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ATTORNEYS AT LAW . EVALUATION COUNCIL

TiMOTHY L. MCMAHAN

Direct (503) 294-9517
January 26, 2010 timemahan@stoel.com
Nancy Andring
Columbia River Gorge Commission
PO Box 730
White Salmon, WA 98672

Re:  Friends of the Columbia Gorge, Inc., ef al v. Skan:arzia County, et al,
Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-22 and
Drach, et al v. Skamania County, Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-54

Dear Ms. Andring:

Enclosed pléase find for filing one original of Respondent and Intervenor-Respondent’s Motion
to Consolidate.

Thank you f01 yom plofessmnal courtesies. Should you have any questions, please do not

Enclosure

w/enclosure via U.S. mail:
Gary K. Kahn
J. Richard Aramburu
Peter S. Banks
Nathan Baker
Mark S. Womble
Karen Witherspoon
Allen Fiksdal v~
Client
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BEFORE THE COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE COMMISSION

FRIENDS OF THE COLUMBIA GORGE,
INC.; SAVE OUR SCENIC AREA;
LORELEY DRACH; TOM DRACH,;
JOYCE EASTWICK; MIKE EASTWICK;
CHARLIE GUTHERIE; ALEXANDER
MECL; CHERYL PARK; VICKI PRYSE;
DAN RAWLEY; JEANNIE RAWLEY;
ADRIENNE RUDERMAN; GLENDA
RYAN; and MATT RYAN,

Appellants,
Vs.
SKAMANIA COUNTY,
Respondent,
and
WHISTLING RIDGE ENERGY, LLC,

Intervenor-Respondent.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

LORELEY DRACH; TOM DRACH,;
JOYCE EASTWICK; MIKE EASTWICK;
CHARLIE GUTHRIE; REBECCA
MAXEY; WIRT MAXEY; ALEXANDER
MECL; CHERYL PARK; VICKY PRYSE;
DAN RAWLEY; JEANNIE RAWLEY;
JULIE REGOS; LASZLO REGOS;
ADRIENNE RUDERMAN; GLENDA
RYAN; MATT RYAN; FRIENDS OF
THE COLUMBIA GORGE, INC; and
SAVE OUR SCENIC AREA |

Appellants,
Vs.
SKAMANIA COUNTY,

Respondent.
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CRGC No. COA-S—09-01

Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-22

MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE

CRGC No.

Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-54



Pursuant to Commission Rule 350-60-180, Whistling Ridge Energy, LLC (“Whistling
Ridge”) and Skamania County (“County) jointly move to consolidate the two above-captioned
appeals.! Consolidation is appropriate because the above-captioned appeals seek review of
closely related County resolutions that appellants in both appeals allege violate the County’s
Scenic Area Ordinance.® The appeals of these two resolutions involve the same amended
Application for Site Certification (“ASC”), raise almost exactly the same legal issues, and
involve overlapping parties. Consolidation will avoid the need for duplicative adjudications and
eliminate the risk of any inconsistencies in the Gorge Commission’s ultimate resolution of these
appeals. Furthermore, because the appeal of Resolution No. 2009-22 is fully briefed and
awaiting Commission action, failure to c.onsolidate these two appeals would needlessly prolong
resolution of the common issues raised in these appeals.

Whistling Ridge filed an ASC with the Washington Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council (“EFSEC”) that led to the adoption of Resolution No. 2009-22, in which the Board of
County Commissioners resolved that the ASC was consistent with the County’s land use plans
and applicable zoning ordinances, including the County’s Scenic Area Ordinance. The Friends

of the Columbia Gorge, Inc. and others appealed the County’s adoption of Resolution

! Whistling Ridge is the Intervenor-Respondent in the above-captioned appeal of
Resolution No. 2009-22 and has moved {o intervene on the side of Respondent in the above-
captioned appeal of Resolution No. 2009-54. Skamania County is the Respondent is both
appeals.

% In arguing that consolidation is appropriate under Commission Rule 350-60-180,
Whistling Ridge and the County are not waiving their argument that the Gorge Commission
lacks subject matter jurisdiction over the appeal of either Resolution No. 2009-22 or Resolution
No. 2009-54.
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No. 2009-22 to the extent it involved land use and development matters within the General
Management Area (“GMA”) to the Commission. Whistling Ridge intervened in this pending
appeal on the side of respondent Skamania Cdunty.

Whistling Ridge subsequently filed an amendment to its ASC with EFSEC, which
eliminated the previously proposed improvements to public and private roads in the GMA and
the use of private roads within the GMA. In their most recent brief, filed less than a week before
the adoption of Resolution No. 2009-54, the appellants argued that these amendments to the ASC
did not render their appeal of Resolution No. 2009-22 moot.® This same amended ASC is the
subject of the appeal of Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-54. In other words, both appeals
conéern whether Whistling Ridge’s amended ASC is consistent with SCC Title 22. Accordingly,
the appeals should be consolidated.

The two appeals raise similar legal issues. In addition to the issue of the amended ASC’s
consistency with the County’s Scenic Area Ordinance, both appeals raise issues regarding the
Commission’s subject matter jurisdiction under the Scenic Act and Washington’s Energy
Facilities Site Locations Act. In fact, in light of appellants’ recent arguments concerning the
mootness of their appeal of Resolution No. 2009-22, the only issue that distinguishes the two
appeals is whether the County gave proper notice of Resolution No. 2009-54,

Consolidation of these two appeals under Commission Rule 350-60-180 is appropriate

because both appeals seek review of closely related County resolutions that appellants allege

3 Appellants also argued that their appeal was not moot because Skamania County had
not “changed or rescinded” Resolution No. 2009-22, Appellants® Mootness Brief at 4. By
adopting Resolution No. 2009-54, the Board of County Commissions expressly repealed
Resolution No. 2009-22. However, because Appellants’ mootness arguments did not depend
upon the continuing effectiveness of Resolution No. 2009-22, Appellants cannot now argue that
the adoption of Resolution No. 2009-54 rendered their appeal of Resolution No. 2009-22 moot.
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violate the County’s Scenic Area Ordinance, involve the same amended ASC, raise almost

- exactly the same legal issues, and involve overlapping parties. Because the appeal of Resolution

No. 2009-22 is fully briefed and awaiting Commission action, failure to consolidate these two

appeals would needlessly prolong resolution of the common issues raised in these appeals.

Whistling Ridge moves that the Commission consolidate these two appeals and set a schedule for

resolution of any remaining issues.

Dated: January Zé, 2010.
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MAHAN, TS
/WSBA No. 16377

SKAMANIA COUNTY PROSECTUING ATTORNEY’S OFFICE

/——-\_/
PETER S. BANKS, Pl%ségg{inﬁ’mtorney
WSBA No. 7174
Attorney for Skamania County
Respondent




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
>
I certify that on the 9" day of January, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the
foregoing MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE by first-class mail, postage-prepaid on the
following person(s):

Gary K, Kahn Nathan Baker, Staff Attorney
Reeves, Kahn & Hennessy Friends of the Columbia Gorge
PO Box 86100 522 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 720
Portland, OR 97286-0100 Portland, OR 97204-2100

Peter S. Banks, County Prosecutor Mark S. Womble

Skamania County Courthouse PO Box 1307

PO Box 790 . Hood River, OR 97031

Stevenson, WA 98648-0790

J. Richard Aramburu
Aramburu & Eustis, LLP

720 Third Avenue, Suite 2112
Scattle, WA 98104-1860
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| RECEIVED
S T O E L 980 SV, Fith Avenue, Suite 2600

RIVES FEB 01201
LLP
g\ ENERGY FACILITY SITE s
ATTORNEYS AT LAW EVALUATION COU NCIL
TioTHY L. McMatAN
’ Direct (503) 294-9517
January 26, 2010 timemahan@stoel.com

VIA US. MAIL
Nancy Andring
Columbia River Gorge Commission

PO Box 730
White Salmon, WA 98672

Re:  Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-54
Whistling Ridge Energy, LLC’s Motion to Intervene

Dear Ms. Andring:

" Enclosed please find for filing one original of Whistling Ridge Energy, LLC’s Motion to
Intervene.

Thank you for your professxonal courtesies. Should you have any questions, please do not

Enclosure

cc: w/enclosure via U.S. mail:
Gary K. Kahn
J. Richard Aramburu
Peter S. Banks
Nathan Baker
Karen Witherspo
Allen Fiksdal
Client
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BEFORE THE COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE COMMISSION

LORELEY DRACH; TOM DRACH,;
JOYCE EASTWICK,;, MIKE EASTWICK;
CHARLIE GUTHRIE; REBECCA
MAXEY; WIRT MAXEY; ALEXANDER
MECL; CHERYL PARK; VICKY PRYSE;
DAN RAWLEY; JEANNIE RAWLEY;
JULIE REGOS; LASZLO REGOS;
ADRIENNE RUDERMAN; GLENDA
RYAN; MATT RYAN; FRIENDS OF
THE COLUMBIA GORGE, INC; and
SAVE OUR SCENIC AREA ,

CRGC No.

Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-54

MOTION TO INTERVENE

Appellants,
Vs,
SKAMANIA COUNTY,

Respondent.

BT . T I I R L NI N N S N N L T N T

L
Whistling Ridge Energy, LLC (“Whistling Ridge™) moves to intervene on the side of
Respondent in the above-captioned appeal.
Whistling Ridge’s attorney’s address and phone number are as follows:
Timothy L. McMahan
STOEL RIVES rip
900 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 2600,
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: (503) 294-9517
Facsimile: (503) 220-2480

ADR Statement: Whistling Ridge is not willing to attempt to settle the case through

mediation or other means.

Shortened Record: Whistling Ridge is willing to consider a shortened record as allowed

by Rule 350-60-060(f). As described below, Skamania County Resolution No. 2009-54 is
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inextricably tied to Skamania County Resolution 2009-22, which is the subject of a fully briefed
appeal curreﬁtly 1t.aeforez the Commission under the caption Friends of the Columbia Gorge, Inc.
v. Skamania County (GRGC No. COA-S-09-01). Accordingly, Whistling Ridge requests an
Order from the Commission that the record for this appeal include the settled record of
CRGC No. COA-S-09-01. |

Whistling Ridge has attached to this Motion to Intervene a ;:opy of Skamania County
Resolution No. 2009-54 and supporting documents (Certification of Land Use Consistency
Review for the amended application for the Whistling Ridge Wind Energy Project, Staff Report
for Land Use Consistency Review, and minutes of the Board of County Commissioners’
December 22, 2009 meeting). Whistling Ridge requests an Order from the Commission that the
record for this appeal is deemed settled without the neéd for the Respondent to compile a record.

IL

The facts establishing movant’s right to intervene are as follows: Whistling Ridge filed
an Application for Site Certification (“ASC”) with the Washington Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council (“EFSEC”) that led to the adoption of Skamania County Resolution 2009-22,
in which the Board of County Commissioners resolved that the ASC was consistent with
Skamania County’s land use plans and applicable zoning ordinances. The Friends of the
Columbia Gofge, Inc. and others appealed Skamania County Resolution 2009-22 to the extent it
involved land use and development matters within the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic
Area (“Scenic Area”) to the Commission under the caption Friends of the Columbia Gorge, Inc.
v. Skamania County (CRGC No, COA-8-09-01). Whistling Ridge intervened in this pending

appeal on the side of respondent Skamania County.
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Whistling Ridge subsequently filed an amendment to its ASC with EFSEC, which
eliminated the previously proposed improvements to public and private roads in the Scenic Area
and use of private roads within the Scenic Area. Thereafter, the Board of County
Commissioners adopted Skamania County Resolution 2009-54, the subject of this appeal,
resolving that Whistling Ridge’s amended ASC is consistent with Skamania County’s land use
plans and applicable zoning ordinances and repealing Skamania County Resolution 2009-22.
The Friends of the Columbia Gorge, Inc. and others have now appealed Skamania County
Resolution 2009-54 to the extent it involved land use and development matters within the Scenic

Area to the Commission,

Dated: January%;, 2010,

. STQEL

/

TI (i‘r Z/.I\ AH
OSB Nd. 984674/WSBA No. 16377

Attorneys for Whistling Ridge Energy, LLC
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RECEIVED
SKAMANIA COUNTY

D=5 28 sty

RESOLUTION 2009-54 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

NEPA
(Certification of Land Use Consistency Review for the amended application forlﬂ-]né!ENT

Whistling Ridge Wind Energy Project. This resolution repeals Resclution 2009-22 in its
entirety.)

WIHEREAS, Whistling Ridge Energy Project, LLC (“Applicant”) filed an Application for Site
Certification (“ASC”) to the Washington Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (“EFSEC”) on
March 10, 2009 for the Whistling Ridge Energy Project (“Project”) pursuant to RCW 80.50; and

WHEREAS, EFSEC has assumed lead agency status pursuant to the State Environmental Policy
Act, RCW 43 21C for the environmental review of this Project. Skamania County anticipates
participating in the SEPA process; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant filed an amended ASC to EFSEC on October 12, 2009 for the
project; and

WHEREAS, said amended ASC removes all ground disturbing and review uses from any area
within the National Scenic Area jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, the Skamania County Community Development Director reviewed the amended
ASC to determine the project’s consistency with applicable County land use plans and zoning
ordinances and prepared a Certificate of Land Use Consistency; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners have reviewed the Community Development
Director’s Certification of Land Use Consistency for the amended application; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners on December 22, 2009 considered the
Community Development Director’s determination at a regularly scheduled public meeting; and

WHEREAS, due notice of the Commissioner’s meeting set forth above has been given as
required by law; and

WHEREAS, the development of the Whistling Ridge Energy Project, if approved, will be
specifically governed by a Site Certification Agreement signed by the Governor and the
Applicant, including conditions of approval developed through the upcoming public process,
including SEPA review; and

WHEREAS, more detailed findings of consistency are included in the Community Development
Director’s Certificate of Land Use Consistency, which is attached hereto and is incorporated

herein by reference as if set forth in full; and

WHEREAS, this resolution repeals Resolution 2009-22 in its entirety; and






NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board of County Commissioners, after due
deliberation, adopts the Certificate of Land Use Consistency as a staff report to EFSEC, not a
decision, and resolves that the Whistling Ridge Energy Project is consistent with the Skamania

. County land use plans and applicable zoning ordinances. A representative for Skamania County

appointed by the Board of Commissioners is serving as a member of the Siting Council.
Consequently, Skamania County does not, at this time, make any findings or determination
regarding compliance with any other regulatory requirements or siting standards, and any
potential conditions of approval recommended by Skamania County will be made at such time as
the SEPA review is completed and after public meetings and hearings have been duly conducted
* by EFSEC, in accordance with Chapter 80.50 RCW,

PASSED IN REGULAR SESSION this élclhdday of December 2009.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SKAMANIA COUNTY, WASHINGTON

% QOFL'HL]/&

SKAMANIA
COUNTY
‘IJ. SHINGT ON

.
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o 77
Ee> %
C{){mlssxoner
ATTjST: ;
0 LY m
Clbrk of the Board -
AP @%om ONLY:
Seciiting Attorney
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Skamania County
Community Development
Department

Skamania County Courthouse Annex
Post Office Box 750
Stevenson, Washington 98648
509 427-3900 FAX: 505 427-3%07

STAFF REPORT FOR LAND USE CONSISTENCY REVIEW
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTION (Project description)

This Land Use Consistency Review Staff Report is to address the application for the
Whistling Ridge Energy Project to the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council. This is not a land use dedision. It is a review to provide guidance to EFSEC as to
the proposed project’s potential consistency with Skamania County land use plans and
zoning ordinances. :

If the application had been submitted to the County, the project would require the
following county issued reviews and permits: a SEPA Review, a Conditional Use permit
(only for the portion of the project located within the zoned area), Building Permits,
Critical Area Review, On-site Septic Perimit, Well Drilling Inspection, and a Water
Availability Verification Evaluation. Further, a Moratorium Lift application would be

required as the alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance Building is

located on tax parcel #03-09-00-0-0-0100-00, which currently has a Forest Practice
Moratorium on the parcel. This Forest Practice Moratorium applies to the entire parcel
and will expire in 2015.

The amended application would include all of the previously mentioned reviews. The
project will no longer contain any ground disturbance or reviewabie activities within the
National Scenic Area.

As originally proposed by the application submitted March 10, 2009 to the Energy
Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC), Jason Spadero, President of SDS Lumber Co,
and of Whistling Ridge Energy LLC, is proposing a facility, collectively called the
Whistling Ridge Energy Project, of up to 50 1.2- to 2.5- MW wind turbines with a total
capacity of 75 MW of electricity. The project would be located on a 1,152-acre site in
unincorporated Skamania County owned by SDS Co, LLC and Broughton Lumber
Company, on the forested ridges of Saddleback Mountain. Each turbine would be up to
approximately 426 feet tall to the tops of the blades extended over the tower of the
wind turbine. In addition to the turbines, the planned facility would include: electrical
transformers, 34.5 kilovolt collector lines and systems (primarily underground),
permanent meteorological towers, an Operations and Maintenance facility (including
bathrooms and kitchen), a new well for potable water, an on-site septic system, a
substation located adjacent to BPA's existing North Bonneville to Midway 230-kV
transmission line, and approximately 2.4 miles of newly-constructed gravel roads. There
are 7.9 miles of existing private logging roads and road improvements, 7.8 miles located
in the project area and 2.5 miles of access roads or road improvements not in the



project area, but outside of the National Scenic Area boundary. All existing, improved,
and new roads will provide access to the wind turbine locations during construction and
for operations and maintenance.

An amendment to this application was submitted to EFSEC on October 12, 2009. The
amendment discusses an alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance
Building, as well as moving the proposed access road improvements outside of the
National Scenic Area boundary. The first proposed location for the Operations and
Maintenance building is adjacent to the substation on the project site. The alternative
location for the Operations and Maintenance building would be approximately 0,9 miles
off site, located on the proposed new connection from Willard Road to West Pit Road.
This parcel is owned by Broughton Lumber Co. and is zoned Residential-5 (R5). The
maintenance yard was originally proposed as two acres in size as is now proposed as
five acres in size.

The original proposal stated that several wind turbines would be placed in a Residential
10 (R10) zoning designation on the project site. While researching the parcels using the
County’s Geographic Information System (GIS), legal descriptions and official zoning
maps, no R10 zoning designation was found within the project site. This has been
corrected in the amended submittal.

The original proposal states that roughly 400 acres of the project site is located within
FOR/AG 20 zoning and Residential 10 zoning designations. The referral to Residential 10
zoning has been corrected in the amendment, However, Community Development staff
research of the County’s GIS and assessor maps show that approximately 1,036 acres of
the project site is unzoned, and approximately 127 acres of the project site is zoned
FOR/AG 20. County GIS and assessor maps show the project area to be approximately
1,163 acres, however, this is just an approximation based on legal descriptions since no
- boundary survey was conducted. This information does not affect the consistency review
of the project; rather it is a clarification of the project based on County’s cansistency
review. '

The original proposal further included improvements to roads and intersections within
the National Scenic Area in order to provide access to the project site. The roadways
affected include Cook Underwood Road, Kollock-Knapp Road, Scoggins Road and private
logging road CG2930. The October 12, 2009 amendment cites changes to the access
roads that would take any ground disturbing activity outside of the National Scenic Area.
Access to the site would now be provided from SR-14 to Cook Underwood Road to
Willard Road and through a new connection to West Pit Road. No road improvements or
changes would occur within the National Scenic Area boundaries.

The amended application proposes access to the project area via SR-14 to Cook-
Underwood Road to Willard Road, with a new connection to West Pit Road. West Pit
Road is an existing 2.5-mile-long logging road originally 8-12 feet wide, In summer
2009, the road was widened to approximately 20-26 feet wide. This road passes over a
Class V stream with a current culvert, which will need to be widened as well.

Improvements to the county roadways and the private logging road would be necessary
to support the long and heavy loads that would be required for the delivery of the wind
energy components from SR 14 to the proposed project site. These improvements may



include 1) Rebuilding large sections of the existing roadway network, 2) Widening
certain sections of the existing roadway network, 3) Flattening and/or rebuilding existing
roadway topography both horizontally and vertically, and 4) Placing asphalt in select
areas for equipment access. All improvements will be tocated outside of the National

Scenic Area.

IL. GENERAL INFORMATION

Owner(s): SDS Lumber Co Broughton Lumber Co
PO Box 266 92 Office Road
Bingen, WA Underwood, WA
98605 98651

Applicant(s)/Applicant(s) Jason Spadero, President, SDS Lumber Co

Representative: and Whistling Ridge Energy, LLC

' ' ’ ‘ Bingen, WA 98605
Tax Parcel Number(s): 03-10-00-0-0-0300-00 (portion)

03-10-00-0-0-0400-00 (full)
03-10-00-0-0-0800-00 (portion)
03-10-00-0-0-1100-00 {portion)
03-09-00-0-0-2990-00 (portion)
_ 03-09-00-0-0-0100-00 (alternative location
for the Operations & Maintenance
Building)
: Skamania County Road Right-of-Way
Location: The subject parcels are located in the
eastern portion of Skamania
T3N, R10E & T3N, ROE, W.M.
Zoning: 127 acres of the proposed project area is
zoned FA20. The alternative location of the
Operations & Maintenance Building is
zoned R5. The remaining 1,036 acres is

un-zoned.
Comprehensive Plan Designation Conservancy {outside NSA)
Square Footage/Acreage: The entire project area is located outside

of the NSA and is 1,152 acres (1,163 acres
by County calculations), spanning portions
of five parcels. If the alternative location
for the Operations & Maintenance Building
is used, it will span six parcels.
Approximately 384 acres would be
developed for the wind turbine
foundations, connecting roadways, and
overhead and underground transmission

lines.
Proposed Use Semi-public utility facility
Number of Lots: The project area spans portions of five

parcels, If the alternative location for the
Operations & Maintenance Building is
used, it will span six parcels.



Density: | N/A

Sanitary Sewer District: Individual On-Site Septic System for
proposed Operations and Maintenance
: Facility
Domestic Water Supplies: Applicant is proposing an individual well to

serve the kitchen and bathroom facilities in
the Operations and Maintenance Building.

Fire District: Fire District #3 .

IV.

VI,

School District: #31 Mill A and White Salmon School
Districts

Drainage Basin: Wind / White Salmon

WRIA: Wind / White Salmon

WRIA Number _ 298

IIT. HISTORY/BACKGROUND:

Skamania County is one of ten counties in Washington State that is not required to
fully plan under the Growth Management Act. The County is not required to establish
zoning classifications on all the land within its jurisdiction.

The 2007 Comprehensive Plan applies to all unincorporated land within Skamania
County. Not all of unincorporated Skamania County has a zoning classification. The
critical area regulations only apply outside of the NSA.

$DS Co. LLC submitted their application for the Whistling Ridge Energy Project on
March 10, 2009. SDS Co. submitted an amended application to EFSEC on Qctober
12, 2009. Skamania County Community Development Department is providing
EFSEC with a consistency review of all county regulations that apply to the project.
The County is not providing a decision on this project at this time.

The original application included roadway improvements on roads jocated within the
National Scenic Area. The amended application has removed any roadway
improvements and ground disturbing activity inside of the NSA. Therefore, portions
of the previous staff report relating to the NSA activity, no fonger apply.

SEPA THRESHOLD DETERMINATION:
EFSEC issued a scoping notice on April 6, 2009 to begin the EIS review process. A
revised notice was issued April 21, 2009,

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE:
EFSEC published all required notices.

NATURAL ENVIRNOMENT

A. Topography:
The resource maps indicate that the subject parcels within the project area, have
slopes ranging from zero percent to over 40%. Under Skamania County’s Critical
Areas Ordinance (Title 21A), the subject parcels are located in a Class II
{ andslide Hazard Area. As such, this requires a geotechnical assessment report
be completed for the proposed project. A geotechnical assessment report is



VIEL.

prepared by a Washington state licensed hydrologist or geotogist and requires
the following, at minimum:
a. A description of the topography, surface and subsurface
hydrology, soils geology, and vegetation of the site;
b. An evaluation of the analysis area’s inherent erosion
hazards;
c. A site plan of the area delineating all areas of the site
suhject to erosion hazard; and
d. Proposed mitigation measures to be implermented by the
applicant, including, but not limited to, minimizing site
disturbance or grading, implementing erosion control
measures, such as the retention of existing vegetation and
controlling surface water drainage through stormwater
retention and defention systems.
B. Soils: s : -
According to the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Soil Survey of
Skamania County, the soil types of the parcels are: McElroy gravelly loam (types
66, 67, 68), Timberhead gravelly loam (types 135. 136), Underwood loam (type
144). Each of these soils has a T Factor of 5. Under Skamania County’s Critical
Areas Ordinance, Title 214, the subject parcels are focated in a Class I Erosion
Hazard Area.

C. Surface Water:
Within the proposed project area there is: One (1) Class 4N stream; 19 Class 5N

streams; and five (5) unclassified streams.

D. Vegetation:
The project area is covered by second and third growth commercial timber

stands.

E. Wildlife: '
The entire project area is within Elk winter range habitat. No other habitat was

found on resaurce maps.

F. Sensitive Areas:
No Sensitive Areas were found on the Resource maps within the proposed
project area. No known cultural or archaeological resources were found within

the project area.

NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS

The Comprehensive Plan designation of this project area is Conservancy. The
alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance Building is within Rural
Lands II Comprehensive Plan designation. Some of the surrounding area is Rural
Lands II, with the majority being Conservancy.

The southern project boundary line (including the southeast project line) borders the

Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, but is not within the National Scenic
Area.



VIiI. TRANSPORATION PLANS

IX.

The original proposed access was from State Route 14 to Cook-Underwood Road, to
Kollock-Knapp Road to Scoggins Road. This would have required road improvements
within the National Scenic Area. The amended application has access to the
proposed site provided from State Route 14 to Cook- Underwood Road, to Willard
Road and through a proposed new connection to existing West Pit Road, located on
$DS Lumber Company and Broughton Lumber Company property. The alternative
Operations & Maintenance building location would be accessed off of Willard Road.

UTILITIES

A. Stormwater:
Discharge of stormwater runoff would be regulated by EFSEC based on the

Department of Ecology’s stormwater pollution control program. The proposal
indicates mitigation measures by Best Management Practices and by

- implemeniting a Stormwater-Pollution Prevertion Plan(SWPPP) ‘during-and after = -~

construction. The final design would conform to the applicable Ecology _
Stormwater Management Manual in effect at the time or as instructed by EFSEC.

B. Wastewater Disposal: '
The Applicant is required to apply for an On-Site Septic System permit as the
Operations and Maintenance Building will include bathroom and kitchen facilities.
Prior to issuance of any building permit, the applicant is required to have an
approved On-Site Septic System Design.

C. Potable Water:
Prior to the issuance of a building permit for the proposed Operations
and Maintenance Building, the applicant Is required to have an approved Water
Availability Verification Evaluation (WAVE).

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
The follewing Goals and Policies of the Skamania County Comprehensive Plan are

applicable to the proposed project. -

Chapter 2: Land Use Element
Goals and Poficies
Conservancy Designation

Goal LU.1: To integrate ong-range considerations (comprehensive planning) into the
determinations of short-term action (individual development applications).

Policy LU.1.2: The plan is created on the premise that the land use areas designated
are each best suited for the uses proposed therein. However, it is not the intention
of this plan to foreclose on future opportunities that may be made possibly by
technical innovations, new ideas and changing attitudes. Therefore, other uses that
are similar to the uses fisted here should be allowable uses, review uses or
conditional uses, only if the use fs specifically listed in the official controls of
Skamania County for that particular land use designation.

Finding:



The project area lies within the Conservancy Comprehensive Plan Designation. The
alternative location for the Operation and Maintenance Building lies within the Rural
Lands II Comprehensive Plan Designation. Within the conservation designation and
the Rural Lands IT designation, public facilities and utilities, and utility substations
 are allowed. ' '

Conclusion:
The project is considered a semi-public utility facility and would therefore be
consistent with the Conservancy Designation.

Goal LU.3: To coordinate public and private interests in land development.

Policy LU.3.3: Encourage industry that would have minimal adverse environmental or
aesthetic effects.

B I L T T )

The project area is located outside of the Columbia River Gorge Natjonal Scenic Area
““holindary. The turbines would be painted gray to minimize agsthetic effects. The ~
proposed project would be located within an area where roadways and high voltage
regional transmission fines already exist, which would minimize the need for new
disturbances. -

Finding: - . - . = s

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with this goal and policy.

Goal LU.4: To promote interagency cooperation and effective planning and
scheduling of improvements and activities so as to avoid confiicts, duplfcation and
waste.

Policy LU.4.3: Land use patterns, which minimize the cost of providing adeguate
levels of public services and infrastructure, should be encouraged.

Finding:

High-voltage regional transmission lines, owned and operated by Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) are located on the project site. Access roadways already exist,
with the exception of the proposed connection from Willard Road to West Pit Road.
The project uses existing patterns in Land Use, which helps to minimize the public
costs of providing services and new infrastructure.

Conclusion: :
The project is consistent with this goal and policy.

Goal LU. 57 To promote improvements which make our communitfes more livable,
.healthy, safe and efficient. '

Policy LU.5.5: Promote compatibility of industry with the surrounding area or -
community by fostering good quality site planning, landscaping, architectural design,
and a high level of environmental standards.



Policy LU.5,7: Adequate on-site wells and septic systems should be properfy
instafled, monitored and maintained in accordance with local and state health

departments.

Finding: .

The proposed project is located in the Conservancy Designation, which allows for
public utility facilities and utility stations. The surrounding areas are Conservancy
Designation, as well as Rural Lands II Designation, which also allows for utility
facilities and utility substations. The project site has been previously logged by
forestry activities and the proposal would allow the forestry activities to continue.
High-voltage transmission fines, cell towers and rock quarries currently exist in the
area, so the project would be compatible with these uses.

The proposed Operations and Maintenance Building is located in the Rural Lands 11

E - Designation; which allows for public utility facilities-and utility stations: It would - - - *

include bathiroom and kitchen facilities and would theréfore be required to have an
approved on-site septic system as well as an adequate potable water supply.

- Iffwhen an application is submitted to'this department, this would be a ‘condition of

approval.

Conclusion: _

The project is consistent with the goals and policies. A valid OSS and proof of
potable water would be a condition of approval.

Chapter 3: Environmental Element

Goals and Poficies

Goal E.1: To ensure the proper management of the natural environment to protect
critical areas and conserve fand, air, water and energy resources.

Policy E. 1.4: Implement and preserve critical area buffers based on Best A vailable
Science adjacent to critical areas lo adequately protect such areas from development
and land use impacts.

Finding:
Several streams exist on the proposed project site, with buffers ranging from 25" to
50¢, which must be maintained at all times unless exemptions are met or variances

are granted.

" Conclusion:

This proposal is consistent with the goals and policies.

Goal £.3: To minimize the loss of life and property from landslides, seismic, volcanic
or other naturally occurring events, and minimize or eliminate /and use impacts on
geologically hazardous areas,

Policy E.3.4: Require geotechnical studies to determine construction methods and
technologies necessary to further public safety in geologically hazardous areas. The
development design and construction technology used shall be appropriate to the
soff limitations on the particular site.



Finding: _

The project should require a geotechnical assessment report and soil borings to be
conducted on-site. The report should be reviewed and accepted by Skamania County
prior to issuing any building permits. Any and all setbacks determined within the

report must be followed.

The proponent had a geotechnical assessment report prepared for this project. At
this time, the report has not been reviewed by Skamania County.

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with these goals and policies.

" Chapter 4: Transportation Element

Goal T.1: Transportation — Encourage arn efficient multi-modal transportation T
network that is based on regional priorities and coordinated with county and city
comprehénsive plans. o T ‘ T -

Goal T.3: Public Facilities and Services — Ensure that those public facilities and
services necessary to support development should be adequate to serve the
development at the time the development is available, for occupancy and use without
decreasing current service levels below locally established minimum standards.

Finding:

Most roadways that will be used for this proposal exist and some improvement will
be necessary for the transportation of the equipment and construction materials. A
short road span connecting West Pit.Road to Willard Road is proposed for access to
the site. Other proposed roadways for the site will be located on the project site.
Some intersection improvements are needed to allow safe turning of construction
and equipment delivery vehicles. These improvements, as welt as the added traffic,
would not degrade the existing levels of service at nearby intersections below
minimum standards. The applicant should consult with the Skamania County Public
Works Department regarding the sufficiency of roads. Turbine equipment would
likely be transported to either the Port of Longview or the Port of Vancouver, and
much of it transported by barge up the Columbia River to the Applicant’s existing
barge and dock fadilities in Bingen, Washington. If rail is used, it will be by existing

rail lines.

Conclusion:

This proposal is consist with these goals and policies. The road improvements will
enhance the level of service on these roads and benefit the community. -

Chapter 5: Archaeology and Historic Preservation Element

Goal AHP. 1; Identify and encourage the preservation of lands, sites, and structures
that have historical or archaeological significance!

Policy AHP.1.3: Coordinate counly inventory efforts with Native American groups and
governmental efforts.



Finding:

Research conducted by Skamania County Community Development found no
archaeological or historical resources located on the project area. CH2M HILL
conducted an intensive cultural resource inventory survey of the proposed area of
potential effect in August 2003. No evidence of prehistoric activity was observed and
no archaeological sites or historic properties were identified, although two historic
archaeological isolates were found and documented, consisting of piled basalt
cobbles and scatter of historic debris previously disturbed by power line construction
and logging. No known archaeological or cultural resources were found on the
Washington State Department of Archaeological and Historic Preservation (DAHP)

. resource maps that staff used to research the project area.

Further, if the project proponent applies for a Conditional Use permit, the application

* -would be sent to various state-agencies; federal agencies, and Native-American-* -~ =" °

Governments, allowing the opportunity to comment on thé project. EFSEC should
~ consult with these groups during the process. .

Conclusion:
This project is consistent with these goals and policies.

Goal AHP.3: Protect historic, archaeological, and cultural resources through 3
comprehensive planning approach.

Finding:

Research conducted by Skamania County Community Development found no

archaeological or historical resources located on the project area. CH2M HILL

conducted an intensive cultural resource inventory survey of the proposed area of

potential effect in August 2003. No evidence of prehistoric activity was observed and

no archaeological sites or historic properties were identified, although two historic

~ archaeological isolates were found and documented, consisting of piled hasalt
cobbles and scatier of historic debris previously disturbed by power line construction

and logging.

Conclusion:
This project is consistent with these goals and policies.

XI. STATUTES/CODES:

Skamania County Code Title 21 — Zoning
Chapter 21.64 — Unmapped Classification (UNM)
21.64.020 ~ Alfowable Uses
In the areas classified as Unmapped, all uses which have not been
declared a nuisance by statute, resolution, ordinance, or court of

Jurisdiction are allowable. The standards, provisions, and condlitfons of
this title shall not apply to unmapped areas.

Finding:
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1,036 acres of this project Is unzoned and therefore there are no restricted uses.
Utility facilities and utility substations have not been declared a nuisance by a known
Washington State Court or by local ordinance or resolution or by any known state or
federal statutes,

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with the zoning designation of UNM,

Chapter 21,56 — Resource Production Zone Classification (FOR/AG 10 & 20}
21.56.030 — Conditional Uses

(C) Semi-public facilities and utilities

Finding:

Apprommateiy 127 acres’ of this pm]ect is located: wsthm the: FOR/AG 20

“zoning classification: The “AY string of the project within this zoning ™

classification. The “A” string includes seven turbines. All other proposed

turbiries are outside of thé zoned area. Semi-public facilities and utilitiés aré

a conditional use within this zoning designation. The applicant would need to
submit a conditional use application for review by the Hearing Examiner for
approval of this project if the County was conducting the project review. Conditional
use permits are reviewed and issued by the County Hearing Examiner.

Chapter 21.36 — Residential 5 Zone Classification (R5)
21.36.031 — Conditional Uses
(G) Semi-public facilities

Finding:

The proposed alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance Building is
located approximately 0.9 acres from the project site on a parcel zoned Residential
5. The proposed maintenance yard would be approximately 5 acres. Semi-public
facilities are a conditional use within this zoning designation. The applicant would
need to submit a conditional use application for review by the Hearing Examiner for
approval of this project if the County was conducting the project review. Conditional
use permits are reviewed and issued by the County Hearing Examiner.

21.16.070 - Hearing Examiner - Duties and Responsibilities
The Hearing Examiner shall hear and decide;

A. Applications for conditional uses. Conditional uses are those uses, which may
or may not be compatible with permitted uses in a specific zoning
designation. If the Hearing Examiner determines the use is not comnpatible
with permitted or existing uses in the spedific area of the proposed tise then
the proposed use shall be denied, Alternatively, if the Hearing Examiner
determines that the proposed use is compatible with permiited and existing
uses in the specific area of the proposed use then the proposed use then the
proposed use may be approved or approved with conditions to make it make
it compatible with the area.

1. In determining whether the use is compatible with the area, the
proposed use shall:

11



a. Be either compatible with other uses in the surrounding area
or is no more incompatible than are other outright permitted
uses in the applicable zoning district; '

Finding: .
The proposal is to install up to 50 wind turbines on a parcel of land in
unincorporated Skamania County, 1,036 acres are unzoned, and 127 acres are
zoned FOR/AG 20. The Operations and Maintenance Building will either be
located on the project site adjacent to the substation or in an area off Willard
Road approximately 0.9 miles from the project area and is zoned R5. The entire
proposal is located within the Conservancy Comprehensive Plan Designation,
with the exception of the alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance
building which is located in Rural Lands I1.

- ‘Unzoned-areas ‘of: Skamania Couhty and- the Conservancy-Comprehensive Plan -
Designation allow for public utility facilities and utility substations: The FOR/AG
20 and the R5 zoning districts list semi-public utility facilities and utility
substations as a conditional usé arid allow public facilities outright with ho

- additional zoning review being required.

The surrounding areas are located within the Conservancy Desighation, as well
as the Rural Lands II Designation, both of which allow public utility facilities and
utility substations. The property is currently uses for commercial forestry
activities, and these activities will be allowed to continue once the turbines are
constructed. Cell towers, high-voltage transmission lines and rock quarries exist
in the area. There is a small portion of the project site that abuts Residential 10
(R10) zoning, which also lists semi-public utilities as conditional use.

Conclusion:
The proposal is compatible with other uses within the area, both within the

Comprehensive plan designation and the zoning designation.

b, Not materially endanger the health, safety, and welfare of the
surrounding communily to an extent greater than that
assaciated with other permitted uses in the applicable zoning
district.

Finding:
The subject parcel is located in a geological hazard area due to the slope and soil
type and requires a geotechnical assessment report.

The applicant is required to show proof of potable water and obtain an on-site
septic system permit from the Skamania County Community Development
Department through the building permit process. The proposal includes
bathroom and kitchen facilities located in the Operation and Maintenance

Building.

EFSEC has required an EIS to be prepared and will ultimately decide what
conditions of approval would be necessary for the project to be found to not
materially endanger the health, safety and welfare of the surrounding

12



community. By obtaining the water, septic and building permits, conducting the
geotechnical analysis and best management practices during construction, the
project could be found consistent with this provision.

Conclusion:
The proposal will not materially endanger the health, safety, and welfare of the

surrounding community.

¢. Nof cause the pedestrian and vehicular traffic associated with
the use to conilict with existing and anticipated traffic in the
neighborhood to an extent greater than that associated with
other permitted uses in the applicable zonirig district.

Finding:

. Access of the proposed site-would -be- prowded from State Route 14 to Cook- -

Underwood Road, Wiltard Road and with a new connection fo existing West Pit
Road, located on SDS Lumber Company and Broughton Lumber Company .

- property

All roadways that will be used for this proposal exist, with the exception of the
new connection from Willard to West Pit Road and access roads within the
project site boundaries, and some improvement will be necessary for the
transportation of the equipment and construction materials. Some intersection
improvements are needed to allow safe turning of construction and équipment
delivery vehicles. These improvements, as well as the added traffic, would not
degrade the existing levels of service at nearby intersections below minimum
standards. The applicant will consult with the Skamania County Public Works
Department regarding the sufficiency of roads and road upgrade reqguirement.
Other permitted uses include: single family residences in conjunction with forest
or farm management, recreational facilities, semi-public facilities and utilities,
saw mills, shake and shingle mills, chippers, pole and log yards, geothermal
energy facilities, aircraft landing fields, cluster developments, child mini day care
centers, and child day care centers.

Conclusion:
The proposal will not cause a conflict with existing pedestrian and vehicular

" raffic.

d. Be supported by adeguate service facifities and would not
adversely affect public services to the surrounding area.

Finding:

The proposal states that an Engineering, Procurement, and Construction {EPC)
contractor will prepare a safety plan that would apply to all personnel working
on-site. The plan would ensure compliance will all laws, ordinances, regulations
and standards concerning health and safety. An Environmental Compliance
Program would cover avoidance of sensitive areas during construction, waste
handling and storage, stormwater management, spill prevention and control, and
other components required by State and County regulations. An Emergency
Response Plan would be established to ensure employee safety from the

13



following: medical emergency, major power loss, fire, extreme weather,
earthquake, volcano, and bomb threat. This plan would be established prior to

construction.

‘Condition:
All safety plans and programs are required to be in place prior to construction.
These plans and programs should be included as a conditional of approval.

e, Not hinder or discourage the development of permitted uses
on neighboring properties in the applicable zoning district as a
result of the location, size, or height of the buildings,
- structures, walls, or requfred fences or screening vegetation o
a greater extent than other permitted uses in the applicable
Zoning district.
Findirigi =~ ST . :
The proposal is to install up to 50 wind.turbine structures on a project site
* spannirig partions of five parcels. This use Is cldsalfiedt as a seri-public utility -
facility within the FOR/AG 20 zoning designation. If the alternative location for
the Operations and Maintenance building were selected, the project would span
six parcels. This use is classified as a semi-public utility facility within the R5
zoning designation.

Other uses in the FOR/AG 20 zoning designation include, among otheys: forestry
practices and associated management activities of forest crop, commercial and
domestic agriculture, water resource management facilities, log sorting and
storage areas, etc. Other uses in the R5 zoning designation include, among
others: single-family dwellings, commercial and domestic agriculture, public
facility and utilities, and accessory equipment structures, etc.

Surrounding zoning includes FOR/AG 20, as well as R10 (Residential 10) and R5
outside of the NSA. To the south of the project area, inside the NSA, the
surrounding area is zoned Large Scale Agriculture, Cornmercial Forest, Small
Woodland and Open Space. Current uses surrounding the project site include
commercial forestry uses, agriculture including pear and apple orchards, and
three small, unincorporated residential communities and other agriculture related

dwellings.

Conclusion:
The proposal is compatible with other uses in the region and will not affect the

allowed uses on those parcels. The proposal states commercial forestry activities
will likely continue on the project site parcels as well.

£ Not be in conflict with the goals and policies expressed in the
current version of the County's comprehensive plan.

Finding:
As discussed above, the proposal is consistent with the Skamania County
Comprehensive Plan.
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2. Criteria for determining conditions to be imposed on conditional uses
shall be based on the health, safety, and general welfare of the
public, any environmental standards in force in Skamania County,
other applicable provisions set forth in this Title and shall be subject
to conditions which may include, but are not limited to the following;

a. Limiting the manner in which the use is conducted indluding
restricting the time an activity may take place, and restraints
to minimize such environmental effects as noise, vibration, air
pollution, giare, and odor, :

Finding:
The EIS and EFSEC will determine what conditions, if any, are required to be
implemented for this project.

b.=- Establishirig 3 special yard, opén space, Jot area or lot
dimensions. ‘ o

Finding: .
Not applicable

¢. Limiting the height, size, or location of a buiiding or other
structure.

Finding: ~ :

127 acres of this project site, which includes seven proposed turbines, is focated
within FOR/AG 20 zoning designation. Under the current FOR/AG 20 zoning
designation, the required front yard setback is 35-feet from the centerline of the
private road or 20-feet from the front property line with the front defined as the
fine which parallels a public road right-of-way or a private road easement, or that
line where a road, driveway, or access panhandle enters a lot. The required rear
setback under the current regulations is 20-feet from the rear lot fine with the
rear defined as the lot line which is opposite and farthest away from the front lot

line.

The alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance building is on land
designated Residential 5 (R-5). Under the current R5 zoning designation, the
required front yard setback is 50-feet from the centerline of the public road right-
of-way or 35-feet from the centerfine of a private road right-of-way, or 20-feet
from the property line, whichever is greater. The required rear setback is 20-feet
and the required side yard setbacks are 20-feet.

‘The remainder of this parcel, 1,036 acres, is unzoned and therefore has setbacks
as determined by the Building code list from Title 15. Building Code setback
requirements for un-zoned lots 12,500 square feet or larger is:

Front Yard: No building or accessory building shall be constructed closer than 45
feet from the centerline of the public road right-of-way or 35 feet from the
centerline of the private road (note including private driveways), or road or 15
feet from the front property line, whichever is greater;

Side Yard; On each side of the building or accessory building a side yard shall be
provided for not less than 5 feet; and
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Rear Yard: A rear yard shall be provided of not less than 15 feet, including
accessory buildings.

Conclusion:
Under the current regulations, the proposed location meets the minimum
requirements. However, EFSEC may require additional setbacks or micro siting

of turbines.

d. Designating the size, number, location, and nature of vehicle
access points. '

Finding: - : :

No new major roads are proposed at this time. Only a small connection from
Willard Road to West Pit Road will be constructed for access. Other proposed
roads include access roads within project boundaries: The EIS traffic studies and-
road design plan will determine ‘any requirements for, vehicle access points.

e. Increasing the amount of street dedication, roadway width, oF
improvements within the street right-of-way.

Finding: _
The EIS traffic studies and road design plans will determine the necessary road
improvements. No new roads are proposed at this time, other than the short
connectian from Willard Road to West Pit Road and roads within project

boundaries.

£ Limiting or otherwise desfgnating the number, size, focation,
height, and lighting of signs.
Finding:
Non-applicable

g. Limiting the location and intensity of outdoor lighting and
requiring it to be shielded.

Finding:

Lighting of turbine strings will need to meet Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) requirements. Lighting on buildings is requested to be hooded and
shielded. This is a request and not currently a requirement in the County zoning
code,

h. Requiring berming, screening, landscaping, or anather facility
to protect adjacent or nearby properties and designating
standards for its installation and maintenance.

Finding:

The residences closest to the project site are located approximately 0.48 mile
and 0.8 mile from proposed turbine locations. A new home site location has been
applied for, and would be approximately 2,000 feet (0.38 Mile) from the south
property line. The unincorporated community of Willard is located approximately
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2.25 miles northwest of the project site. The unincorporated community of Mill A
is also located near the project site, approximately 1.5 miles west of the site. The
homes near the project site are rural, primarily single family, between 30 and 50
years old, and low- to medium-density.

The residence closest to the alternative location for the Operations and
Maintenance building is approximately 0.25 miles.

Conclusion:

In order to protect adjacent and nearby properties, the applicant should only
excavate the minimum needed to install the wind turbines and accessory
‘structlres, and the Operations and Maintenarice facility; maintain existing trees,
and re-vegetate all undeveloped disturbed areas with native trees and shrubs
along the west and south lot lines. However, since this land is being used for
Commercial Forestry, the removal of timber in-conjunction with this operation
should ndt be restricted. S ER

i Dés‘i_qhaﬁﬁg? the height, locaz;fob, and materials for g fence.

Finding: ‘
EFSEC will determine if any fencing is required for safety and/or aesthetic
reasons.

J. - Protecting.and preserving exisling trees, vegetation, water
resources, wildiife habitat, or other significant natural, historic,
or cultural resources.

Finding:

The proposed project is located within a Class II Landslide Hazard Area and a
Class I Erosion Hazard Area due to the soil type and requires a geotechnical
assessment report. The entire project site is also located within elk winter range
habitat. Several streams exist on site, which would require buffers ranging
between 25’ to 50", There are no current County requirements to preserve trees
or vegetation outside of critical resource stream buffers. No cuitural or historic

resources found in database research.

Conclusion:
In order to prevent possible wind and water erosion, the applicant should use

Best Management Practices during alf phases of construction and replant all
undeveloped disturbed areas with native vegetation. The project requires a
geotechnical assessment report to address the landslide hazard on the property.
The applicant has already submitted a geotechnical assessment report, which
has not been reviewed by the County.

Skamania County Code Title 21A — Critical Areas

21A.04,010 - General Provisions

A. REIATIONSHIP TO SHORELINES MANAGEMENT MASTER PLAN AND
SHORFLINES MANAGEMENT ACT PERMITS ORDINANCE,
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In event of any conflict between this Title and regulations contained in the
Shorelines Ordinance, those regufations that provide greater protection of
Critical Areas shall apply.

Finding:

There are several streams located on the subject parcel. The proposal is to erect
up to 50 wind turbine structures, No stream located on-site is a Shoreline of
Countywide or Statewide significance and therefore the Skamania County
Shoreline Management Program does not apply.

Conclusion:
Skamania County Critical Areas Ordinance, Title' 21A, provides the greatest
protection to the critical areas and only applies outside of the National Scenic
__Area. .
" 21A.04,030 - STREAMS, CREEKS AND RIVERS
. (4) Buffer Widths .
T (B) L undisturbed buffers shall be preserved arouiid aff
reguiated streams, creeks and rivers.
(c) The required width of undisturbed buffer areas shall
depend upon the class of water represented by the
stream, creek or river protected, the type or scale of use
or development proposed by an applicant and the
vegetative community adjacent to the water body. -
(iv) For Class IV streams, creeks and rivers, the
standard buffer zone width shall be 50 feet.
(v) For Class V streams, creeks and rivers, the
standard buffer zone width shall be 25 feet.

Finding:

The proposed project area includes several streams ranging from a 25" to 50
undisturbed buffer requirement. The proposal states that no new construction
would occur within wetlands, streams, or associated buffers. Most of the existing
road improvements in these regulated fish and wildlife protection areas do not
exceed the allowed expansion threshold (100% or less of the original footprint).

West Pit Road is an existing logging road that will be used to access the site. The

" road was originally 8 to 12 feet in width, and has been widened to approximately
20 to 26 feet in width. Further widening of sections of the road Is proposed to
25-feet in width, with 5’ shoulders on each side. Also proposed is the widening of
the existing culvert across the Class V stream on West Pit Road. No Critical Areas
Variance will be required if the expansion/widening is less than 100% of the
original size. If the expansion is greater than 100%, a Critical Areas Variance will
be required.

Conclusion:

Maintaining critical areas buffers would be a condition of approval. If any
expansion of existing roadways or culverts occurs within critical area buffers that
are greater than 100% of the original size, a Critical Areas Variance will be
required.
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The applicant has already had a wetland delineation report prepared for the
project. This report has not been reviewed by Skamania County at this time.

21A.05.050 ~ Fences in Deer and Fik Winter Range
(A) New development permits issued by the County shall include a
requirement that, in deer and elk winter range, construction of new and
replacement fences shall be stubject to the following:

1 New fences in deer and elk winter range shall be allowed only
when necessary to control livestock or pets or to exclude wildlife
from spedified areas, such as gardens or orchards. Fenced areas
shall be the minimum necessary to meet the needs of the project
applicant,

2. New and replacemnent fences in winter. range shall comply W/fh the .

- - following, ‘unfess. the app//cant demonstrates the need for ar -
alternative desian, .

a The top wire shall not be more than 42 inches. hfgh to

 “make it easier for deer to Jump over the fence,

b. The distance between the top two wires shall be at Jeast
10 inches to make it easier for deer and to free themselves
Jf they become entangled.

«. The bottom wire shall be at least 16 inches above the
ground to allow fawns to crawl under the fence. It should
consist of smooth wire because barbs often injure animals
as they craw! under the fence.

d. Stays or braces placed between strands of wire shaf/ be
positioned between fence posts where deer are most likely
to cross. Stays create a more rigid fence, which allows
deer a better change fo wiggle free if their hind legs
become caught between the top two wires.

3. Woven wire fences may be authorized only when a praoject
applicant clearly demonstrates that such a fence is required to
meet his or her specific needs, such as controffing fhiogs and
sheep.

Finding:
EFSEC will determine if any fencing is required for safety and/or aesthetic
reasons.

Conclusion:
If EFSEC requires fencing, a condition of approval would be to follow the above

guidelines for fencing within deer and elk winter range.

The proponent has already had a wildlife survey completed. This report has not
been reviewed by Skamania County at this time.

21.A.06 Geologically Hazardous Areas

21A.06.010 Frosion Hazard Areas
A, Class I Frosion Hazard Areas:
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Class I Erosion Hazard Areas (EHAs) area areas that are subject to
severe development constraints due to a site’s susceplibility to
erosion from wind and/or water,

Class I EHAs are identified in the Soil Survey of Skamania County
Areas, Washington, prepared by the United States Department of
Agricuiture, Soif Conservation Service, as having an index of greater
than or equal {0 3.75

214.06.020 Landslide Hazard Areas
A. Class IT Landslide Hazard Areas (LHAs) are areas with slopes 20%
and 30% thHat are undetiain by soils that consist largely of sift, clay or
bedrock, and all areas with slopes greater than 30%.

D Class T LHAs shaf/ be /dentif“ od usmg the’Soil Survey V of Skaman/a
. Cournity Aréas, Washington, prepared by the United States.
Department of Agriculture, Soif Conservation Service, Department
personhel shall make 3 preliminary determination of percentage of
slope. The applicant shall verify soil type and precise percentage of
sfope.

Finding:
The proposed project site is located within a Class I Erosion Hazard Area and a
Class II Landslide Hazard Area under Skamania County Critical Areas Ordinance
Title 21A. The resource maps indicate that the subject parcels have slopes
ranging from zero percent to over 40%. As such, this requires a geotechnical
assessment report be completed for the proposed project. A geotechnical
assessment report is prepared by a Washington state licensed hydrologist or
geologist and requires the following, at minimum:
a. A description of the topography, surface and subsurface
hydrology, 50ils geology, and vegetation of the site;
b. An evaluation of the analysis area’s inherent erosion
hazards;
¢. A site plan of the area delmeatmg all areas of the site
subject to erosion hazard; and
d. Proposed mitigation measures to be implemented by the
applicant, including, but not limited to, minimizing site
disturbance or grading, implementing erasion control
measures, such as the retention of existing vegetation and
controlling surface water drainage through stormwater
retention and detention systems.

- Conclusion:
The proposal discusses submitting a geotechnical assessment report and

performing soil borings on site. This report must be reviewed and approved by
Skamania County and would be a condition of approval.

The applicant submitted a Geotechnical Assessment Report, which has not been
reviewed by the County at this time.
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Skamania County Code Title 22 — National Scenic Area

The original proposal included road improvements on existing roadways within the
National Scenic Area. However, the amended proposal changes the access roads and road
improvements to roadways nof located within the National Scenic Area. Therefore, as
currently proposed, no National Scenic Area review would be completed and is not

required.

Skamania County Code Title 24 — Clearing & Grading

| 24.02.50

Applicability

Unless exempted under SCC Section -24.02.060, no person shall perform any

grading activity without having first obtained a permit from the Department.
Exemnption from the permit process shafl not refieve any person the requirement
-for /nsta//af/on of appropriate erosfon control. measures- for -their- project; "No

. permit or exemption granted pursuant to this titlé shalf remove an applicant’s
obligation_ to comply in afl respects with the applicable prowsxons of any other
federdl, state, or local law or reguiation. )

24.02.060

Fxemptions

The following activities are exempt #om the permit requirements of this title.
Materials from exempted excavalions may require a separate permit for
placement as fill.

A

‘Mining, quarrying, excavating, processing, or stockpiling activities of. rock,

sand, gravel, or clay if such operations are authorized by a valid Department
of Natural Resources Surface Mine Reclamation Permit or Skamania County
Conditional Use Permit or other provision of Skamania County Code.
All State Department of Natural Resources regulated Class 1, I, 11, or IV
special forest practice activity conducted in accordance with Chapter 76.09
RCW and WAC Title 222, _
Grading, clearing, filling or excavation of less than 500 cubic yards, only if
located outside Critical Areas (S5CC Title 21A) and regulated Shorelines (SCC
Title 20).
Emergency actions which must be undertaken immediately or for which there
Is insufficient tirne for full compliance with this title in the event that:
1. There is an imminent threat to public health or safety.
2. There is imminent danger to public or private property;
3. There is an imminent threat of serious environmental degradation;
a. A person or agency determines that the need o (ake
emergency action is so urgent that there is not sufficient time
for review by the Departrment; such emergency action may be
taken immediately. Any person or agency undertaking such
action shall notify the Department within one working day
following the commencernent of the emergency action.
Following such notification the Department shall determine if
the action taken was within the scope of the emergency
actions aflowed in this subsection. If the Department
determines that the action taken or part of the action taken is
beyond the scope of allowed emergency action, enforcement
action is authorized, as outiined in SCC Section 24.02.120.
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b. If the action taken qualifies as an emergency, and would have
- otherwise required a grading permit under this Title, then an
application for a grading permit will be submitted with in 30
days following the emergency event. = The application
requirements, review, Jssuance, and Inspections will be
conditioned as outiined in this Title.
E. All exemptions as enumerated in the Critical Area and Shoreline Ordmances
F. Nothing herein may interfere or overrule the Right to Farm Ordinance.
G. Nothing in this ordinance shall be retroactive and all current prOJea‘s are
hereby vested

Finding: o : Co - .
The proposal will include excavation work to instalf concrete foundations wrth a diameter

of up to approximately 60 feet for each wind turbine. The Collector System will disturb
-an area apprOX{mately 30 feet in width, with 8.5 miles of underground coliector cable -

trenches proposed. Approximately 2.4 miles of niew gravel access roads will be -

constructed for ;onst;uctaon, maintenance and operation as part of the proposal.

Conclusuon

As the volume and area of the clearing activities exceeds the exemption amount of
volume and/or area, the applicant/property owner is required to obtain a Clearing and
Grading Permit under SCC Section 24.02.050. EFSEC will make a determination on what

conditions of approval are necessary.

24.02.070  Application Requiremnents
Unless exempted under SCC Section 24.02.060, all persons proposing to conduct
grading and/or clearing activity within the jurisdictional boundaries of
unincorporated Skamania County shall first apply for a grading permit. The
applicant shall obtain a grading permit in conformance with this title prior to any
grading activity.
A. The permit application shall at a minimum include the following:

1. A completed application, signed by the property owner and the
applicant, a vicinity map, environmental checklist (if required),
and any relevant supplemental information required by the
Director.

Grading plans as described in SCC Section 24.02.080.

A full identification and written description of the work (o be

covered by the permit for which the application is made.

A timeline for completion of the project.

Non-refundable application fee as determined by resolution of the
~ Board of County Commissioners.

N

R

Finding:
The applicant/property owner does not meet the exempt criteria for a Clearing and
grading permit and is therefore required to submit a Clearing and Grading permit

application.
Conclusion:

The proposed project will require a Clear and Grading permit application, which would
be a condition of approval.
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The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare
detailed clearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and
approval prior to the start of construction. These plans will substantively comply with
SCC Title 24 standards.

A.  Granting of Permits

Conclusion:

1 After an application has been filed and reviewed the Director shall

ascertain whether such proposed grading work complies with the
provisions of this title. If the application and plans so comply, or if
they are corrected or amended so as to comply, and the proposal is
consistent with all other relevant counzy coa’es, the D!fECfOf 5/73//
fssue a grading permnit.

The applicant/property owner shall maintain the approved grading

_ plans and permit available on the site, and provide an individual copy
. . o any dgrading contractor who will be-working-at the site;
A grading permiit shall be valid for a peiiod of two. years from the date

of permit fssuance, only for the grading work applied for. An
extehsion may be granted for an-additional 12 months for spetial =
circumstances. Request for extensions shall be submitted in writing
to the Department prior to expiration of the current permit, setting
forth the reasons and justification for the request. No permit may be
extended more than once. Renewal of permits may be accomplished
with existing plans and reports, if no changes are being made to the
proposal, and no new significant issues.are raised during the review. -

In order to be in compliance with this section of the Clearing and Grading Ordinance, a
condition of approval should be that the permit and grading plans are available on site
and that the grading permit is valid for two years.

24.02.080

Grading Plan

An application for clearing and grading shafl be accompanied by a grading plan.
If the clearing and grading project involves engineered grading, than an
engineered grading plan based on an engineering report or an engineering
geology report shall be submitted with the application. Engineered grading plans
shall be prepared and stamped by an engineering geologlst, geotechnical
engineer andyor cvil engineer licensed to work in the State of Washington.
Grading within a geological hazard critical area may require a geotechnical
assessment report in compliance with the Critical Area Protection Ordinance (SCC
Title 21A). A grading plan shall include:

A An easily reproducible drawing at a scale of appropriate size to show

B,
C
D

location and details of all cuts and all fills including depth and finished
stopes of alf cuts and all fills.

. A general vicinfly map of the area and site plan of the project.

North arrow.

. Dimensions and focation of subject property boundary fines, location of
the permit area boundary, existing and proposed roads, or driveways,
easements, natural or man made bodies of water and drainages, critical
areas, shorefines, and any existing or proposed strtictures, wells or seplic
systems on the site, and the distance between such features.
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E. Bodies of water, critical areas, structures, wells and septic systems on
adjacent property and lving within 50 feet of the subject grading activity
boundary that could be affected by the proposed grading operations.

F. Location and dimensions of buffer areas to be maintained or established,
and location and description of proposed erosion-control devices or
structures.

G. Map drawn with contour intervals (5 foot or less) that adequately depict
existing and proposed slope for the proposal.

H, Total guantities, in cubic yards, and type of cut and fill material, including
on-site grading material, and imported material. Cross section drawings
that include:

1. Maximum depth of Blf and maximum height of cuts.

2. Existing and proposed buildings and their setbacks from cut or 1 //
slopes. )
Existing grades extencﬁng a minimum of 20 feet beyond the scope

. Oof work.

fFinished grades of cuts and f s exz‘endm_q d m/n/mum of 20 feet

" beyond the scope of work.

Retaining walls and the aq’zacen[ grade at-Jeast 20 feet on either
side of the wall(s).

6. Grades of all existing cut and fill areas expressed as a ratio of

horizontal to vertical slope.

L The disposal site for excavated material. Off-site dfsposa/ may require 3
separate grading permit:.

woeR W

1. The location of proposed erosion and sedimentation control measures
showing compliance with the requirements of SCC Section 24.02.090.

K. Detailed plans of all surface and subsurface drainage devices, walls,
cribbing, dams, berms, settliing ponds, or other water or erosion controf
devices to be utilized as a part of the proposed work.

L. Any recommendations included in an engineering geology or geotechnical
assessment or report for grading or developing the property. If required,
assessment and reports shall be completed in compliance with SCC Title
21A prior to issuance of a dearing and grading permit.

Finding:

Under Skamania County's Critical Area Ordinance (Title 21A), the subject parcel is
designated as a Class I Erosion Hazard Area due to the soil susceptibility to wind and
water erosion and a portion of the subject parcel is designated as a Class II Landslide
Hazard Area due to 20% slopes underfain with clay type soils. A geotechnical
assessment report is required for the proposed project. The project is further required
to have effective erosion control measures in place during all phases of the project.

A geotechnical report has been prepared for this project, but has not been reviewed by
Skamania County at this time.

Conclusion:
The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare
detailed clearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and
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approval prior to the start of construction. These plans will substant:veky comply with
SCC Title 24 standards.

24. 02.090

Grading Standards

Unless otherwise recommended in an approved solls engineering or engineering
geology report, grading shall conform to the following standards. Erosion controf
measures may be installed as oullined in iis litle unlfess otherwise

recornmended by a project engineer,

A.

Appropriate erosion control meastires shall be instafled prior to any
grading activity. All erosion controf measures shall be maintained in place
until vegetation is established for suitable erosion and sedimentation
control, No sediment from grading operations shall be permitted to leave
the site or enter any surface waters or wetfands. If the grading activity
timeline includes winter months, then a "winter shutdown” standard for

site erosion control will-be provided by the applicant. : 5

- Sftes shall have a, finished grade -that drains .away- from. sz‘rucrura/

foundatfons for a minimurm of 10 feet.

__A;’/ sites shall be clearied upor project. complétion; inicluding instalfation of
permanent native grass seeding, /andscapmg, or other organic means of

erosion controf,

Cuts or fills of five feet in depth or greater shall be set back from property
lines by a minimum of 25 feet. This can be decreased with appropriate
engineering. Setback dimensions shall be horizontal d/stances measured

-perpendicular to the site boundary.

The top of cut slopes shall not be made nearer to a perm/f 3red boundary
line than one fifth of the vertical height of cut with a minimum of two feet
and a maximum of 10 feet. The setback needs fo be increased for any
requfred interceptor drains.

The toe to fill sfopes shall be made not nearer to the permit area
boundary fine than one-half the height of the slope with a minimum of
two feet and a maximum of 20 feet.

The Director may approve alternate setbacks at the request of the
applicant.  In approving these alternate setbacks, the Director may
require an investigation and recommendation by a qualified engineer or
engineering geologist to demonstrate that the intent of this section fias
been satisfied.

Any proposed finished slope that is steeper than two horizontal to one
vertical shall be engineered,

The ground surface shall be prepared to receive fill by removing all
organic material, non-complying ffl, and scarifving topsoil,

Solid Waste as defined in this chapter, and detrimental amounts of
organic material shalf not be used as fill materials.

Fill slopes shall not be constructed on natural or cut slopes steeper than
two units horizontal in one unit vertical (50 percent slope) uniess the
permittee furnishes a geotechnical engineering or an engineering geology
report or both, stating that the site has been investigated and giving an
opinion that a cut at a steeper slope will be stable and not create a
hazard to public or private property.

At the request of the applicant, the Director may approve the use of
afternate grading standards. These approvals shall be based on sound
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engineering practices and may require the submiltal of additional
documentation, reports, or testing.

M. No grading shall obstruct or alter any existing natural drainage way,

N

Finding:

stream, or any other natural body of water,
No grading shall alter or increase surface drainage onlo any adjacent

properties.

The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare
detailed clearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and
approval prior to the start of construction.

Conclusion:

These plans w;!l substantlvely com ply w1th SCC T[tle 24 standards

24.02. 100

Gradmg Inspectzon

Grading projects for which a permlt fs requ;red 5/75// be subject to mspecf/on by -

" the Director. A ficénsed Washington State professional engineer shall provide’™

professional inspections of grading operations if engineering /s required
elsewhere in this title. An inspection schedule shall be established for eachi

project prior to permit issuance based on the foflowing:

A

A civil engineer . shall provide "professipnal inspections within such
engineer’s area of technical specialty, which shall consist of observation
and review as to the establishment of line, grade and surface drainage of .
the developrnent area. If revised plans are required during the course of
the work, they shall be prepared by the civif engineer.

A geotechnical engineer and/or engineering geologist shail provide
professional inspection within such engineer’s area of technical specialty,
which shall include observation during grading and testing for required
compaction. The engineer shall provide sufficient observation during the

. preparation of the natural ground and placement in accordance with the

m o

conditions of the approved plan and the appropriate requirements of this
titte,  He or she shall also provide professional inspection of any
excavation to determine if condftions encountered are in conformance
with the approved report or plan. Revised recommendations relating to
conditions differing from the approved engineering geology or
geotechnical repoits shalf be submitted to the permittee, the Department,
and the civil engineer.

The permittee shall be responsible for the work being performed in
accordance with the approved plans and spedifications and in
conformance with the provisions of the title. When approved by the
Director, the permittee may engage consuftants, ff required, to provide
professional inspections on a timely basis. The permittee shall act as a
coordinator between the consultants, the contractor and the Departrment.
In the event of changing conditions, the permittee shall be responsible
for informing the Department of such change and shafl provide revised
plans for approval.

The Department may inspect the project in various stages of work.

It in the course of fulfilling their respective duties under this title, the civil
engineer, geotechnical engineer, or engineering geologist finds that the
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work is not being done in conformarnce with this title or approved grading
plans, the discrepancies shall be reported in writing within three working
days [o the permittee and to the Department.

F. If the civil engineer, geotechnical engineer, or engineering geologist of
record is changed during grading, the work shall be stopped until the
replacement has agreed in writing to accept the responsfbility within the
area of technical competence for approval upon completion of the work.
It shall be the duty of the permittee to notify the Department in writing of
such a change prior to the recommencement of such grading.

Finding:

- The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare
detailed clearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and
approval pr:or to the start of constructson

‘Conclusion: . :
_These plans w;li substantivefy compiy thh SCCTitle 24 standards
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BOARD OF SKAMANIA COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Meeting of December 22, 2009

The Board met at 8:49 a.m. on Tuesday, December 22, 2009 at the Coramissioner’s Meeting Room, 240
NW Vancouver Avenue in Stevenson, with Commissioners James D, Richardson, Chair, Jamie Tolfree and
Paul Pearce present for a staff meeting, Discussion included Auditor appointment, training, scheduling,
probation department, and contracts, with no action taken, '

The meeting recessed at 9:10 a.m.

The meeting was called to order at 9:35 a.m. Tuesday, December 22, 2009 at the Commissioner’s Meeting
Room, 240 NW Vancouver Avenue in Stevenson, with Commissioners James D, Richardson, Chair, Jamie
Tolfree and Paul Pearce present, opening with the Pledge of Allegiance,

Commissioner Tolfree moved, seconded by Commissioner Pearce and motion carried unanimously to

approve the Consent Agenda as follows:

1. Mimutes for week of December 15, 2009.

2. Appoint Tony Coates to serve in Position 3-A on the Planning Commission for a term expiring
August 31, 2013,

3. Agreement with the Department of General Administration, amendment #3, rescinding and
cancelling the remainder of the obligations under original agreement #2007-751, to be replaced by
new agreement #2009-712 for Hot Springs Avenue reconstruction project.

4. Agreement with Department of General Administration #2009-712 to provide contract administration
services for Hot Springs Avenue reconstruction project,

5. Agreement with Washington State Parks and Recreation Commission to provide funding for
snowmobile and sno-park enforcement services during the winter months.

6. Agrcement with Washington State Patrol, amendment #1, to increase the amount by $1,869.33 for
the Domestic Marijuana Eradication/Suppression Program,

- 7. Contract with JWC Construction LLC, amendment #6, to increase the amount by $35,289.49 for

change orders related to the new Rock Creek Community Services Building and remode} of the
existing Rock Creek Recreation Center.

8. - Contract with McNealy Excavation, Inc for snow plowing of roads in District 1, as directed by the
County Road Superintendent and/or his Foreman.

9. Contract with Olson Engineering, Inc, amendment #5, to revise scope of work, extend the term to

June 30, 2010, and increase funding by $3,400 for additional Courthouse surveying.

10 Contract with Wallis Engineering, amendment #1, to modify the scope of work for engineering

services for the design of the Cape Hom Trail-SR 14 Pedestrian Underpass project.

“11. Resolution 2009-54 Certification of Land Use Consistency Review for the amended application for

the Whistling Ridge Wind Energy Project, and repealing Resolution 2009-22 in its entirety,
12, Resolution 2009-56 establishing 2010 Holidays.

The Board participated in a phone conference with Tova Cochrane of Underwood Conservation District
(UCD) and Joe Wecks of the Department of Natural Resources regarding grant agreement JAA#10-182
for wildfire hazard reduction programs and projects oversight. All were in agreement that UCD could
utilize the remaining funds via a memorandum of understanding with the County to continue the
programs, :

~ Sally Mansur, WSU Cooperative Extension staff reported on administration, 4-H, natural resource and
small farm enterprises, Rural Family Economic Success, and the Wildfire Prevention Project.
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The Board reviewed and discussed requests from Junior Taxing Districts for distribution of
approximately $9,800 in remaining PUD Privilege Taxes. Commissioner Pearce moved, seconded by
Commissioner Tolfree and motion carried unanimously to distribute $2,500 to Fire District #6, and the
remaining amount to Fire District #1, provided that Fire District #1 purchased the equipment in their
request no later than June 1, 2010; with the caveat that if Fire District #1 did not meet the purchase
deadline of June 1, 2010, then the remaining amount would be distributed as follows: Fire District #1 -
$1,500, Fire Dlstnct #5, $2,400, and Home Valley Waier, $2,000.

Department Heads presented the following reports,

* Terry Blaisdell, Central Services Director reported on various projects.

*  Karen Witherspoon, Community Development Director reported on Planning Commission At-Large
vacancy, National Scenic Area, Swift Interim Zoning and Unzoned Land Moratorium, and Public
Participation Plan.

* Kirby Richards, Community Health Director reported on chemical dependency, mental health,
developmental disabilities, and public health.

*  Scoft Pinco, Facilities and Recreation Director reported on facility construction projects, events and
aclivities,

* Larry Douglass, Public Works Director reported on slides, Rock Creek material hauling project, State
Road 14 pedestrian tunnels, and Engineering Division and County Road projects.

*  Marilyn Butler, Senior Services Director/Risk Manager reported on home care monitoring,
luncheons, HIN1 Flu clinic, financial sofiware implementation, year-end close outs, office closure,
and the availability of a 2009 mini-van,

The meeting recessed at 10:27 a.m. and reconvened at 10 40 a.m, w1th Commissioners Richardson,

~ Tolfrec and Pearce present.

Buzz Davis, Safety Committee representative reported on the Safety Committee meeting of December
10, 2009, The Board reviewed and discussed the following reports:

*  Report #2009-E-20. Commissioner Pearce moved, seconded by Commissioner Tolfree and motion

carried unanimously to agree with the Safety Committee’s findings and recommendations.
* Report #2009-E-21, Commissioner Pearce moved, seconded by Commissioner Tolfree and motion
carried unanimously to agree with the Safety Committee’s findings and recommendations,

The Board discussed an expense voucher for a Senior Services employee for reimbursement for the

purchase of gift cerfificates, with no action taken.

- The Board participated in & workshop with Noxious Weed Control to discuss district boundaries and

grants, with no action taken,

‘Paul Spencer reported his attendance at a Rural Voices for Conservation Coalition meeting on December
7-9, 2009. Commissioner Tolfree and Paul Spencer agreed io serve on the Biomass Working Group

subcommittee and the Rural Conservation-Based Economic Development Working Group subcommittee.

The meeting recessed at 11:26 a.m. and reconvened at 11:34 a.m. with Commissioners Richardson,
Tolfree and Pearce present. :

The Board participated in a- workshop with Public Works fo discuss Building Code fees, with no action
taken,

The board met in executive session regarding personne! from 11:48 a.m. until 12:03 p.m., with no action
taken.
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The meeting recessed at 12:03 p.m. and reconvened at 1:03 p.m. with Commissioners Richardson,
Tolfree and Pearce present,

The Board participated in a workshop with Community Development to discuss a performance audit,
food contract, training, and Courthouse Annex pre-move, with no action taken,

The meeting recessed at 1:15 p.m. and reconvened at 1:30 p.m. with Commissioners Richardson, Tolfree
and Pearce present.

The Board interviewed Teri Wyckoff for the appointment of County Auditor, with no action taken,

The meeting recessed at 2:00 p.m. and reconvened at 2:30 p.m. with Commissioners Richardson, Tolfiee
and Pearce present, -

The Board interviewed Heidi Penner for the appointment of County Auditor, with no action taken.

The meeting recessed at 3:05 p.m. and reconvened at 3:32 p.m. with Commissioners Richardson, Tolfree
and Pearce present.

The Board interviewed Tim Todd for the appointment of County Auditor, with no"action taken,

The meeting recessed at 3:56 p.m, and reconvened at 3:59 p.m, with Commissioners Richardson, Tolfree
and Pearce present, :

The Board discussed election costs for the May 20, 2008 Special Election for Washougal School District
#112-6, Commissioner Pearce moved, seconded by Commissioner Tolfree and motion carried
unanimously, with reference to the above Special Election, that-the bill submitted by the Auditor to the
Treasurer for election costs in the amount of $26,502.24 be reduced by $7,147.25, the amount of the
-Auditor’s salary, and said amount be transferred from the Election Reserve Fund to the Washougal
School District Junior Taxing District Fund, :

The meeting adjourned at 4:05 p.m. Tuesday, December 22, 2009,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the &2 day of January, 2010, I served a true and correct copy of the
foregoing MOTION TO INTERVENE by first-class mail, postage-prepaid on the
following person(s):

Gary K. Kahn Nathan Baker, Staff Attorney
Reeves, Kahn & Hennessy Friends of the Columbia Gorge
PO Box 86100 522 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 720
Portland, OR 97286-0100 Portland, OR 97204-2100

- Peter S, Banks, County Prosecutor J. Richard Aramburu
Skamania County Courthouse Aramburu & Eustis, LLP
PO Box 790 720 Third Avenue, Suite 2112

Stevenson, WA 98648-0790 Seattle, WA 98104-1860

1\%\40 | MZMAHAN

OSBN 624/WSBA No. 16377
Attorne r Whistling Ridge Energy, LL.C
Intervenqy-Respondent
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