past our …(inaudible)… that will 

be level in elevation to the tops of the proposed towers that are not insignificant.  

Ridgelines, which are perceived as barren by some or …(inaudible)… by others, should 

not be dismissed as inevitable.  There are flight paths for great birds and burrows for 

their prey.  The relationship between the two must be acknowledged, it is their inherent 

lifestyle and we must allow them to have the same consideration and value that we want 

for our own lifestyles and ourselves.  Put the turbines along the coastline where the 

breezes are constant and …(inaudible)… high-rise corporations and the public that they 

don’t feel is significant.  The green energy proposed comes with the noise of a rock 

crushing plant as described by residents in Wisconsin. What once started out as a 

possible and noble experiment to harness the wind to…(inaudible)… monster is now 

loose.   

On a lighter note and maybe appropriately, and one we haven’t even talked 

about as a very serious one, is a study by Washington State University and the 

Department of Ecology that features enough livestock waste along with …(inaudible)… 

byproduct in Eastern Washington to power between 4 in 10 homes in the State.  When 

the actual clean energy is processed the result is a new and recyclable product just from 

the scooping and cutting.  It would require processing and of course several EIS studies 

and public opinion, the figures …(inaudible)… benefit from ranchers and dairy owners 

that …(inaudible)… can handle and the reduction of complaints from neighbors nearby.  

Roads, electrical, and water power already exist and are available for use for plants and 

buildings.  Transport vehicles already exist. What a waste of waste that can be 

pulverized, palletized and otherwise processed for use. We don’t want our farmers and 

ranchers to suffer the inabilities nor the dairies to be short milk and cheese.  Why not 

reward their exhaustive days with the sweet smell of money well spent on a real 

renewable and sustainable fuel. Often in …(inaudible)… that four legged rule 

…(inaudible).    

 Clay White: Thank you very much. [Applause] 

 Chris Cole: Included in that was a 76 page study by the Department of Ecology 

and WSU.  
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 Clay White: Is there anybody else… who would like to speak? 

 Dan Quinn: My name is Dan Quinn, 501 Kimberly Lane, here in Ellensburg.  I live 

about 2 miles from these towers and for the record I will see these towers.  The EIS in 

the …(inaudible)… non-significance.  When these towers go up they’re not gonna cause 

more fire hazard.  The turbines are gonna be turning because of the wind, the wind is 

going to be blowing the fire.  If anything the roads that will be put in zigzagging the 

property will work as a fire break and at least slow it down, also provide more access for 

the fire crews.  So I can understand the non-significance of that.   

The non-significance of the property values, somebody quoted $10,000 per acre; 

I live 2 miles from there and 4 years ago I paid $4,000 dollars per acre.  And the 

recession that Enron and other things helped deflect, that affected my property values.  

There’s nothing we can do about that.  Property values are an investment.  Some are 

good, some are bad.  In 4 years since we lived at our property, the property right down 

the road, my in-laws have bought for $16,000 less than what it was on the market for 

when I looked at it.  And one reason: the economy.  The wind power is not going to 

change that.   

Somebody made the comment about the miniscule amount of electricity.  I don’t 

think Zilkha or enXco is gonna invest over $100 million per site for a miniscule amount of 

electricity.  The wind that blows creates the electricity, creates revenue, they’re gonna 

make a profit, it’s gonna go into our tax base.  It’s gonna be a quality effect for our 

economy around here.  The people that are gonna work there and build it, that’s, that’s 

money in our pockets, we could earn a living and live close to home.   

The EPA, Department of Fisheries, Department of Ecology, they’re gonna 

monitor what these people are doing, they’re gonna protect people’s wealth, they’re 

gonna monitor the dust and what’s going on with the strings, there’s agencies in charge 

of that.  Our other choice is gas turbines and nuclear plants.  I’ve worked in oil refineries 

and co-generation plants, the maintenance and the waste products that come out of 

those are far more detrimental than us losing our view up there on that valley.  These 

things aren’t going to affect my view, but a nuclear plant and a coal-fired plant and a 

natural gas plant affects my children and my grand children that I’ll have some day.  

Look at what Chernobyl did, look at what Three-Mile Island did, that stuff’s in our water 

system and it’s circulating around the world in our atmosphere.  There is nothing that 

these wind turbines are gonna do that’s gonna go around the world besides put 

electricity in the system and help society.  I want it to be on record to say I will sacrifice 

part of my view, and it may cost me some property values, but they’re not gonna kill 

anybody, they’re not gonna poison my kids, and it will put a, a revenue into our county.  
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The subsidy generated by the, somebody mentioned up in Alaska—revenue coming in 

from that, that’s not a bad idea, but it can’t be so detrimental that it makes it not worth 

them to do business here.  Other than that I just, I want to be on record saying I don’t 

want to be the person that had a, had an impact on a nuclear plant affecting somebody 

else’s family and somebody else’s county.  Thank you. [Applause] 

 Clay White: Is there anyone else who hasn't spoken who wishes to speak 

tonight? I thank everyone for coming out tonight.  If you have a quick comment that’s 

related to the DEIS and not related to other people’s comments, you’re welcome to 

come up and, and give a brief comment. 

 Jack Boyovich: My name is David Jack Boyovich, I reside at 18830 Reecer 

Creek Road.  I spoke earlier and one of the things that I wanted to ask this gentlemen 

over here was resolved by another person that was up here, and it was the tax base.  

And if I’m reading that EIS correctly, that tax base that Desert Claim EIS put out states 

that it’s paying for $1.1 million in taxes the first year.  And that is on a decreasing annual 

basis. In other words, $1.1 million this year, $1 million next year, $900,000 a year after 

that, etc., etc.  That leads me to believe that the tax base is not gonna be as viable as 

everybody seems to think in the Kittitas Valley.   

One of the other things that I wanted to say was I, I’d like to ask anybody in this 

room, anybody, do they know where this power is gonna go?  Who’s gonna buy it?  Well 

I know for a fact the PUD’s not gonna buy it, I’ve already talked to them.  I don’t know 

about Puget Sound Energy.  So if this power goes into the system it’s not going here.  

So if you people think you’re gonna get lower, lower rates on, on your lights, forget it, it’s 

not gonna be here.  It’s either gonna go west, south or east.   

One of the other things that I wanted to say was, I’m not totally opposed to the 

wind farms, what I’m opposed to is where you guys are putting them.  Desert Air needs 

to start looking at the Wild Horse, Whiskey Dick, Ryegrass area.  That has the least 

amount of impact on the least amount of people.  Where you’re planning on putting 

these things, all you’re doing is pitting family against family, farmer against farmer, and 

it’s not doing anybody a bit of good.  You guys just move those things, you’ll probably 

get a favorable vote out of an awful lot of people that have stood up here and said that 

they’re totally opposed to them.  I’d almost bet money on it. [Applause] 

 Clay White: Thank you very much for your comments tonight.  I appreciate all of 

you coming.  Again, the comment period does not end until January 30th, so any 

comments that you have may be submitted to the Community Development Services 

Department. We’re gonna recess this meeting till 9:30, we’ll officially close the meeting 

then since we sent a legal notice that it’ll be open till 9:30.  Thank you very much. 
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[Recorder off] 
 

 Clay White: It is 9:29, seeing that no one else has questions we’re gonna close 

this public meeting.  This is Clay White for the record. 

 

[END OF RECODING] 
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