SEPA1 Environmental Checklist

Purpose of checklist

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization, or
compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental impact
statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

Instructions for applicants

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please answer
each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult with an
agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use “not applicable” or “does not apply”
only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown. You may also attach
or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate answers to these questions
often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of time
or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal or its

environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your answers or
provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant adverse impact.

Instructions for lead agencies

Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to evaluate the
existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse impacts. The checklist
is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to make an adequate
threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is responsible for the
completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable parts
of sections A and B, plus the Supplemental Sheet for Nonproject Actions (Part D). Please completely answer all
guestions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or site" should be read as
"proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead agency may exclude (for non-
projects) questions in “Part B: Environmental Elements” that do not contribute meaningfully to the analysis of
the proposal.

! https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/Checklist-guidance
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A.Background

Find help answering background questions?

1.

10.

11.

Name of proposed project, if applicable:
Horse Heaven Wind Farm
Name of applicant:

Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC

. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

Dave Kobus

Date checklist prepared:

January 14, 2025

Agency requesting checklist:

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC)

Proposed timing of schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

As described in EFSEC’s Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)

Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

No

List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal.

Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Horse Heaven Wind Farm (EFSEC, 2023)

Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.

No
List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.
Site Certification Agreement from EFSEC (already issued)

Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the
size of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you
to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on
this page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional specific information
on project description.)

An existing groundwater well, owned by the Washington Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) and known as the Gould Well, will be used to provide water during construction and
operation of the Horse Heaven Wind Farm. Leasing of this water represents a change to

2 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-A-Background
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water rights that DNR had previously placed in the Temporary Trust Water Right Program in
2022. The well itself is an existing well, owned by DNR, and water rights will continue to be
owned and maintained by DNR. Horse Heaven Wind Farm will purchase water from DNR
under contract. As described in the FEIS, up to approximately 220,000 gallons per day on
average would be used during construction. At 50 weeks per year, 6 days per week, this
would total up to approximately 66 million gallons per year that would be purchased by the
Certificate Holder from DNR and transported to the Project site to mix concrete, treat roads
to manage fugitive dust, and store water for fire prevention

Figure 1, attached to this SEPA checklist, shows the location of the Gould Well relative to
the Horse Heaven Wind Farm (facilities as depicted in the Final ASC for Turbine Option 1;
Figure 2.3-1, Scout, September 2023). The following components will be installed to allow
use of the well for construction and operation of the Horse Heaven Wind Farm or for other
future unrelated purposes to be determined and governed by DNR:

e Existing intact well to be cleaned out and new pump machinery installed

e Gravel access road leading from Sellards Road to the well location will be
installed

e Graveled yard will be installed to allow truck turnaround and placement of
temporary water storage tanks; temporary storage tanks will be removed
at the end of construction, unless otherwise determined by DNR

e A new overhead distribution line will be installed, to be owned and
operated by Benton Rural Electric Cooperative. The new line will run along
the western property line, generally following the new gravel access road
to provide power to the well pump.

Well upgrades will also serve other users, such as the farmer who leases the DNR land on
which the well is located, as he will be able to purchase water from DNR to irrigate nearby
crops.

Although use of water sourced from wells fed by regional aquifers was identified in the Final
EIS (see e.g. Final EIS, p. 4-69), the EIS analysis did not specifically address use of the Gould
Well. As a result, supplemental information is provided to demonstrate that use of this well
would not substantially change the analysis of significant impacts and alternatives in the
Final EIS, as allowed under WAC 197-11-706.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the
precise location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section,
township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the
range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and
topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by
the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any
permit applications related to this checklist.

Benton County, DNR Gould Well, located on Parcel 136851000000000. Township 8N, Range
25EWM, Section 36, NW1/4NE1/4. See Figure 1.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY ON WHICH WATER IS USED

All within: NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T.8N, R.25 EWM; and within sections or portions thereof within T.9N, R26
EWM and T.9N, R27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R.26 EWM and T.8N, R.27 EWM and T.7N, R.26 EWM
and T.7N, R.27 EWN and T.8N, R.28 EWM and T.7N, R.28 EWM nd T.7N, R.29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 EWM and T.6N,
R.30 EWM and T.6N, R.31 EWM; and described in detailed site tables and maps (application attachments).

B.Environmental Elements
1. Earth

Find help answering earth questions3

a. General description of the site:
Circle or highlight one: Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other:
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. The
well location and route for the new access road are generally flat.
b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. The

well location and route for the new access road are generally flat (see attached Figure 1
along with FEIS Figure 3.2-6).

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them, and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal
results in removing any of these soils.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. Soils
in the vicinity of the well site and road are consistent with soils elsewhere on the project
site.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If
so, describe.
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. No

unstable soils at this location.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected
area of any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill.

Described in FEIS chapter 4.2.

f. Could erosion occur because of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.

3 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-b-environmental-elements/environmental-elements-earth
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g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

Generally consistent and as described in FEIS chapter 4.2. Use of the Gould Well will
entail placement of gravel along one-half mile of new road and in the graveled yard at
the well site. Construction of the road and graveled yard will result in new permanent
disturbance on DNR land, owned and operated by DNR, and that will be used by others
including the farmer who leases this DNR parcel. Because it is not within the project’s
site boundary and the land will not be leased by, or owned or operated by, the Horse
Heaven Wind Farm, this disturbance is not part of the project. However, to the extent
that associated disturbance may be quantified as partially to benefit Project
construction and operation, a total of approximately 2.25 acre (graveled yard and gravel
road) of new impervious surface will be installed at this location. This is de minimis in
comparison to the 6,869 acres of permanent disturbance analyzed in the FEIS and
further would be more than offset by changes to the Project layout that will occur due
to other unrelated modifications to location and number of wind turbines and solar
arrays during the final design process.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
2. Air

Find help answering air questions®

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction,
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe
and give approximate quantities if known.

Use of the Gould Well would not alter the analysis presented in the FEIS, Chapter 4.3.2,
except that use of this well in proximity to the project site could reduce vehicle
emissions from water trucks over selection of a site located farther from the project.
Dust may be generated by trucks using the new graveled access road, but dust would be
managed as described in the FEIS and as required by Site Certification Agreement (SCA)
conditions. Once water trucks leave the new graveled access road, they will travel on
Sellards Road, which is a paved road, and from there onto other roads that have been
analyzed and described in the FEIS.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If
so, generally describe.
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.3, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

4 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-Air
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Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.3, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. The
Applicant would comply with SCA Conditions including speed limits set in place to
reduce air emissions.

3. Water

Find help answering water questions

a. Surface:
Find help answering surface water questions®

1.

Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site
(including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If
yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it
flows into.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No wetlands or waters would be disturbed by construction of the road or use of the
existing well.

Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the
described waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No wetlands or streams have been delineated within 200 feet of the proposed
activity.

Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or
removed from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that
would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No fill or dredge material would be placed in or removed from surface water or
wetlands as a result of the proposed activity.

Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give a general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No surface water withdrawals or diversions would be required.

Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site
plan.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
The Gould Well and proposed access road do not lie in a floodplain.

5 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-3-Water

® https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-3-Water/Environmental-
elements-Surface-water
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6. Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If
so, describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No waste materials would be discharged to surface waters.

b. Ground:
Find help answering ground water questions’

1. Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes?
If so, give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate
guantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater?
Give a general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

As described in Chapter 4.4.2 of the FEIS, an average of approximately 220,000
gallons of water per day will be required during construction. This results in an
estimated total of up to approximately 66 million gallons per year based on 50 weeks
of construction and conservatively assuming 6 days per week. As described in the
FEIS, this water will be used to mix concrete, treat roads to manage fugitive dust, and
store water for fire prevention. Once construction is complete, groundwater may be
used to wash solar panels at a rate of up to approximately 2,025,000 gallons per year.

The FEIS described use of water from “a local off-site public utility with water sources
being the Columbia or Snake River, local private irrigators with collector wells on the
banks of the Columbia River, or wells that are fed from regional aquifers” (FEIS
Section 4.4.2, p. 4-69). Use of the Gould Well falls within this use characterization
because it is a ‘well that is fed from regional aquifers’.

Although the FEIS acknowledged use of wells fed by regional aquifers as a potential
water source, it did not specifically address potential impacts to aquifers from
groundwater withdrawal. Further, the FEIS specifically excludes potential use of the
DNR Gould Well for water supply, stating that supplemental analysis would be
required. This SEPA checklist provides the supplemental analysis to address potential
impacts to groundwater. Specifically, see Attachment A, which provides
documentation of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board (BCWCB) review of
this proposed change in point of diversion, period of use, purpose of use, and place
of use of the existing water right.

Attachment B provides clarification of the maximum annual quantity of water that
should be available from the existing right. Specifically, the current maximum
guantity available for irrigation from the existing water right should be 318 acre-feet
per year (approximately 104 million gallons per year) for the first three years, and
thereafter the quantity should be 490 acre-feet per year (160 million gallons per
year). Attachment C provides an analysis conducted by the Washington Department
of Ecology concluding that drawdown impacts will not lead to impairment of

7 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-3-Water/Environmental-
elements-Groundwater
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neighboring water right users based on a much higher assumption of 1,043 acre-feet
per year. Therefore, withdrawal of the smaller amount requested by DNR, and the
even smaller amount that would be used by the Project during construction and
operations, would not adversely impact neighboring water right users.

A Report of Examination was prepared by BCWCB and is included in Attachment A.
This analysis addressed relevant water right data including information regarding the
existing water right, previous use, water availability, potential for impairment of
other existing water rights, beneficial use, and efficiency of use. DNR’s requested
change/transfer relies on withdrawing water in the same or lower quantities than the
existing right, and from the same body of groundwater (management area) as the
existing points of withdrawal for this portion of the Horse Heaven Hills area (see
Benton County Water Control Board findings, p. 10). All of these issues were
addressed to the satisfaction of the Water Board.

Based on the evidence provided in Attachments A, B, and C, use of up to
approximately 66 million gallons per year (203 acre-feet per year) during Project
construction, and 2 million gallons per year (6 acre-feet per year) during operations,
would not cause significant drawdown or impair neighboring water rights.

2. Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks
or other sources, if any (domestic sewage; industrial, containing the following
chemicals...; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the number
of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the number
of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2, p. 4-76. Use of the Gould Well would not alter
this analysis. No septic tanks will be installed, and no waste material will be
discharged into the ground in association with use of this well.

c. Water Runoff (including stormwater):

1. Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Will
this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this
analysis. As described in FEIS Section 4.4.2.1, impervious surfaces can increase the
potential for surface water runoff to the receiving environment. Mitigation
measures identified by the Certificate Holder along with measures required by EFSEC
through the SCA would minimize the potential for adverse impacts from surface
water runoff.

2. Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this
analysis. No waste materials would be discharged to ground or surface waters as a
result of rehabilitation or use of this well.

3. Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the
site? If so, describe.
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Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this
analysis. Use of the well and construction of access road and storage yard would not
alter drainage patterns because they would all be located on flat areas with minimal
drainage of the very limited rainfall in this area.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and
drainage pattern impacts, if any:

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis.
4. Plants

Find help answering plants questions

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:

The site is located in a cultivated field which alternately contains grain crops or lies
fallow.

[] deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
[] evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other
[ 1 shrubs
[] grass
[] pasture
crop or grain
[ orchards, vineyards, or other permanent crops.
[] wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other
[ water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
[ other types of vegetation
b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

Because the site contains grain that is regularly harvested, no vegetation would need to
be removed for construction of the road and yard or use of the well. Crop plowing
patterns may need to be altered to adjust to the presence of a road through a portion of
the field. The farmer was consulted regarding placement of the road and he will be able
to accommodate any changes to plowing patterns resulting from its construction.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.

No threatened or endangered species are known to be on or near the location of the
Gould Well and because the area is in cultivation, there is no suitable habitat known to
be present for threatened or endangered plant species.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any.
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No landscaping or other measures are proposed for this use as there would be no
temporary disturbance and permanently disturbed areas will be graveled.

List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.

No noxious weeds or invasive species are known to be on or near the site.

5. Animals
Find help answering animal questions®

a.

List any birds and other animals that have been observed on or near the site or are
known to be on or near the site.

Examples include:

e Birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:
¢ Mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
e Fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other:

Wildlife species in the vicinity of the Horse Heaven Wind Farm are fully described in FEIS
Section 3.6. Similar to the majority of the Project site, the Gould Well is located on
agricultural land. Although a variety of animals and birds are known or suspected to be
present in the vicinity (see Section 3.6.2.2 of the FEIS), the crops grown on the site
generally do not provide high-quality habitat for the majority of these species.

List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.
Fully described in FEIS Section 3.6. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis.
Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.

The site is not part of a known migration route or movement corridor (see Section
3.6.2.2 and Figure 3.6-2 of the FEIS). The general vicinity may be near the southern end
of identified migration corridor for pronghorn but use of this well and the short access
road are unlikely to alter migration patterns given the similar level of development
across this landscape.

Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any.

All measures identified in the SCA would be implemented for the Project. No additional
measures are warranted for protection, preservation, or enhancement of wildlife at the
Gould Well site.

List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None known.

8 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-5-Animals
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6. Energy and natural resources
Find help answering energy and natural resource questions®

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc.

Electric distribution service would be installed to provide power to the well.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If
so, generally describe.

There would be no impact on potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties.

c¢. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any.

Use of this well would reduce fuel consumption by water trucks for Project construction
and operation because the well is closer to the point of use than other alternative water
sources, thereby reducing driving distance for water trucks.

7. Environmental health
Health Find help with answering environmental health questions?®

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals,
risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur because of this
proposal? If so, describe.

No toxic chemicals would be used for well cleanout or for construction of ancillary
facilities. Use of the well would not alter the risk of fire, explosion, spill, or hazardous
waste that was analyzed in the FEIS.

1. Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past
uses.

No known or suspected contamination is present at this site.

2. Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project
development and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas
transmission pipelines located within the project area and in the vicinity.

No existing hazardous chemicals/conditions are known or suspected.

3. Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced
during the project's development or construction, or at any time during the
operating life of the project.

? https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-6-Energy-natural-resou
10 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-7-Environmental-health
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Use of the Gould Well will not create any new toxic or hazardous waste chemical
storage, use, or production. No toxic or hazardous waste chemicals will be used or
stored on the well site.

4. Describe special emergency services that might be required.
No special emergency services will be required for use of the Gould Well.
5. Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any.

Use of the Gould Well will comply with all SCA conditions and certificate holder
commitments.

b. Noise

1. What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

Noise in the area is consistent with agricultural activity and would not affect use of
the Gould Well.

2. What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project
on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation,
other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site)?

Water trucks driving to and from the well location would create typical engine noise
in the close vicinity. Water trucks would generally operate during daylight hours
while construction is underway.

3. Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

Activities associated with the Gould Well would comply with noise mitigation
measures specified in the SCA.

8. Land and shoreline use
Find help answering land and shoreline use questions!?

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect
current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe.

The site is owned by DNR and leased by a farmer who plants and harvests dryland
wheat. Adjacent properties are used for similar purposes. Construction of the access
road may require minor alterations to the plow pattern in the vicinity of the road but
will not significantly alter land use either on this property or on adjacent properties.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so,
describe. How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance
will be converted to other uses because of the proposal, if any? If resource lands have
not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be
converted to nonfarm or nonforest use?

' https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-8-Land-shoreline-use

SEPA Environmental checklist September 2023 Page 12
(WAC 197-11-960)



Yes, the site has been used as working farmlands. Approximately 2.25 acres of crop land
would be converted to gravel road and storage/working yard.

1. Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest
land normal business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the
application of pesticides, tilling, and harvesting? If so, how?

Surrounding farm operations will not affect or be affected by use of the Gould
Well except to the extent that plow patterns may need to shift to accommodate
the new access road. Rehabilitation of the well will allow its use by other users
and for other purposes, including planned use for irrigated agriculture.

c. Describe any structures on the site.
No existing structures are on the site other than the well itself.
d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?
No structures will be demolished.
e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?
This site is zoned GMA Agricultural District.
f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?
The comprehensive plan designation is GMA AG.
g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

There is no shoreline master program designation for the site. The nearest Shoreline of
the State is the Yakima River.

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so,
specify.

The site is not located in a critical area as defined in Benton County’s Critical Areas
Ordinance (see mapping on pp. 81-86 here).

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?
None.

j- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?
None.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any.
None.

I. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected
land uses and plans, if any.

Groundwater wells and groundwater withdrawal are inherently compatible with
agricultural use.
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m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of
long-term commercial significance, if any:

None needed. Improvements to the well infrastructure will be a benefit to agricultural
activity.

9. Housing

Find help answering housing questions?

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

None.

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

None.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

None needed.

10. Aesthetics

Find help answering aesthetics questions®3

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?

Well infrastructure and temporary water storage tanks would not exceed 15 to 20 feet
in height. Water storage tanks would be made of heavy duty polyethylene, aluminum,
or other suitable material. Well infrastructure would generally be made of steel or
concrete as appropriate.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

Well infrastructure will be compatible with and similar to other agricultural
infrastructure in the vicinity. Passersby on Sellards Road could see the well
infrastructure at a distance of approximately 0.5 mile.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

No measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts are needed because the
infrastructure would be consistent with other agricultural infrastructure in the area.

12 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-9-Housing

13 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-10-Aesthetics
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11. Light and glare

Find help answering light and glare questions!*

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it
mainly occur?

No light or glare would be produced by the well.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with
views?

No.
¢. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?
Off-site sources of light or glare, if any, would not impair the well operation.
d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

None needed.

12. Recreation
Find help answering recreation guestions

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate
vicinity?
None. Recreational activities are fully described in FEIS Section 4.12 and ASC Figure
4.2.4-1. No recreation locations were identified in the vicinity of the Gould Well.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.

No. The site is used for agriculture.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:

None needed.

13. Historic and cultural preservation
Find help answering historic and cultural preservation questions!’

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over
45 years old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation
registers? If so, specifically describe.

No.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or
occupation? This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material

14 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements- 1 1-Light-glare

15 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEP A-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements- 13-Historic-cultural-p
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evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any
professional studies conducted at the site to identify such resources.

None identified. No intrusive work will occur as part of well rehabilitation. Grading for
yard and road construction will be at similar or shallower depth to existing plow depth.

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic
resources on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and
the department of archeology and historic preservation, archaeological surveys,
historic maps, GIS data, etc.

None.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and
disturbance to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may
be required.

None needed.

14. Transportation
Find help with answering transportation questions!®

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

Sellards Road is an existing county road that passes approximately one-half mile to the
south of the Gould Well. See Figure 1 and Figure 2.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so,
generally describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit
stop?

No. Nearest transit stop is at least 15 miles away.

c. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets,
pedestrian, bicycle, or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so,
generally describe (indicate whether public or private).

No.

d. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or
air transportation? If so, generally describe.

No.

e. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or
proposal? If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of
the volume would be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What
data or transportation models were used to make these estimates?

16 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements- 14-Transportation

SEPA Environmental checklist September 2023 Page 16
(WAC 197-11-960)



Truck trips included in the Traffic Impact Analysis provided to EFSEC in May 2023 and
approved by WSDOT included an estimated daily average of 200 to 250 trucks per day
(Traffic Impact Analysis, Appendix X to the ASC, Table 7). Water trucks for dust control
were included in the analysis (ASC Table 4.3-6 and Section 4.3.2.1; FEIS Table 2-4). Use
of the Gould Well would mean shorter trips for water trucks than were previously
anticipated but otherwise would not alter the analysis conducted for the ASC and the
FEIS, Section 4.14.

f. Will the proposal interfere with, affect, or be affected by the movement of agricultural
and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.14. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis.
g. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.14. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis
and the Certificate Holder would continue to comply with SCA conditions regarding
traffic safety.

15. Public services
Find help answering public service questions!’

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so,
generally describe.

No.
b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

None needed.

16. Utilities

Find help answering utilities questions!8

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse
service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other:

An electrical distribution line runs along Sellards Road. This line would be upgraded as
desired by the local utility and tapped and a short overhead line would be strung along
the new access road to provide power to the well pump.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the
service, and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity
which might be needed.

17 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-b-environmental-elements/environmental-elements-15-public-services
18 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-b-environmental-elements/environmental-elements-1 6-utilities
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Benton Rural Electric Cooperative (BREA) would install, own, and maintain a new
electrical distribution line. Support structures would be installed along the proposed
access road.

C.Signature

Find help about who should sign?®

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. | understand that the
lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

ﬂ Recoverable Signature

X DR Kobus

Siged by: $-1-12-1-243636716-1280683967-4039784376-36348072/%ed184c-5262-def2-2%4a-4cBae04299

Type name of signee:

Position and agency/organization:
Date submitted:
D.Supplemental sheet for nonproject actions

Find help for the nonproject actions worksheet?°
Do not use this section for project actions.

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction with
the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities
likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate
than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in general terms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air;
production, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of
noise?

e Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

19 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-C-Signature

20 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-d-non-project-actions
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e Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

¢ Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection, such as
parks, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat,
historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

e Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

e Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
services and utilities?

e Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:

7. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws
or requirements for the protection of the environment.
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SEPA1 Environmental Checklist

Purpose of checklist

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization, or
compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental impact
statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

Instructions for applicants

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please answer
each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult with an
agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use “not applicable” or “does not apply”
only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown. You may also attach
or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate answers to these questions
often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of time
or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal or its

environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your answers or
provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant adverse impact.

Instructions for lead agencies

Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to evaluate the
existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse impacts. The checklist
is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to make an adequate
threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is responsible for the
completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable parts
of sections A and B, plus the Supplemental Sheet for Nonproject Actions (Part D). Please completely answer all
guestions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or site" should be read as
"proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead agency may exclude (for non-
projects) questions in “Part B: Environmental Elements” that do not contribute meaningfully to the analysis of
the proposal.

! https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/Checklist-guidance

SEPA Environmental checklist September 2023 Page 1
(WAC 197-11-960)



A.Background

Find help answering background questions?

1.

10.

11.

Name of proposed project, if applicable:
Horse Heaven Wind Farm
Name of applicant:

Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC

. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

Dave Kobus

Date checklist prepared:

January 14, 2025

Agency requesting checklist:

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC)

Proposed timing of schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

As described in EFSEC’s Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)

Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or
connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

No

List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be
prepared, directly related to this proposal.

Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Horse Heaven Wind Farm (EFSEC, 2023)

Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other
proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.

No
List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.
Site Certification Agreement from EFSEC (already issued)

Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the
size of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you
to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on
this page. (Lead agencies may modify this form to include additional specific information
on project description.)

An existing groundwater well, owned by the Washington Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) and known as the Gould Well, will be used to provide water during construction and
operation of the Horse Heaven Wind Farm. Leasing of this water represents a change to

2 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-A-Background
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water rights that DNR had previously placed in the Temporary Trust Water Right Program in
2022. The well itself is an existing well, owned by DNR, and water rights will continue to be
owned and maintained by DNR. Horse Heaven Wind Farm will purchase water from DNR
under contract. As described in the FEIS, up to approximately 220,000 gallons per day on
average would be used during construction. At 50 weeks per year, 6 days per week, this
would total up to approximately 66 million gallons per year that would be purchased by the
Certificate Holder from DNR and transported to the Project site to mix concrete, treat roads
to manage fugitive dust, and store water for fire prevention

Figure 1, attached to this SEPA checklist, shows the location of the Gould Well relative to
the Horse Heaven Wind Farm (facilities as depicted in the Final ASC for Turbine Option 1;
Figure 2.3-1, Scout, September 2023). The following components will be installed to allow
use of the well for construction and operation of the Horse Heaven Wind Farm or for other
future unrelated purposes to be determined and governed by DNR:

e Existing intact well to be cleaned out and new pump machinery installed

e Gravel access road leading from Sellards Road to the well location will be
installed

e Graveled yard will be installed to allow truck turnaround and placement of
temporary water storage tanks; temporary storage tanks will be removed
at the end of construction, unless otherwise determined by DNR

e A new overhead distribution line will be installed, to be owned and
operated by Benton Rural Electric Cooperative. The new line will run along
the western property line, generally following the new gravel access road
to provide power to the well pump.

Well upgrades will also serve other users, such as the farmer who leases the DNR land on
which the well is located, as he will be able to purchase water from DNR to irrigate nearby
crops.

Although use of water sourced from wells fed by regional aquifers was identified in the Final
EIS (see e.g. Final EIS, p. 4-69), the EIS analysis did not specifically address use of the Gould
Well. As a result, supplemental information is provided to demonstrate that use of this well
would not substantially change the analysis of significant impacts and alternatives in the
Final EIS, as allowed under WAC 197-11-706.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the
precise location of your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section,
township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the
range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and
topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by
the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any
permit applications related to this checklist.

Benton County, DNR Gould Well, located on Parcel 136851000000000. Township 8N, Range
25EWM, Section 36, NW1/4NE1/4. See Figure 1.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY ON WHICH WATER IS USED

All within: NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T.8N, R.25 EWM; and within sections or portions thereof within T.9N, R26
EWM and T.9N, R27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R.26 EWM and T.8N, R.27 EWM and T.7N, R.26 EWM
and T.7N, R.27 EWN and T.8N, R.28 EWM and T.7N, R.28 EWM nd T.7N, R.29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 EWM and T.6N,
R.30 EWM and T.6N, R.31 EWM; and described in detailed site tables and maps (application attachments).

B.Environmental Elements
1. Earth

Find help answering earth questions3

a. General description of the site:
Circle or highlight one: Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other:
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. The
well location and route for the new access road are generally flat.
b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. The

well location and route for the new access road are generally flat (see attached Figure 1
along with FEIS Figure 3.2-6).

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them, and note any
agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the proposal
results in removing any of these soils.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. Soils
in the vicinity of the well site and road are consistent with soils elsewhere on the project
site.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If
so, describe.
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. No

unstable soils at this location.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected
area of any filling, excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill.

Described in FEIS chapter 4.2.

f. Could erosion occur because of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.

3 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-b-environmental-elements/environmental-elements-earth
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g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

Generally consistent and as described in FEIS chapter 4.2. Use of the Gould Well will
entail placement of gravel along one-half mile of new road and in the graveled yard at
the well site. Construction of the road and graveled yard will result in new permanent
disturbance on DNR land, owned and operated by DNR, and that will be used by others
including the farmer who leases this DNR parcel. Because it is not within the project’s
site boundary and the land will not be leased by, or owned or operated by, the Horse
Heaven Wind Farm, this disturbance is not part of the project. However, to the extent
that associated disturbance may be quantified as partially to benefit Project
construction and operation, a total of approximately 2.25 acre (graveled yard and gravel
road) of new impervious surface will be installed at this location. This is de minimis in
comparison to the 6,869 acres of permanent disturbance analyzed in the FEIS and
further would be more than offset by changes to the Project layout that will occur due
to other unrelated modifications to location and number of wind turbines and solar
arrays during the final design process.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.2, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
2. Air

Find help answering air questions®

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction,
operation, and maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe
and give approximate quantities if known.

Use of the Gould Well would not alter the analysis presented in the FEIS, Chapter 4.3.2,
except that use of this well in proximity to the project site could reduce vehicle
emissions from water trucks over selection of a site located farther from the project.
Dust may be generated by trucks using the new graveled access road, but dust would be
managed as described in the FEIS and as required by Site Certification Agreement (SCA)
conditions. Once water trucks leave the new graveled access road, they will travel on
Sellards Road, which is a paved road, and from there onto other roads that have been
analyzed and described in the FEIS.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If
so, generally describe.
Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.3, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

4 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-Air
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Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.3, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well. The
Applicant would comply with SCA Conditions including speed limits set in place to
reduce air emissions.

3. Water

Find help answering water questions

a. Surface:
Find help answering surface water questions®

1.

Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site
(including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If
yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it
flows into.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 3.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No wetlands or waters would be disturbed by construction of the road or use of the
existing well.

Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the
described waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No wetlands or streams have been delineated within 200 feet of the proposed
activity.

Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or
removed from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that
would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No fill or dredge material would be placed in or removed from surface water or
wetlands as a result of the proposed activity.

Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give a general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No surface water withdrawals or diversions would be required.

Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site
plan.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
The Gould Well and proposed access road do not lie in a floodplain.

5 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-3-Water

® https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-3-Water/Environmental-
elements-Surface-water
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6. Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If
so, describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

Fully described in FEIS chapter 4.4, no change resulting from use of the Gould Well.
No waste materials would be discharged to surface waters.

b. Ground:
Find help answering ground water questions’

1. Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes?
If so, give a general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate
guantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be discharged to groundwater?
Give a general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

As described in Chapter 4.4.2 of the FEIS, an average of approximately 220,000
gallons of water per day will be required during construction. This results in an
estimated total of up to approximately 66 million gallons per year based on 50 weeks
of construction and conservatively assuming 6 days per week. As described in the
FEIS, this water will be used to mix concrete, treat roads to manage fugitive dust, and
store water for fire prevention. Once construction is complete, groundwater may be
used to wash solar panels at a rate of up to approximately 2,025,000 gallons per year.

The FEIS described use of water from “a local off-site public utility with water sources
being the Columbia or Snake River, local private irrigators with collector wells on the
banks of the Columbia River, or wells that are fed from regional aquifers” (FEIS
Section 4.4.2, p. 4-69). Use of the Gould Well falls within this use characterization
because it is a ‘well that is fed from regional aquifers’.

Although the FEIS acknowledged use of wells fed by regional aquifers as a potential
water source, it did not specifically address potential impacts to aquifers from
groundwater withdrawal. Further, the FEIS specifically excludes potential use of the
DNR Gould Well for water supply, stating that supplemental analysis would be
required. This SEPA checklist provides the supplemental analysis to address potential
impacts to groundwater. Specifically, see Attachment A, which provides
documentation of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board (BCWCB) review of
this proposed change in point of diversion, period of use, purpose of use, and place
of use of the existing water right.

Attachment B provides clarification of the maximum annual quantity of water that
should be available from the existing right. Specifically, the current maximum
guantity available for irrigation from the existing water right should be 318 acre-feet
per year (approximately 104 million gallons per year) for the first three years, and
thereafter the quantity should be 490 acre-feet per year (160 million gallons per
year). Attachment C provides an analysis conducted by the Washington Department
of Ecology concluding that drawdown impacts will not lead to impairment of

7 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-3-Water/Environmental-
elements-Groundwater
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neighboring water right users based on a much higher assumption of 1,043 acre-feet
per year. Therefore, withdrawal of the smaller amount requested by DNR, and the
even smaller amount that would be used by the Project during construction and
operations, would not adversely impact neighboring water right users.

A Report of Examination was prepared by BCWCB and is included in Attachment A.
This analysis addressed relevant water right data including information regarding the
existing water right, previous use, water availability, potential for impairment of
other existing water rights, beneficial use, and efficiency of use. DNR’s requested
change/transfer relies on withdrawing water in the same or lower quantities than the
existing right, and from the same body of groundwater (management area) as the
existing points of withdrawal for this portion of the Horse Heaven Hills area (see
Benton County Water Control Board findings, p. 10). All of these issues were
addressed to the satisfaction of the Water Board.

Based on the evidence provided in Attachments A, B, and C, use of up to
approximately 66 million gallons per year (203 acre-feet per year) during Project
construction, and 2 million gallons per year (6 acre-feet per year) during operations,
would not cause significant drawdown or impair neighboring water rights.

2. Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks
or other sources, if any (domestic sewage; industrial, containing the following
chemicals...; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the number
of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the number
of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2, p. 4-76. Use of the Gould Well would not alter
this analysis. No septic tanks will be installed, and no waste material will be
discharged into the ground in association with use of this well.

c. Water Runoff (including stormwater):

1. Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Will
this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this
analysis. As described in FEIS Section 4.4.2.1, impervious surfaces can increase the
potential for surface water runoff to the receiving environment. Mitigation
measures identified by the Certificate Holder along with measures required by EFSEC
through the SCA would minimize the potential for adverse impacts from surface
water runoff.

2. Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this
analysis. No waste materials would be discharged to ground or surface waters as a
result of rehabilitation or use of this well.

3. Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the
site? If so, describe.

SEPA Environmental checklist September 2023 Page 8
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Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this
analysis. Use of the well and construction of access road and storage yard would not
alter drainage patterns because they would all be located on flat areas with minimal
drainage of the very limited rainfall in this area.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and
drainage pattern impacts, if any:

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.4.2. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis.
4. Plants

Find help answering plants questions

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:

The site is located in a cultivated field which alternately contains grain crops or lies
fallow.

[] deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other
[] evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other
[ 1 shrubs
[] grass
[] pasture
crop or grain
[ orchards, vineyards, or other permanent crops.
[] wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other
[ water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
[ other types of vegetation
b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

Because the site contains grain that is regularly harvested, no vegetation would need to
be removed for construction of the road and yard or use of the well. Crop plowing
patterns may need to be altered to adjust to the presence of a road through a portion of
the field. The farmer was consulted regarding placement of the road and he will be able
to accommodate any changes to plowing patterns resulting from its construction.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.

No threatened or endangered species are known to be on or near the location of the
Gould Well and because the area is in cultivation, there is no suitable habitat known to
be present for threatened or endangered plant species.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance
vegetation on the site, if any.
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No landscaping or other measures are proposed for this use as there would be no
temporary disturbance and permanently disturbed areas will be graveled.

List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.

No noxious weeds or invasive species are known to be on or near the site.

5. Animals
Find help answering animal questions®

a.

List any birds and other animals that have been observed on or near the site or are
known to be on or near the site.

Examples include:

e Birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:
¢ Mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
e Fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other:

Wildlife species in the vicinity of the Horse Heaven Wind Farm are fully described in FEIS
Section 3.6. Similar to the majority of the Project site, the Gould Well is located on
agricultural land. Although a variety of animals and birds are known or suspected to be
present in the vicinity (see Section 3.6.2.2 of the FEIS), the crops grown on the site
generally do not provide high-quality habitat for the majority of these species.

List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.
Fully described in FEIS Section 3.6. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis.
Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.

The site is not part of a known migration route or movement corridor (see Section
3.6.2.2 and Figure 3.6-2 of the FEIS). The general vicinity may be near the southern end
of identified migration corridor for pronghorn but use of this well and the short access
road are unlikely to alter migration patterns given the similar level of development
across this landscape.

Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any.

All measures identified in the SCA would be implemented for the Project. No additional
measures are warranted for protection, preservation, or enhancement of wildlife at the
Gould Well site.

List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None known.

8 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-5-Animals
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6. Energy and natural resources
Find help answering energy and natural resource questions®

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet
the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating,
manufacturing, etc.

Electric distribution service would be installed to provide power to the well.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If
so, generally describe.

There would be no impact on potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties.

c¢. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any.

Use of this well would reduce fuel consumption by water trucks for Project construction
and operation because the well is closer to the point of use than other alternative water
sources, thereby reducing driving distance for water trucks.

7. Environmental health
Health Find help with answering environmental health questions?®

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals,
risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur because of this
proposal? If so, describe.

No toxic chemicals would be used for well cleanout or for construction of ancillary
facilities. Use of the well would not alter the risk of fire, explosion, spill, or hazardous
waste that was analyzed in the FEIS.

1. Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past
uses.

No known or suspected contamination is present at this site.

2. Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project
development and design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas
transmission pipelines located within the project area and in the vicinity.

No existing hazardous chemicals/conditions are known or suspected.

3. Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced
during the project's development or construction, or at any time during the
operating life of the project.

? https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-6-Energy-natural-resou
10 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-7-Environmental-health
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Use of the Gould Well will not create any new toxic or hazardous waste chemical
storage, use, or production. No toxic or hazardous waste chemicals will be used or
stored on the well site.

4. Describe special emergency services that might be required.
No special emergency services will be required for use of the Gould Well.
5. Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any.

Use of the Gould Well will comply with all SCA conditions and certificate holder
commitments.

b. Noise

1. What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:
traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

Noise in the area is consistent with agricultural activity and would not affect use of
the Gould Well.

2. What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project
on a short-term or a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation,
other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from the site)?

Water trucks driving to and from the well location would create typical engine noise
in the close vicinity. Water trucks would generally operate during daylight hours
while construction is underway.

3. Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

Activities associated with the Gould Well would comply with noise mitigation
measures specified in the SCA.

8. Land and shoreline use
Find help answering land and shoreline use questions!?

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect
current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe.

The site is owned by DNR and leased by a farmer who plants and harvests dryland
wheat. Adjacent properties are used for similar purposes. Construction of the access
road may require minor alterations to the plow pattern in the vicinity of the road but
will not significantly alter land use either on this property or on adjacent properties.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so,
describe. How much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance
will be converted to other uses because of the proposal, if any? If resource lands have
not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be
converted to nonfarm or nonforest use?

' https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-8-Land-shoreline-use
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Yes, the site has been used as working farmlands. Approximately 2.25 acres of crop land
would be converted to gravel road and storage/working yard.

1. Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest
land normal business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the
application of pesticides, tilling, and harvesting? If so, how?

Surrounding farm operations will not affect or be affected by use of the Gould
Well except to the extent that plow patterns may need to shift to accommodate
the new access road. Rehabilitation of the well will allow its use by other users
and for other purposes, including planned use for irrigated agriculture.

c. Describe any structures on the site.
No existing structures are on the site other than the well itself.
d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?
No structures will be demolished.
e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?
This site is zoned GMA Agricultural District.
f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?
The comprehensive plan designation is GMA AG.
g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

There is no shoreline master program designation for the site. The nearest Shoreline of
the State is the Yakima River.

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so,
specify.

The site is not located in a critical area as defined in Benton County’s Critical Areas
Ordinance (see mapping on pp. 81-86 here).

i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?
None.

j- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?
None.

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any.
None.

I. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected
land uses and plans, if any.

Groundwater wells and groundwater withdrawal are inherently compatible with
agricultural use.
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m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of
long-term commercial significance, if any:

None needed. Improvements to the well infrastructure will be a benefit to agricultural
activity.

9. Housing

Find help answering housing questions?

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

None.

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

None.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

None needed.

10. Aesthetics

Find help answering aesthetics questions®3

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?

Well infrastructure and temporary water storage tanks would not exceed 15 to 20 feet
in height. Water storage tanks would be made of heavy duty polyethylene, aluminum,
or other suitable material. Well infrastructure would generally be made of steel or
concrete as appropriate.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

Well infrastructure will be compatible with and similar to other agricultural
infrastructure in the vicinity. Passersby on Sellards Road could see the well
infrastructure at a distance of approximately 0.5 mile.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

No measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts are needed because the
infrastructure would be consistent with other agricultural infrastructure in the area.

12 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-9-Housing

13 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements-10-Aesthetics
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11. Light and glare

Find help answering light and glare questions!*

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it
mainly occur?

No light or glare would be produced by the well.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with
views?

No.
¢. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?
Off-site sources of light or glare, if any, would not impair the well operation.
d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

None needed.

12. Recreation
Find help answering recreation guestions

a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate
vicinity?
None. Recreational activities are fully described in FEIS Section 4.12 and ASC Figure
4.2.4-1. No recreation locations were identified in the vicinity of the Gould Well.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.

No. The site is used for agriculture.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:

None needed.

13. Historic and cultural preservation
Find help answering historic and cultural preservation questions!’

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over
45 years old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation
registers? If so, specifically describe.

No.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or
occupation? This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material

14 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements- 1 1-Light-glare

15 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEP A-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements- 13-Historic-cultural-p
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evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any
professional studies conducted at the site to identify such resources.

None identified. No intrusive work will occur as part of well rehabilitation. Grading for
yard and road construction will be at similar or shallower depth to existing plow depth.

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic
resources on or near the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and
the department of archeology and historic preservation, archaeological surveys,
historic maps, GIS data, etc.

None.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and
disturbance to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may
be required.

None needed.

14. Transportation
Find help with answering transportation questions!®

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

Sellards Road is an existing county road that passes approximately one-half mile to the
south of the Gould Well. See Figure 1 and Figure 2.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so,
generally describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit
stop?

No. Nearest transit stop is at least 15 miles away.

c. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets,
pedestrian, bicycle, or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so,
generally describe (indicate whether public or private).

No.

d. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or
air transportation? If so, generally describe.

No.

e. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or
proposal? If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of
the volume would be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What
data or transportation models were used to make these estimates?

16 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-B-Environmental-elements/Environmental-elements- 14-Transportation
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Truck trips included in the Traffic Impact Analysis provided to EFSEC in May 2023 and
approved by WSDOT included an estimated daily average of 200 to 250 trucks per day
(Traffic Impact Analysis, Appendix X to the ASC, Table 7). Water trucks for dust control
were included in the analysis (ASC Table 4.3-6 and Section 4.3.2.1; FEIS Table 2-4). Use
of the Gould Well would mean shorter trips for water trucks than were previously
anticipated but otherwise would not alter the analysis conducted for the ASC and the
FEIS, Section 4.14.

f. Will the proposal interfere with, affect, or be affected by the movement of agricultural
and forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe.

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.14. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis.
g. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

Fully described in FEIS Section 4.14. Use of the Gould Well would not alter this analysis
and the Certificate Holder would continue to comply with SCA conditions regarding
traffic safety.

15. Public services
Find help answering public service questions!’

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so,
generally describe.

No.
b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

None needed.

16. Utilities

Find help answering utilities questions!8

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse
service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other:

An electrical distribution line runs along Sellards Road. This line would be upgraded as
desired by the local utility and tapped and a short overhead line would be strung along
the new access road to provide power to the well pump.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the
service, and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity
which might be needed.

17 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-b-environmental-elements/environmental-elements-15-public-services
18 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-b-environmental-elements/environmental-elements-1 6-utilities
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Benton Rural Electric Cooperative (BREA) would install, own, and maintain a new
electrical distribution line. Support structures would be installed along the proposed
access road.

C.Signature

Find help about who should sign?®

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. | understand that the
lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

ﬂ Recoverable Signature

X DR Kobus

Siged by: $-1-12-1-243636716-1280683967-4039784376-36348072/%ed184c-5262-def2-2%4a-4cBae04299

Type name of signee:

Position and agency/organization:
Date submitted:
D.Supplemental sheet for nonproject actions

Find help for the nonproject actions worksheet?°
Do not use this section for project actions.

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction with
the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities
likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate
than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in general terms.

1. How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air;
production, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of
noise?

e Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

19 https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/SEPA/Environmental-review/SEPA-guidance/SEPA-checklist-
guidance/SEPA-Checklist-Section-C-Signature

20 https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/sepa/environmental-review/sepa-guidance/sepa-checklist-
guidance/sepa-checklist-section-d-non-project-actions
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e Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

¢ Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or
areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection, such as
parks, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat,
historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

e Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

5. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it
would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

e Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
services and utilities?

e Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:

7. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws
or requirements for the protection of the environment.
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Attachment A
Benton County Water Conservancy Board
Record of Decision



For Ecology Use Only
Received:
Date Stamp
Benton County
WATER CONL_LRVANCY BOARD
Record of Decision
Applican’ HHH Wind Farm (with DNR) Application Number: G3-+22306CWRIS BENT-24-01

The attached Report of Examination has been reviewed by the BCWCB members; and this Record of
Decision was made at an open public meeting of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board held on July
12, 2024, with any changes to ROE/ROD based on information received from the applicant and WADOE
staff.

(X) Approval:

The Benton County Water Conservancy Board hereby grants conditional approval for the water right transfer
described and conditioned within the report of examination and submits this record of decision and report of
examination to the Department of Ecology for final review or consideration.

{ ) Denial:

The Benton County Water Conservancy Board hereby denies conditional approval for the water right transfer
as described within the report of examination and submits this record of decision to the Department of
Ecology for final review or consideration.

5 Date:  7/12/2024

C

B oard Recused
Abstains
Excused Absence

Sig we:  7/12/2024

BG AW L LN

Be Recused
Abstains
Excused Absence

Signed Date: 7/12//2024 Approves

Board Member Denies

Benton County Water Conservancy Board Recused

Final ROE/ROD Mailed to the Department of Ecology, Central Region Office, via tracked mail, and to other
interested parties on or before 7/29/2024,




BENTON COUNTY
WATER ONSERVANCY BOARD

Application/Review for Change/Transfer

OF A RIGHT TO THE BENEFICIAL USE OF THE PUBLIC WATERS OF
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

Report of Examination

Prepared by Members of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board
Per ECY-040-106 (08/2015) Form Format

Pursuant to WAC 173-153-130(8), the applicant is not permitted to proceed to act on the proposal until Ecology completes its review
of the Water Boards decision. If Ecology takes no action within forty-five days of receipt of this ROE/ROD, then the Water Board’s
decision, as written, is final.

Surface Water [ | Ground Water [
DATE APPLICATION RECEIVED WATER RIGHT DOCUMENT NUMBER WATER RIGHT PRIORITY DATE BOARD-ASSIGNED CHANGE APPLICATION
February 2024 G3-+22306CWRIS December 26, 1973 BENT-24-(1

Additional Information
March-May 2024

NAME
Attention: Dave Kobus E-Mail: dave@scoutenergy.com
ADDRESS (STREET) (CITY) (STATE) {ZIP CODE)
HHH Wind Farm, LLC, 5775 Flatiron Boulder Co 80301

Parkway, Ste 120

Changes Proposed: [ Change purpose [ Add purpose [ ] Add irrigated acres [} Add point of diversion/withdrawal
] Change under RCW 90.03.380. D¢ Change Place of Use

SEPA

The board has reviewed the provisions of the State Environmental Policy Act of 1971, Chapter 43.21C RCW and the SEPA nules, chapter 197-11
WAC and has determined the application is: D Exempt {(water right) E} Not exempt (proposed project)

D Determination of Non-Significance

The direct (net) water right change/transfer described herein is subject to SEPA review, per a state environmental impact statement (EIS) issued
by the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC); and determined that under the Final EIS, SEPA compliance had been met (full disclosure
of the water source and associated impacts). See below section for more discussion,

1



BACKGROUND AND DECISION SUMMARY

Prepared by Members of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board

Existing Rights

DNR MAXIMUM GAL/MINUTE MAXIMUM ACRE-FT/YR TYPE OF USE, PERIOD OF USE

gpm Acre-ft, Acres
G3-+22306CWRIS 1,955 1,043 Irrigation 260.7 acres, irrigation season.
Trust Program 1,955 409 Irrigation of 260.7 acres (Equivalent).
Donation 2022
SOURCE TRIBUTARY OF (IF §URFACE WATER)
Groundwater
AT APQINT LOCATED:
Wells (Parcel Nos.) Ya k4 SECTION TOWNSHIP N, RANGE EWM WRIA COUNTY.
1 136750000000000 SW SW 36 TN 25EWM Benton
2 SE NW

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY ON WHICH WATER IS USED

All within: Section 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM; and application site maps.

Proposed Use
DNR-Scout MAXIMUM GALMINUTE MAXIMUM ACRE-FT/YR TYPE OF USE, PERIOD OF USE
gpm Acre-ft. Acres
(33-+22306CWRIS 1,955 2433 70.2 Trrigation season (Phased Development).
150 184 Industrial, Construction, Dust Control {Year Round 3 Years).
150 12 Industrial (Year Round).
After Project 1,955 4053 122 Irrigation season (After Development).
Development 150 12 Industrial {Year Round).
SOURCE TRIBUTARY OF (IF SURFACE WATER)
Groundwater
AT A POINT LOCATED:
Wells (Parcel Nos.) Y # SECTION TOWNSHIPN, | RANGEEWM WRIA COUNTY.
1 (Gould Well) NW NE 36 8N 25EWM Benton
136851000000000

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY ON WHICH WATER IS USED

All within: NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T.8N, R.25 EWM; and within sections or portions thereof within T.ON, R26
EWM and T.ON, R27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R.26 EWM and T.8N, R.27 EWM and T.7N, R.26 EWM
and T.7N, R27 EWN and T.8N, R28 EWM and T.7N, R.28 EWM nd T.7N, R.29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 EWM and T.6N,
R.30 EWM and T.6N, R.31 EWM; and described in detailed site tables and maps (application attachments).




Water Board Decision

DNR-Scout MAXIMUM GALMINUTE MAXIMUM ACRE-FT/YR TYPE OF USE, PERIOD OF USE
gpm Acre-ft. Acres
G3-+22306CWRIS 526.5 280.8 70.2 Irrigation season {Phased Development).
150 184 Industrial, Construction, Dust Control (Year Round 3 Years),
150 12 Industrial (Year Round).
After Project 918.8 494 122.5 Irrigation season (After Development).
Development 150 12 Industrial (Year Round).
SQURCE TRIBUTARY OF (IF SURFACE WATER)
Groundwater
AT A POINT LOCATED:
Wells (Parcel Nos.) “ Y SECTION TQWNSHIPN, | RANGEEWM WRIA COUNTY.
1 (Gould Well) NW NE 36 8N 25EWM Benton
136851000000000

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY ON WHICH WATER IS USED

All within; NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T.8N, R.25 EWM; and within sections or portions thereof within T.9N, R26
EWM and T.9N, R27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R.26 EWM and T.8N, R.27 EWM and T.7N, R.26 EWM
and T.7N, R.27 EWN and T.8N, R.28 EWM and T.7N, R.28 EWM nd T.7N, R.29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 EWM and T.6N,
R.30 EWM and T.6N, R.31 EWM; and described in detailed site tables and maps (application attachments).

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORKS

The overall project involves a new wind-solar farm, with some irrigation land provided. The project traverses several
thousands of acres across the Northern Horse Heaven Hills ridge.

A groundwater well located near the proposed development area will provide water pumping and service. There
will be new mainline and distribution systems for water service delivery.

This change/iransfer represents a change to the subject water rights, previously placed in the Temporary Trust Water
Right Program, in 2022, by DNR, as reviewed by the Ecology.

DEVELOPMENT SCHEDULE

BEGIN PROJECT BY THIS DATE:
Initiate Immediately

COMPLETE PROJECT BY THIS DATE:

By January 1, 2028

COMPLETE CHANGE AND PUT WATER TO FULL USE BY THIS DATE!

By January 1, 2030

NOTE: The Water Board establishes the development schedule, as required under RCW 90.80.070, 90.80.080, and
WAC 173-153-130. The schedule may be extended by WADOE if diligence is demonstrated in the completion of

this project.




REPORT OF EXAMINATION

Prepared by Members of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board

BACKGROUND

The applicant is: HHH Wind Farm, LLC (with DNR water right ownership), 5775 Flatiron Parkway, Suite 120,
Boulder, Colorado, 80301.

This project is being proposed to provide additional green power resources for the region.

As noted above, an existing groundwater well will be used to service the project site, for multiple industrial and
agricultural purposes. New primary and secondary mainlines will be built to provide site water delivery.

Attributes of the waler right as currently documented:

Name on Certificate: WA State Dept of Natural Resources, SE Region, 713 Bowler Rd., Ellensburg, WA 98926.

West Richland MAXIMUM GAL/MINUTE MAXIMUM ACRE-FT/YR TYPE OF USE, PERIOD OF USE
gpm Acre-ft. Acres
G3-+22306CWRIS 1,955 1,043 Irrigation 260.7 acres, irrigation season.
SOURCE TRIBUTARY OF (IF SURFACE WATER)
Groundwater
AT A POINT LOCATED:
Wells (Parcel Nos.) “ Y SECTION TOWNSHIP . RANGE EWM WRIA COUNTY.
1 136750000000000 SW SW 36 TN 25EWM Benton
2 SE NW
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY ON WHICH WATER IS USED
All within: Section 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM; and application site maps.

Tentative determination of the water right:

See Water Board’s Decision above; the water right certificate is in good standing.
Previous changes:

Water right Trust Program submittal in 2022.

History of water use:

Per the applicant information, portions of the water right certificate have been continuously used for irrigation. Some
de factor relinquishment has occurred for non-use, not subject to RCW 90.14.140 exemptions., About 125.5 acres are
not subject to relinquishment, per DNR and consultant, and Water Board review.



SEPA:

The Water Board has a narrow public interest, or SEPA, jurisdiction, tied to water resources management and water
law, and specific provision per the groundwater code RCW 90.44.

The direct water right change/transfer described herein is subject to SEPA review, and an environmental impact
statement has been prepared by the lead agency, the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council
(EFSEC). The Water Board has specifically reviewed the key water resources issues/questions pertinent to SEPA and
water law in general: 1) is water available (extent and validity); 2) does potential impairment exist; 3) will the water
be beneficially used; and 4) will the water be used efficiently? The Water Board determines the above can be answered
in the affirmative, and no impairment issues exist. The water right extent and validity has been reviewed/modified for
this C/T per RCW 90.03.380, where changes in purpose and place of use are subject to an annual consumptive quantity
(ACQ) review.

The Water Board has requested directly from EFSEC staffto confirm whether their EIS adequately covers water source
impacts associated with this project. The EFSEC staff have determined that the Final EIS did acknowledge (private)
water rights from groundwater sources in the project area, to service the project.

The Water Board did consult with other governmental and Tribal parties affected by the proposed project.

The Benton and Yakima County Commissioners raised the question of comprehensive land use planning. Based on
statutory/rule review, the Water Board (with legal counsel) concludes that EFSEC authority overrides local land use
restrictions, in this particular case.

The Water Board directly consulted with Yakima Nation Tribal staff and their legal counsel. The Yakima Nation
conveyed two major points: 1) the EIS coverage was not specific enough; and 2) the DNR lacked statutory authority
to lease water rights for portions of the project’s water demand purposes. Regarding the first point, the Water Board
determined that the four key water right use questions above were met (including hydraulic continuity). The new C/T
point of withdrawal was determined to be in the same body of groundwater for management purposes, per detailed
discussion with Ecology staff.

The second point was reviewed with legal counsel, and determined that leasing a water right certificate (real property)
was no different than leasing a tract of land (real property). Water right change/transfers also are subject to Real Estate
Excise Tax (taxable water right actions) per WA State Dept. of Revenue review. The legality question regarding DNR
lease of water rights on DNR and non-DNR adjacent lands does not appear to be a limiting issue in this C/T decision.

So, relative to the water supply/right issue governed by SEPA coverage, the Water Board defers to the decisions by
the lead SEPA agency, the EFSEC. They have stated that appropriate SEPA compliance exists.

Family Farm Act Compliance:

The FFA affects the holding of (irrigation) water rights acquired after December 8, 1977. The Act does not affect
the use of prior water rights held by a single party (RCW 90.66.020, 90.66.040; also see PCHB No.13-146,
Reichman, February 14, 2014). The applicant’s certificate has a pre-FFA date.

The Water Board concludes that the applicant’s change/transfer request is consistent with the FFA.



COMMENT AND PROTESTS

Public notification/hearings for the applicant's request were filed in the Tri-City Herald; with public hearings
offered (no requests for public hearings or participants). Copies are provided in the Public Notice attachments. The
WADOE/Water Board did receive dissenting comments from the Benton-Yakima County Commissioners and the
Yakama Nation and has responded to such (as noted above).

The County Commissions cited concerns over land use restrictions/zoning affecting irrigated agriculture. These
concerns appear to be superseded by statutory/rule authority granted to EFSEC (discussed with Commission staffs).
The Tribal concerns regarding water supply focus on source location and DNR water right leasing authority. The
basic water right change/transfer (permitting tests) have been met, and the new POW is in direct hydraulic
continuity with the existing POW, per review of the applicant’s information and discussed with Ecology technical
staff. The DNR’s ability to lease certificated water use on partial DNR land does not deviate from a real estate
lease, a practice already conducted by DNR.

The application materials have been distributed to several other state resources agencies (WDFW) and interested
parties. No additional comments have been received from these parties concerning the application or proposed
actions. '

The application materials were made available to the public including public hearing notice; no hearing was
requested—no comments or BCWCB meeting participants addressed the proposed action.

Issues Raised by WADOE:

The Water Board has provided the CRO-WRP-WADOE with the initial change/transfer application and public
notice of the ROE/ROD. The BCWCB has previously discussed/reviewed this water right with CRO staff. No
specific action comments were received during the application review process.

Protests:

Date: Comments and protests noted above from Benton-Yakima County Commissions and Yakama Nation.
This was recognized by the board as a [} Protest <] Comment

Name/address of protestor/commenter: See attachments.

Issue: Discussed above.

Board’s analysis: Discussed above.

Other Items/Issues: None. Pertinent Commenis: None.



INVESTIGATION
Prepared by Members of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board

The following information was obtained from site inspections (BCWCB tepresentatives); and from general
knowledge of this project by the Water Board, technical reports and documents, research of WADOE records, and
discussions/information with the water right C/T applicant’s technical representatives. Several discussions have
been made with other agency/Tribal staff/consultants.

The applicant has provided technical information, personal communications, and technical references requested
by the Water Board, including data to verify the existing and proposed use areas; and the applicant’s technical
representative has communicated extensively with individual Water Board members to answer specific questions
about the change/transfer request. The Water Board has received supplemental information from the applicant,
as needed.

The Water Board has reviewed the standing of the water right documentation provided by the water right holder
concerning water management, and recent air-photography for the general water right place of use and purpose, and
new POW site. The Water Board is familiar with the added POW site (Horse Heaven Hills area).

The Water Board has forwarded copies (regular ground mail) of the application change/transfer request and
public notice to the state Dept. of Fish & Wildlife, the Tribes, and to all parties requesting such copies. No
comments were received by these parties during the formal, and informal, public comment period for the
change/transfer application.

Verification of Existing Water Right:

The existing water use retains an active water right certificate on file, granted by the Washington State Dept. of
Ecology. The use is available for existing change/transfer actions. It is concluded that the water right is in good
standing, subject to the conditions contained within this ROE/ROD.

The DNR did place into the Temporary Trust Program portions of the right that it apparently assumed reflected
allowed consumptive use for change/transfer, about 409 acre-ft. DNR assumed the remaining portion of the
right was subject to relinquishment review.

Proposed project plans and specifications:

The proposed change/transfer action supports the development of a new wind/solar farm along the Horse Heaven
Hills (HHH) area. The project description is included in the EFSEC docket summary (application attachments),
with perhaps as many as 244 to 150 wind turbines depending on size (see application location maps). The wind
turbine range would generally follow the northern HHH ridge area, and perhaps cross about 72,428 acres (with
transmission lines); the solar arrays and batteries would cover no more than 6,570 acres. The project at full
development would generate about 1,150 MWs (nameplate). Peaking power capability would vary.

The project would be as close as 4 miles south/southwest from the Kennewick City limits.

The water use would be used for general industrial development at the site, dust control, solar array cleaning,
and some irrigated agriculture.



Other Water Rights Appurtenant to the Property and Associated Rights:

There are surface water rights affecting the existing project area; no other water rights specifically attached to land
or directly affected by the project (see applicant/consultant report attachment). This action would remove the
existing water right placed into the Trust Program.

The existing groundwater pumps/infrastructure had been intended to serve the original water right certificate, and
perhaps other rights (see application attachments), but the allocated gpm for this C/T decision is based on the actual
pumping use for irrigated acres and not “pumps and pipes” status for other rights or relinquished portions of the
certificate.

Fffect or Benefit to Public Interest:

A Washington State Supreme Court ruling has stated that “...a ‘public interest’ test is not a proper consideration
when Ecology acts on a change application under RCW 90.03.380.” PUD No. 1 of Pend Oreille County v. Dep’t of
Ecology, 70372-8 (2002). By extension, neither does the Water Board have authority to apply a public interest test
when evaluating a change in water right request under RCW 90.03.380. This Court decision involved a surface
water right.

To the extent review of public interest is applicable, the Water Board finds that the application for change is
consistent with groundwater code provisions (RCW 90.44), and public policy objectives of the state to: identify
existing water supplies, provide for beneficial water use, avoid impairment issues, and provide for efficient use of
water resources. The existing/future water use also is consistent with land use provisions as determined by EFSEC.

The Benton/Yakima County Commissions raised concerns regarding negative impacts to existing farmland.
Tentative Determination:

In order to make a water right change decision, the Water Board must make a tentative determination on the
extent and validity of the right. The Water Board has inade the tentative determination as displayed in the first
section of this report. There are several circumstances that can cause the Board’s tentative determination to differ
from the stated extent of the water right within water right documentation. Water right documents attempt to define
a maximum limitation to a water right, rather than the actual extent to which a water right has been developed and
maintained through historic beneficial use. Additionally, except for a sufficient cause pursuant to RCW 90.14.140,
water rights, in whole or in part, not put to a beneficial use for five consecutive years since 1967 may be subject to
relinquishment under Chapter 90.14.130 through 90.14.180 RCW. Some water rights may additionally be lost
through abandonment; or some rights may be subject to special management area provisions. The Board’s tentative
determination was based upon the following findings.

Water Right Review and History:

First, the water right applicant/owner holds a valid water right certificate, in good standing, as regulated by
Ecology, and is on file with the WADOE. The Water Board/Ecology have approved previous change/transfer
decisions in this general HHH area.

Water right use/need has been varied per the applicant’s demand estimates

Second, under the change request, the total amount of water withdrawal fromn the existing right and proposed
change cannot exceed the amount previously used; more specifically, the portion of the right that has been put
to actual beneficial use or is statutorily protected from relinquishment. The change/transfer request must not
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* exceed the existing water right limits; no enlargement of the right is allowed. The Water Board’s determination
conforms with this requirement.

Extent and Validity Analysis, ACQ Analysis and Beneficial Use Review:

The Water Board concurs with the DNR and their consultant that existing groundwater source irrigation activity
on the site has diminished in past years, and about 125.5 acres would not be subject to nonuse (de facto
relinquishment) per RCW 90.14.140 provisions (and Trusting Program donation). The 125.5 acres are the
subject of the water right change request for a new point of withdrawal, change in location, and purposes of use,
requiring an annual consumptive quantity (ACQ) analyses per RCW 90.03.380.

Data, Information, and Methodology:

1. The Water Board has reviewed the relevant water right data suwrrounding this change/transfer, including
previous water use estimates, the applicant’s land use data and leasing information, mapping, the consultant’s
ACQ analysis report, and arial photo information from Google Earth Pro.

2. The Water Board has multi-decadal experience in reviewing ACQ and extent and validity factors for water
rights in Benton County and elsewhere.

3. The Water Board has reviewed the annual water use estimates provided by DNR for irrigated agriculture
crops, consistent with RCW 90.03.380 requirements; and the water use application and efficiency estimates
provided by AgWeatherNet at https://weather.wsu.edu/?p=97750, Horrigan weather station site (near
existing project), and the Benton-Franklin Water Conservancy Boards’ ACQ Methodology for calculating
water use efficiencies and total consumptive use, including 90% applied efficiencies for low pressure center
pivot applications (CSRIA.org). The total allowed water right use estimate for C/T is 502 acre-ft.

4. The Water Board has reviewed relinquishment (or de facto relinquishment factors) for this change/transfer
action.

5. The Water Board has taken into account future water use estimates provided by the applicant and associated
with similar types of construction-energy projects in the region.

ACQ Analysis/Determination:

6. The estimated allowed water use is based on 125.5 existing irrigated acres (Trust-pre-Trust period), per DNR
and consultant estimates, and available arial imagery review (Gogle Earth Pro), for the most recent period
of continuous use, 2017-2021 (see application attachments and supplemental information).

7. The 2017-2021 water use data confirm a two-year, peak-year average over five years, 2019-2020, of about
4 acre-fi./acre, for irrigating alfalfa. The AgWeatherNet data for the Horrigan Site and Water Conservancy
Board efficiencies (CSRIA.org) are equal to or exceed the allowed use of the existing certificate (4 acre-
ft./acre). The total allowed use for C/T is about 502 acre-ft.

8. This consumptive use estimate is consistent with the requirements of RCW 90.08.380, where only
consumptive use estimates (not return flows) are available for change/transfer (ET and applied efficiencies)
for water spreading type actions. The Water Board methodology has been applied to numerous C/Ts.

9. Under the first phase, 3-year period, 280.8 acre-ft. could be allocated to 70.2 irrigated acres. Additional
allocations can be made for industrial construction use (184 acre-ft.) and industrial use with the project fully
developed (12 acre-ft.). With the project fully developed, the total allowed irrigation use would be 490 acre-
ft., for 122.5 acres; and industrial use of about 12 acre-ft.
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10. The allowed gpm quantity (1,955 gpm) under the existing certificate for irrigation is about 7.5 gpm per acre
(260.7 acres). If applied to 122.5 acres, the gpm estimate would be reduced to about 918.8 gpm, for continued
irrigation. The applicant has further requested another 300 gpm for use during the construction phase (all
industrial use) and 150 gpm after the construction phase.

11. As noted above, future use will be staged between the construction and completion periods, varving use
given the size/timing of the project, but the final allowed use cannot exceed 502 acre-ft., for: 122.5 irrigated
acres, 490 acre-ft., 918.8 gpm; and 12 acre-ft., 150 gpm, industrial use.

12. The Water Board notes that a small portion of the existing right (12 acre-ft.) will change from seasonal
irrigation to year-round use. This level of change is viewed as imperceptible to the status/conditions of the
groundwater source and will have no impairment complications.

13. Since 2022, the DNR has available surface water for their HHH irrigation projects. This water, under permit,
could be used to irrigate the property previously served by the groundwater right—a form of serial perfection.

Tentative Determination Finding:

Based on the above information and analyses {and application attachments/references), the Water Board has
determined that the full amount of the said water right for change/transfer is presented within the above “Board
Decision” summary, and should be the amount not exceeded by the applicant for final certification, as issued by
WADOE. This amount is in full consideration of and compliance with RCW 90.03.380 and 90.14.140(2)(d), and
other portions of the water code, and takes into account the new point of withdrawal.

Hydrologic, and Other Technical Investigations:

The change/transfer relies on withdrawing water from the same body of groundwater (management area) as the
existing points of withdrawal for this portion of the HHH area. Review of the pertinent well logs and analysis
by the applicant’s technical consultant communications/report confirms this conclusion (see attached application

report). The added POW also has been discussed with CRO-Ecology staff.

The Water Board has reviewed the hydraulic continuity/impairment features for the new well (see attached
report); and concludes that active well use will not create any impairment observations.

Review of Potential Impairment:

Given the limited changes to the water rights, and existing POW, the Water Board determines that this
change/transfer request will not create impairment (see attached reports). The Water Board makes this
determination, with certainty, given the proposed operations at the new withdrawal site, and a detailed review
of other factors affecting the change/transfer request. These factors have been discussed with the applicant’s
technical consultant (see attached report).

Further, the Water Board notes:

1) For this immediate area, no record/affirmation of impairment has been noted by the Water Board or Ecology.

2) The Water Board has reviewed with the applicant, in detail, potential impairment issues for the applicant’s
change request. This review indicates that the change action will not impair other water rights.
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3) Based on the public notice of this change request, the Water Board has received no impairment issue
comments from other existing water right holders, including those who withdraw/divert water from nearby sites.

4) The change will not increase water use relative to the existing allowed use, create impairment, or detrimental
environmental impacts.

Given the above review, the Water Board concludes that the proposed action will not create impairment to other
water rights and the conditions provided within this ROE/ROD.

Because the proposed action will not increase the existing allowed water use (with change modifications) or
increase the water amount put to allowed beneficial use, or likely affect other existing water rights (or
applications for new water rights), no impairment is perceptible. The applicant’s technical information has been
reviewed regarding water use within the same body of water for management purposes and potential impairment.

The proposed change/transfer will be beneficial in the conservation and management of water resources from
existing practices for the following reasons: 1) there will be no increase in withdrawal/diversion on an annual
basis after the change/transfer, compared to existing allowed operations; and 2) controls and monitoring on the
quantity of water pumped will help ensure that the authorized quantity is not exceeded, as required under water
use estimates and metering provisions.

The Water Board has published public notice of the proposed action and reviewed any potential technical issues
concerning impairment.

Existing water rights located within the nearby area--within the same sections/T-R and adjacent sections--were
noted according to information contained within the WADOE E-data base system and visual inspection, and
ongoing Water Board review within this area (also see attached technical report).

Water Right Adjudication Process:

Water right adjudication does not affect the application.

DECISION CONCILUSIONS:

Tentative Determination-Extent and Validity.

1. The allowed right use is verified; the extent and validity, and ACQ), analysis has been reviewed by the Water
Board. The right is being used consistently with Ecology authorization.

2. The proposed change/transfer will result in no increase in the annual quantity of water authorized and is
consistent with the requirements of RCW 90.03.380 and 90.14.140 (relinquishment), and other provisions
of the groundwater water code. The change/transfer request will not increase the allowed water right; the
change/transfer will not increase allowed consumptive use from the designated source.

3. There will be no increase in water withdrawal on an annual basis. In addition, continued monitoring of the
quantity of water pumped will help ensure that allowed water withdrawals are not exceeded, for the changes
requested.

Relinquishment or Abandonment Concerns:

4. The Water Board’s review per this ROE/ROD indicates relinquishment of about 138 acres due to non-use,
per RCW 90.14,140.
11



Hydraulic Analysis:

5. Per the above cited information and attachments (technical reports), the Water Board concludes that the
change/transfer will be implemented in the same body of water for management purposes.

Impairment:

6. The Water Board determines that impairment is not an issue affecting this change request; the change is

within the same body of water for management purposes; the proposed action creates no impairments to
other water right holders or permit applicants; adequate data and information exists to make this
determination with confidence.

Consideration of Comments/Protests:

7.

Public notice has been provided for the proposed action, and any public concerns have been reviewed by
the Water Board. Public notice and application submittal have been forwarded to several state resource
agencies/tribes/interested parties for comment; the agencies have provided direct comments to the
application. The comments discussed above, indicate opposition to the project. These comments have been
discussed with the parties and Ecology staff; nevertheless the Water Board concludes that the C/T is
consistent with state water law and the SEPA practices adhered to by EFSEC.

SEPA and FFA Review:

8.

The Water Board has reviewed the proposed project for SEPA (noted above) and FFA (non-FFA water
right) compliance.

Public Interest:

9.

10.

11.

Per EFSEC qualifications, the proposed action supports the public interest concerned with the direct use of
water rights, is consistent with allowed beneficial uses, and is consistent with local area/regional economic
development needs (farm support and construction features) and the land use practices reviewed by EFSEC.
The Water Board also took into consideration any potential conflicts with environmental justice principles,
strictly relative to water use and water law. Even so, the Water Board has noted that the County
Commissions and the Yakama Nation may assert that the project conflicts with some aspects of the local
public interest and environmental justice principles directly affecting Tribal values.

The proposed action is consistent with the intent of RCW 90.03.380, 90.14.140, 90.80, and recent case
reviews by the Washington State Supreme Court.

The Water Board has provided for specific conditions and provisions affecting the use of the water rights,
as identified below. The Water Board’s decision is contained in the Water Board Decision table above.

PROVISIONS

Conditions and Limitations:

1.

The point of diversion/withdrawal, place(s) of use, purpose of use, and period of use for the water right are
designated in the summary table above (under Water Board Decision table).
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‘2. Per issued superseding certificate, for the subject water right, water withdrawals shall not exceed the total
instantaneous and volume use, periods of use, and site area designated above under Water Board Decision
table.

3. Use of water under this authorization shall be contingent upon the water right holder’s utilization of up-to-
date water conservation practices.

4. An approved measuring device(s) must be installed and maintained for the sources (all points of
withdrawal/diversion) identified herein in accordance with the rule “Requirements for Measuring and
Reporting Water Use,” WAC 173-173, describing the requirements for data accuracy, device installation and
operation, and information reporting. It also allows a water user to petition Ecology for modifications to
some of the requirements. Installation, operation and maintenance requirements are enclosed or available
from Ecology as a document entitled “Water Measurement Device Installation and Operation
Requirements.”

5. Water use will be measured and recorded for wa..r supply use. Water use data shall be recorded weekly and
shall be submitted annually to Ecology by January 31st of each calendar year (along with WA State Dept. of
Health metering requirements). At a minimum, the following information shall be included with each
submittal of water use data: owner, contact name if different, mailing address, daytime phone number,
WRIA, Permit or Certificate No., source name, annual quantity used including units, maximum rate of
diversion including units, period of use, weekly meter readings including units, and peak flow including
units for each month. In the future, Ecology may require additional parameters to be reported or more
frequent reporting. Recorded water use data shall be submitted via internet. To set up an internet reporting
account, contact the Central Regional Office. If you do not have internet access, you can still submit hard
copies by contacting the Central Region Office for forms to submit your water use data.

6. All water wells constructed within the state shall meet the “minimum Standards for Construction and
maintenance of wells, as provided under RCW 18.104 (Washington Water Well Construction Act of 1971)
and Chapter 173-160 WAC Minimum Standards for Construction and Maintenance of Water Wells.
Installation and maintenance of an access port as described in Groundwater Bulletin No.1 is required, per
WAC 173-160-291(3). In general wells shall be located at least 100 feet from source contamination and at
least 1,000 feet of th boundary of a solid waste landfill. Any well that is unusable, abandoned, or is an
environmental, safety, or public hazard shall be decommissioned. In addition to the required access port, the
applicant shall install and maintain, in operating condition, an airline And pressure gauge. The pressure
gage shall be equipped with a standard tire valve and placed in a location accessible to Dept. of Ecology
personnel. The airline shall extend from the land surface to the top of the pump bowls and the total airline
length shall be reported to the Dept. of Ecology upon completion of the pumping system.

7. Ecology staff may require specific drilling parameters for the well; and will perform a site inspection for the new
well when construction phase is completed.

8. Department of Ecology personnel, upon presentation of proper credentials and prior notification, shall have
access at reasonable times, to project location, and to inspect at reasonable times, records of water use, wells,
diversions, measuring devices and associated distribution systems for compliance with the law.

Mitigation:

9. None is required for the C/T water use.
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Construction Schedule:

10. By January 1, 2028, the applicant will notify the Water Resources Program, Eastern Region Office,
WADOE, that project construction is completed, unless further extended for good cause.

11. By January 1, 2030, proof of appropriation (for actual beneficial use of water) will be provided to the Water
Resources Program, Eastern Region Office, WADOE, unless further extended for good cause.

DECISION APPROVALS

Approvals:

The conclusions in this Report of Examination were authored/developed by Water Board members and staff,
with the applicant or applicant’s representative providing support information as requested.

The undersigned Water Board Commissioner certifies that he/she understands the Board is responsible to ensure
that all relevant issues identified during its evaluation of the application, or which are raised by any commenting
party during the Board’s evaluation process, are thoroughly evaluated and discussed in the Board’s deliberations.
The Report of Examination documents all factors reviewed and considered by the Water Board. The undersigned
therefore, certifies that he/she, having reviewed the report of examination, knows and understands the content of
this Report of Examination and concurs with the ROE’s conclusions.

The Benton County Water Conservancy Board hereby APPROVES the water right change/transfer described within
this record of examination and record of decision, and submits this certificate for conditional approval to the Director
of the Washington State Department of Fcology. If the Director takes no action within forty-five days of receipt of
this ROE/RQOD, then the Water Board’s decision, as written, is final.

Approved Unanimously by the BCWCB

Kennewick, Washington

This 12th day of July 2024

Approved and Signed on Behalf of the Water Board by:

Si—-*

LICLI.J.)'LJ. ASLDwlhy 1 DL Sy N LLAAELLAGLL
Benton County Water Conservancy Board
Date Mailed to WADOE Director/Representative: on or before July 29, 2024
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Supplemental Attachments and Selected
Application Materials*

1)General Site Map/Certificate
2)Legal Notices

3)Trust Water Right and ACQ Information
4)General Project Description

*Complete Application Materials Already Submitted to Ecology.
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~Recepher 26, 1923, | G3-22306 i _ G3=22306P

— ——
CEATIFICATE NUMBER

G3-22306C

(=T} ]
7 emiBbolohiAu Chaxberg BldR. O¥-2) __ Olvgpia.

ISTATE) & CODE}

Haghipgson, 28304 '
This is o cartify that the horsin named applicant has made praofio the satisfaction ofthe Departmant ol Ecology of arightfo '
e the use of the pubilfc witors of the State of Washington as herain dafined, and under and spscifically subject to the provisions

contained n the Parmnitissuad by the-Dopartment of Ecology, and that said vight tothe uzeof said walershazbaan

peatfecied
in aocordanca with the laws of the State of Washington. and Is heraby cenfirmad by the Department of Ecology and entered
of racord ag shown, but is miled 10 an amount actually beneficlally vsed.

A ATy~ P T~ Ty
BUBLIC WATER TO BE APPROPRIATED

TSDURCE
2 wells

. TAIGUTARY OF ((F SURPAGE WATERS)

W7o BAXIMUN GUEIC RET FRR SECOND

ﬂl.l"AHiiW. TYPE OF UBE, PERIOD QF USE

VAXIWMUM GALLONS FER WIHUTE

1955

VAXIBUL ACRE-FPEET PRH YEAR

1043

1043 acre-fest per year for the irrigation of 260.7 acres during irrimatien seiison,

No. 1 600 feut anst and 130 feat north from the scuthwent ocrper of Sactlon J€.

s, S———
LOCATION OF DIVERSION/WITHDRAWAL
APPROXIMATE LQCATION OF DIVERSION~-NITHDRAWAL

T No. 2 500 feot west and 990 feer north from ghe center of Section 36.

i e g
LOCATED WITHIN (SMALLEST LEGAL SUBRIVISION]

=
LoT

SECTION TONNGHIP N, | RARGE. [E. O ir.) WM, | W.RI.A. | EOUNTY
. g slattayy  f3. RRopband 36 7 25 E. 3 - Benton

RECORDED PLAYTED PROPERTY

IBLOGK

OF (QUVE NAME OF PLAT GR AQDITION)

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPER]

rY ON WHICH WATER IS TO BE USED

AU R A

iy

1N

i

.

CY 040-1-2 {Fov. &-31)

w,

.
h

All of Section 36, T. 7 N., R. 25 B.W.M.

(SEE AEVERSE 510K}

CERTIFICATE









The Beaufort Gazatte Durham | The Herald-Sun The Modesto Bee
The Bellaville News-Democrat Fort Worth Star-Telegram The Sun News - Myttle Beach
Bellingham Herald The Fresno Bee Raleigh News & Observer
Centre Daily Times The Istand Packet Rock Hill | The Herald
Sun Herald The Kansas City Star The Sacramento Bee
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The Charlotte Observer Merced Sun-Star Tri-City Herajid
The State Miami Herald The Wichita Eagle
Ledger-Enquirer El Nueve Herald The Olympian
Account # Order Number Identification Order PO Amount Cols | Depth
9 518753 Print Legal Ad-PLO1589520 - IPLO158952 Public Hearing $562.65 2 6L
Attentlon: Darrel Olsen ; COUNTY OF BENTON)
: 55
BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD :
3030 W CLEARWATER AVE | STATE OF WASHINGTON)
SUITE 205-A » Stefani Beard, being duly sworn, deposes and says, | am
KENNEWICK, WA 99336 ! the Legals Clerk of The Tri-City Herald, a daily
dolsenecon@aok.com i newspaper. That said newspaper is a local newspaper

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD
WATER RIGHT CHANGE/TRANSFER

Public Notice is hereby given that the BCWCB is reviewing (accepted) applica-
tions for water right change/transfers, for water rights listed below. The applica-
tion{s} have been reviewed by the Board for acceptance, per additionai technical
infarmation received from the applicant.  The next BOWCB business meeting
is on March 7, 2024, at 400 pum., at the office ot Pacilic NW Project, 3030
W. Clearwater, Ste 205-A, Kennewick, WA (509-783-1623). A public hearing
is offered upon request, for the application below; and interested parties may
request 1o join the BCWCB meetings by requesting a telephanic call-in number,
meeting code.

Application Amended by: Horse Heaven Hills wind Farm, LLG, 5775 Flatiron
Partoway, Sufte 120, Boulder, Colorado, 80301 @Dave Kpbus, dave @ scouten-
ergy.com). Water Right held by WA State Dept. of Natural Resources, MS 47000,
Olympia, WA 98504, Change o G3—+223060WRHIS, BENT-24-01, priority
date of December 26, 1973; authorizing 1,855 gpm, 1,043 acre-it, for irrigation
of 260,7 acres, irrigation season; the existing points of withdrawal all within No.t
3W1/4 of SW1/4, No2 SE1/4 of NW1/4, all within Secticn 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM;
anud the existing place of use is ali within Section 36, T.7N, R25 EWM. Proposed
change is tor up to 1,955 gpm, 1,031 acre-ft, 260.7 irrigated acres (seasonal
irigation); femporary (3-vears) industrial-construction-dust conirol use, non-ad-
ditive 450 gpm, 184 acre-ft,, year-round use; non-additive industrial use, 450
gpm, 12 acre-ft., year-round use, All uses wiii not exceed authorized or ACQ
estimates, with phased development schedule for temporary vs long-term use,

Proposed point of withdrawal all within NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T8N, R25
EWM. Proposed place of use covers multiple sections alk or portions within TEN,
R26 EWM and TN, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R. 26 BEWM and
TBN, R27 EWM and T.7N, R.26 EWM and T.7N, R.27 BAM and T8N, R28 EwM
and T.7N, R28 EWM and T.7N, R29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 BAM and TN, R.30
BWM and T.6N, R.31 EWM. NOTE: the detalled site location map/table for alt
sections and parcels is available upon request from the BOWCB, 509-783-1623.

Additional water right information alsa is avallabie upon request. Pet WAC 173-
153-080 administrative rule for public notice information, irterested parties are
hereby directed to request the actual application documentation, and the de-
tailed legal descriptions therein, from the BOWCB, 509-783-1623.

Lnder WADOE Rule WAC 173-153 and other agency regulations, any protests or
objections 10 the approval of this application may be filed with the Depariment of
Ecology and must include a detailed staternent of the basis for objections; pro-
tests must be accompanied by a fifty doliar ($50) recording fee and filed with the
Cashiering Section, State of Washington, Department of Ecology, FO. Box 47611,
Ciympia, WA 98504-7611 within thirty (30) days from the date of publication.
Any interested party may submit comments, objections, and other information to
the BOCWCB regarding this application, per the above address. The comments
and information may be submitted in writing, or verbally at any public meeting
of the BOWCB; BCWCB, 3030 W. Ciearwater, Ste. 205-A, Kennewick, WA 99336,
509-783-1623. Comments should inciude: mame, address, and phone number
of commenting party; identification of the changefransfer receiving comments;
and detalled information or docurnentation to substantiate facts presented within
the comments.

1PLOT58952

Feb 11,18 2024

and has been approved as a legal newspaper by arder of
the superior court in the county in which it is published
and it is now and has been for more than six months
prior to the date of the publications hereinafter referred
to, published continually as a daily newspaper in Benton
County, Washington. That the attached s a true copy as
it was printed in the regular and entire issue of the Tri-
City Herald and not in a supplement thereof, ran 2 time
(s) commencing on 02/11/2024, and ending on
02/18/2024 and that said newspaper was regularly
distributed to its subsaribers during all of this period.

Zinsertion{(s) published on:
02/11/24, 02/18/24

St%w& Beund

(Signature of Legals Llerk)

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 21th day
of February in the year of 2024

Notary Fublicin and for the state of Texas, residing in
Dallas County

STEPHANIE HATCHER
My Notary [0 # 133534406
Expires January 14, 2026

Legal document please do not destroy!

- —
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newspaper, That said newspaper is a local newspaper

Account # Order Number Identification Order PO Amount Cols Depth

37793 5142 Print Legal Ad-IPLO561480 - IPLO156148 $548.31 2 54L
Attention: Darrel Olsen : COUNTY OF BENTON)

' S8

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD '
3030 W CLEARWATER AVE {  STATE OF WASHINGTON)
SUITE 205-A ¢ Stefani Beard, being duly sworn, deposes and says, | am
KENNEWICK, WA 99336 i+ the Legals Clerk of The Tri-City Herald, a daily

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD

WATER RIGHT CHANGE/TRANSFER
Public Notice is hereby given that the BOWCB Is reviewing {accepted) applica-
tions for water right change/transfers, for water rights listed below. The egplica-
tion(s) have been reviewed by the Board for acceptance, per additioral technical
information received from the applicant The next BOWCB husiness mesting
is on January 31, 2024, at 4:00 pm,, at the office of Pacific NW Project, 3030
W, Clearwater, Ste 2058-A, Kennewick, WA (508-783-1623). A public hearing
is offered upon request, for the application below; and interested parties may
request to join the BCWCBE meetings by requesting a telephonic call-in number,
meeting code.

Appiication submitted by: Horse Heaven Hilis Wind Farm, LLC, 5775 Flatiron
Parkway, Sulte 120, Boulder, Colorado, 80301 {%Dave Kobus, dave@ scouten-
ergy.com). Water Right held by WA State Dept. of Natural Resources, MS 47000,
Olympia, WA 98504, Change to G3-+22306CWHIS, BENT-24-01, priority
date of December 26, 1973; authorizing 1,955 gpm, 1,043 acre-ft, for irigation
of 260.7 acres, irrigation season; the existing points of withdrawal all within No.1
SWi/4 of BW1/4, No2 SE1/4 of NW1/4, all wEhin Section 36, T7N, A25 EWM;
and the existing place of use is all within Section 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM. Proposed
change Is for up to 1,805 gpm, 1,031 acre-ft.,, 260.7 irmigated acres (seasonal ir-
rigation); temporary (3-years) industriai-construction-dust contrel use, 150 gpm,
184 acre-#t., yearround use; Industrial use, 130 gpm, 12 acre-ft, year-round
use. All uses will not exceed authorized or ACQ estimates, with phased devel-
opment schedule for temporary vs fong-temm use.

Proposed point of withdrawal all witivin Nvw1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T8N, R25
FWM., Pronosed place of use covers multiple sections all or portions within T8N,
R. 26 E¥WM and T8N, R27 EWM and T.7N, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.28 BEWM and
T.7N, R.28 BAM and T.7N, R29 BEWM and T.7N, R.30 EAMM. NOTE: the detailed
site location map/table for all sections and parcals is available upon request
from the BCWCE, 509-783-1623.

Additionai water right information also is available upon request. Per WAC 173-
153-080 administrative nite for pubtic notice inforrnation, interested parties are
hereby directed to request the actual application documentation, and the de-
iziled legal descriptions therein, from the BCWGB, 508-783-1623.

Under WADCE Rule WAC 173-153 and other agency regulations, any protests or
objeations to the approval of this application mey be filed with the Departmant of
Ecology and must include a detailed statement of the basis for objections; pro-
tests must be accompanied by a fifty dollar {$50) recording fee and filed with the
Cashiering Section, State of Washington, Department of Ecolegy, PO, Box 47611,
Dlympia, WA 98504-7671 within thirty {30) days from the date of publication,
Any interested party may submit comments, objections, and other information to
the BCWCB regarding this application, per the above address. The comments
and information may be submitted in writing, or verbaily at any public meeting
of the BOWCE: BCWCRE, 3030 W. Clearwaier, Ste. 205-A, Kennewick, WA 95336,
509-783-1623. Comments should include: name, address, and phane number
of commenting party; identification of the change/transter receiving comments;
and detailed information or documentation to substantiate facts presented within
the comments.

1PLO156148

Jan 21,28 2024

and has been approved as a legal newspaper by order of
the superior court in the county in which it is published
and it is now and has been for more than six months
prior to the date of the publications hereinafter referred
to, published continually as a daily newspaper in Benton
County, Washington. That the attached is a true copy as
it was printed in the regular and entire issue of the Tri-
City Herald and not in a supplement thereof, ran 2 time
(s) commencing on 01/21/2024, and ending on
01/28/2024 and that said newspaper was regularly
distributed to its subscribers during all of this period.

2insertion(s) published on:
01/21/24, 01/28/24

St%cwé Beard

[Signature of Legals Clerk}

Sworn to and subscribed before me this st day
of January in the year of 2024

Stephonie Hotther

Notary Publicin and for the state of Texas, residing in
Dallas County

STEFHANIE HATCHER
My Notary 10 # 133534408

Legal document please do not destroy!






2/5/2024
For Publication and Distribution

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD
WATER RIGHT CHANGE/TRANSFER

Public Notice is hereby given that the BCWCB is reviewing (accepted) applications for
water right change/transfers, for water rights listed below. The application(s) have been
reviewed by the Board for acceptance, per additional technical information received from
the applicant. The next BCWCB business meeting is on March 7, 2024, at 4:00 p.m., at
the office of Pacific NW Project, 3030 W. Clearwater, Ste 205-A, Kennewick, WA (509-
783-1623). A public hearing is offered upon request, for the application below; and
interested parties may request to join the BCWCB meetings by requesting a telephonic call-
in number, meeting code.

Application Amended by: Horse Heaven Hills Wind Farm, LLC, 5775 Flatiron Parkway,
Suite 120, Boulder, Colorado, 80301 (%Dave Kobus, dave@scoutenergy.com). Water
Right held by WA State Dept. of Natural Resources, MS 47000, Olympia, WA 98504,
Change to G3-+22306CWRIS, BENT-24-01, priority date of December 26, 1973,
authorizing 1,955 gpm, 1,043 acre-ft., for irrigation of 260.7 acres, irrigation season; the
existing points of withdrawal all within No.1 SW1/4 of SW1/4, No.2 SE1/4 of NW1/4, all
within Section 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM; and the existing place of use is all within Section 36,
T.7N, R.25 EWM. Proposed change is for up to 1,955 gpm, 1,031 acre-ft., 260.7 irrigated
acres (seasonal irrigation); temporary (3-years) industrial-construction-dust control use,
non-additive 450 gpm, 184 acre-ft., year-round use; non-additive industrial use, 450 gpm,
12 acre-ft., year-round use. All uses will not exceed authorized or ACQ estimates, with
phased development schedule for temporary vs long-term use.

Proposed point of withdrawal all within NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T.8N, R.25 EWM.
Proposed place of use covers multiple sections all or portions within T.9N, R.26 EWM and
T.9N, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R. 26 EWM and T.8N, R27 EWM and
T.7N,R.26 EWM and T.7N, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.28 EWM and T.7N, R.28 EWM and
T.7N, R.29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 EWM and T6N, R.30 EWM and T.6N, R.3] EWM.
NOTE: the detailed site location map/table for all sections and parcels is available upon
request from the BCWCB, 509-783-1623.

Additional water right information also is available upon request. Per WAC 173-153-080
administrative rule for public notice information, interested parties are hereby directed to
request the actual application documentation, and the detailed legal descriptions therein, from
the BCWCB, 509-783-1623.

Under WADOE Rule WAC 173-153 and other agency regulations, any protests or objections
to the approval of this application may be filed with the Department of Ecology and must
include a detailed statement of the basis for objections; protests must be accompanied by a
fifty dollar ($50) recording fee and filed with the Cashiering Section, State of Washington,



Department of Ecology, P.O. Box 47611, Olympia, WA 98504-7611 within thirty (30) days
from the date of publication. Any interested party may submit comments, objections, and
other information to the BCWCB regarding this application, per the above address. The
comments and information may be submitted in writing, or verbally at any public meeting of
the BCWCB; BCWCB, 3030 W. Clearwater, Ste. 205-A, Kennewick, WA 99336, 509-783-
1623. Comments should include: name, address, and phone number of commenting party;
identification of the change/transfer receiving comments; and detailed information or
documentation to substantiate facts presented within the comments.

Note to publisher: Publish 2 times, once each week, for two weeks.










Department of Ecology
Central Region

1250 W Alder St

Union Gap, WA 98903-0009

Subject: Trust Water Right Donation for G3-+22306CWRIS

Dear Department of Ecology:

The Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR) would like to temporarily donate
the full amount of water right G3-+22306CWRIS for instream flow purposes. The place of use
starting in 2022 is now irrigated with surface water right S4-25639(A). We request the
temporary donation for 10 years while strategies are developed to move this water right to other

DNR lands. Piease find the donation form attached.

For any additional information or questions, please contact Christina Frantz at 509-899-7932 or
christina.frantz@dnr.wa.gov.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Christina Frantz
Product Sales and Leasing Division
Washington State Department of Natural Resources

Enclosures (2)

C: Kari Fagerness, Assistant Division Manager
File: 78-000628



WATER RESOURCES PROGRAM

DEPARTMENT OF =
ECOLOGY Temporary Donationto

state of Washington the Trust Water Rights Program

Water light Information

WATER RIGHT CERTIFICATE OR CLAIM NUMBER NAME(S) ON WATER RIGHT OR CLAIM
G3-+22306CWRIS State of Washington Department of Natural Resources
WATER RIGHT OWNER OR LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE PHONE NO. ALT PHONE NO.
Washington Department of Natural Resources 509-899-7932

ADDRESS

713 Bowers Rd

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

Ellensburg WA 98926

EMAIL ADDRESS
christina frantz@dnr.wa.gov

CONTACT (if differentthan owner)

PHONE NO. EMAIL ADDRESS

Temporary [ >nation Agreement

The water right owner or legal representative (“Donor”) agrees to temporarily donate water quantities (“donated
guantities”}associated withthe water right identified above, to the Washington Department of Ecology {Ecology) to be
held in the Trust Water Rights Program.

Donated Quantities

Al or aportion [] of the water Right Certificate or Claimto be temporarily donated
Instantaneous Quantity: cfs OR 1955 gpm
Annual Volume: 408 acre-feet peryear

Description of how water will be made available for temporarydonation {e.g., non-use, change in use practices): non-
use

The Donor attests that the donated quantities have been diverted or withdrawnand put to beneficial use. The Donor
attests that the donated quantities, in addition to any portion of the water right retained for use, do not exceed the
Daonor’s highest use wit 1 the last five years, uniess:

s A qualifying 1pplies in the last five years, and the Donor attests that the donated
qu itities and any retained use do not exceed the highest use in the five years preceding the qualifying
exemption (RCW90.14.140(1)); OR

s The rightor claimis for municipal or hydropower purposes, and the Donnr attests that the donated quantities
and any retained use do not exceed historical beneficial use ).

ECY 070-488 (Rev. 02/2023). To request ADA accommadation including materials in a format for the visually impaired, call Ecology Water Resources Program at 360-
407-6872. Persons with impaired hearing may cali Washington Relay Service at 711. Persons with speech disabiiity may call TTY at 877-833-6341.




Department of Ecology, Water Resources Program
Temporary Donationto the Trust WaterRights Program
ECY 070-488 (Rev 02/2023)

Location

The Donor owns or represents the following parcels that are associated with the donated quantities:

QTR

OTR QTR SEC TWP RGE COUNTY PARCEL No(s).

36 7N 25E Benton 136750000000000

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: All of Section 36, TO7N, R25E

Duration of Temporary Donation

The Donor agrees not to divert or withdraw the donated quantities until the term expires. The temporary donation term
will begin on the day Ecology’s acceptance email is sent to the Donor, and expires on the date provided below. When
the temporarydonation expires, the donated quantities revert back to the Donor.

End Date

| 3/1/2033

Terms and Conditions
e The donated guantities are not subject to relinquishment while accepted in the Trust Water Rights Program.

e Ecology's acceptance of the temporarily donated quantities is not a validation or quantification v the water
right. Any relinquishment or non-use of the water right that may have occurred prior to this temporary
donation cannot be reversed, or addressed in any way through this Agreement.

e Duringthe term of this temporary donation, the donated quantities will be usedto support instream flows and
groundwater preservationonly; they cannot be usedto mitigate other water uses.

e The Donor agrees to provide proof of beneficial use prior to the donation if requested by Ecology (RCW
90.42.080).

» |Ifthe Donor sells or leases the water right or portion of the right that has been temporarily donated, the donor
must notify the buyer or leasor of the temporarydonation.

e This Agreement will be considered fully executed, and the temporary donation considered accepted into the
Trust Water Rights Program, only if the Donor receives confirmation of Ecology’s acceptance by email or letter,

Signatures

[, the Donor, agree to the terms and conditions herein and certify that the information above istrue and accuratetothe
best of my knowledge. | understand that all responsibility for the accuracy of the information rests with me.

Christina Frantz Water Rescurce Program Manager %@W W 03/23/2023
[

Donor Printed Name — Title Do~ -- Signature Date (MM/DD/YYYY)

ECY 070-488 (Rev, 02/2023). Torequest ADA accommodation including materiais in a format for the visually impaired, call Ecology Water Resources Program at 360-
407-6872. Persons with impaired hearing may call Washington Relay Service at 711. Persons with speech disability may cali TTY at 877-833-6341,









Sawxer, Nisa (ECY)

From: Delesus, Anthony (ECY)

Sent: Monday, March 27, 2023 8:08 AM

To: Tyler, Ryanne (ONR); ECY RE WR CRO

Cc: Frantz, Christina (DNR); Sawyer, Nisa (ECY); Monter, Nikole (ECY)

Subject: RE; Temporary Donation to the Trust Water Rights Program G3-+22306CWRIS
Attachments: G3-+22306CWRIS ~over letter_Signed.pdf; G3-+22306CWRIS Trust Donation_Signed.pdf

From: Tyler, Ryanne {DNR} <Ryanne.Tyler@dnr.wa.gov>

Sent; Friday, March 24, 2023 9:41 AM

To: ECY RE WR CRO <wrcro@ECY WA.GOV>

Cc: Frantz, Christina {DNR) <Christina.Frantz@dnr.wa.gov>

Subject: Temporary Donation to the Trust Water Rights Program G3-+22306CWRIS

Good morning,
Please see attached cover letter and trust donation.

Thank you,

Ryanne Lyler
Water Rights Specialist
Division of Product Sales and Leasing

Washington State Department of Natural Resources
Cell- (500Y ROO_AR]R






7/12/24, 10:54 AM

Dan,

Lefl you & voice mail...
D.O.

BCWCB
509-783-1623

In a message dated &/10/2024 6:57:01 AM Pacific Daylight Time vrites:

06d morning Darryll,

cout wanted me to check in on the status of their ROE. Please let me know if anything has come up during the ROE drafting. Otherwise, is their
likely Board meeting when this will be decided?

1d on Port of Kennewick, | assume the next step there is the site visit. There are 3 properties / sites involved, so once the Board decides on its
railability, the Port folks can advise the others to make sure you have access. Thanks, Dan

w Haller. PE yay, CWRE ) | Senior Principal Water Resources Engineer | Direct: 509.895.5462 | Cell: 509.952.8607

spect Consulting (a Geosyntec Company) | 1106 N 35th Ave, Yakima, WA §8902

ay comtain ronbdent s o epalv priviaped information IF i 2re niol e intandad recipiens dicosy mmpg.ziely alcr the soaoe: Dy Mplv eriay ond ez 1his messace sed any altsctagnis

eanAcnn's mailhny






7H2124, 10:47 AM

Subject: RE: Benton Board changes
Date: 7/12/2024 10:42:37 AM Pacific Daylight Time
From: Dan.Haller@aspectcensulting, com

To:

doisenecon{@aol.com

See section 6.3

kR A RN IR

di Ban,

Jer your request, please see attached documentation of water usage, | cannot seem to find the 2021 Crop Report, however it was irrigated in 2021 with the ground water right G3-2230¢

year Crop [Ex: corn, cherrias, aifalfa] Covet
2020 HAY ALFALFA No
2019 HAY ALFALFA No
2018 | GRASS SEED No
2017 | CORN SWEET No
2016 | CORN SWEET No
2016 May Trinothy No
2015 Hay Timothy No
04 Corn Sweet No
2013 Corn Sweek No

fyou need anything else please let me know.

(hiristing Trantz

Dan Haller. PE yyay, CWRE jyya) | Senior Principal Water Resources Engineer | Direct: 50.895.5462 | Cell: 509.952,.8607
Aspect Consulting (A Geosyntec Company) | 1106 N 35th Ave, Yakima, WA 98907

This crman 8 IntRNoee soiely for Mo acgressewis! and may contan confidontal or iegadty privieged information. if you are not the irended raeyia, please smemeoialc!y sied the sander by reply emai and delole 1his message and any gilactinents withoul sioning,

conpng, GSICEUng, ar using f1g conents.

From ‘dolsenecon@aol.com>
Sent: gy v e 11031 AM

To

: Dan Haller <Dan.Haller@aspectconsulting.com>

Subject: Re: Benton Board changes

Dan,

Left you a veice mail...

D.0.
BCWCB
508-783-1623

In

sAnanon’

a message dated 6/10/2024 6:57:01 AM Pacific Daylight Time rites:

scod morning Darryll,

3cout wanted me to check in on the status of their ROE. Please let me know if anything has come up during the ROE drafling. Otherwise, is their
\ likely Board meeting when this will be decided?

wnd on Port of Kennewick, | assume the next step there is the site visit. There are 3 properties / sites involved, so once the Board decides on its
wailability, the Port folks can advise the others to make sure you have access. Thanks, Dan

‘an Hailer. PE ). CWRE nyy | Senior Principal Water Resources Enginger | Direct: 509.895.5462 | Cell: 509.952.8607
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Ecology routinely relies on the Washington Irrigation Guide (WIG) to provide estimates of
evapotranspiration (ET) by different crops. ET can be translated {o total water use per acre (water
duty), by dividing ET by irrigation efficiency. Irrigation efficiency differs according to the type of
irrigation system (e.g., wheel line, solid-set, center-pivot}, and Ecology has adopted a guidance
document (GUID 1210} with efficiency estimates.

Based on the WIG, GUID 1210, and reported crop types (see Appendix H for DNR crop reports from
lessee), Table 8.9.2 below summarizes crop water duty information for the crops recently reported
irrigated by DNR’s lessee. Irrigated Agricultural Lease Reports provided by DNR indicate the crops
type historically irritated are alfalfa, corn, and grass seed. The Prosser, Washington WIG station was
selected to represent the crop irrigation reguirement in the vicinity of the water right place of |

Table 8.9.2 Water Use Crop Irrigation Requirement

Crop krigation Total Irrigation Requirement
Requirement (ET) Efficiency (Water Duty)
Crop {(inches) Range ! (ac-ft/acre)
Alfalfa 35.31 70% - 90% 4.20-3.27
Cormn 28.14 70% - 90% 3.35 -2.61
Pasture/Turf 37.29 70% - 90% 4.44 -~ 3.45

1 Based on Ecology GUID 1219, center pivot irrigation systems have an application
efficiency range of 70 — 90%.

For comparison, the authorized war  duty from the Certificate is 4.0 ac-ft/acre (1,043 ac-ft/yr f 260.7
acres). We understand the lessee typically irrigated with spray heads and an end-gun. We selected
an overall efficiency of 85% and a %Evap of 10%, for an overall %CU of 95%. This suggests that
DNR historically fully utilized the authorized water duty of 4.0 ac-ft/acre when alfalfa and pasture/turf
crops were grown under the subject water right, but under more modern center-pivot delivery the
water duty is approximately 3.5 ac-fifacre, Water use in the years when corn was grown may resuit in
slightly less water consumption than the authorized water duty. However, corn is a routine crop
rotation and temporarily reduced use from crop rotation is exempt from relinguishment.

Based on the irrigation of 125.5 acres and a water duty of 3.5 ac-fi/acre, annual total water use is
calculated to be 439.3 ac-ft/yr.

8.10 | Provide aerial photos, remotely sensed images, or other information and
explain how they support the historic use.

Based on review of historical imagery, irrigation has remained consistent within the authorized place
of use since 1996. The dated aerial photos are contained within Attachment E.

Water Used for Irrigation

8.11 | If changing the purpose of use, refer to the Provisions section of your water
right document to determine whether the right is subject to the Family Farm
Water Act. If so, contact the appropriate Ecology regional office prior to
completing this form {refer to map on page 1).

N/A.
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8.12 | Describe your irrigation scheduling practices (e.g., frequency and duration of
irrigation sets). Describe how data from soil moisture probes, weather
forecasts, crop inspection, or other irrigation scheduling techniques were used
to determine irrigation practices.

Water is applied to the crops via center-pivot irrigation system. Additional information on the irrigation
scheduling practices will be documented in the ROE.

8.13 | If adding the irrigation of additional acres or a new purpose of use, provide
metering data for the most recent five-year period of continuous use. If metering
data are unavailable, provide an estimate of water use for the most recent five-
year perjod of continuous use and describe the methodology for this estimate.

Ecology interprets the “addition of new uses” under RCW 90.03.380(1) to mean the addition of a
previously unauthorized purpose(s) of use, while retaining an existing purpose of use. In accordance
with the added use requested in the application, it is required to determine that the annual consumptive
quantity (ACQ) under the water rignt for change will be no greater after the change. The ACQ is
defined in statute as the average consumptive use of the highest 2 vears over the most recent 5 years
~f continuous beneficial use.

e appropriate time period of analysis is the 5-year period from 2018 to 2022 (since water was
ated to trust in 2023), with the highest two years believed to be consistent with e certificate water
1ty (2019 and 2020).

Table B.13.1 Water Use for Two Highest Years

Annual Volume
Water Duty by Year
Year Crops Grown Acres (ac-ft/acre) (ac-ft/yr)
2019 Alfalfa 125.5 3.5 439.3
2020 Alfalfa 125.5 3.5 439.3

The ACQ was estimated based on the following assumptions:
* |rrigation of 125.5 acres of alfalfa;
* Certificated waler duty of 3.5 ac-fi/acre; and
+ Average consumptive percentage of 95% {from GUID 1210 for center-pivots)

Calculations for the consumptive water use are summarized below:
%CU (per Guidance 1210) = 95%
CU=TIR X %CU ;4393 ac— ft/yr x95% = 417.3 ac— ft/yr

4173 ac — ft
CU/acre = f /125.5 acres = 3:325 ft/acre

Non — Consumptive Use =TIR — CU ;4393 — 4173 =22 ac - ft

1g the 3-year construciion period when the energy project needs 184 ac-ft (consumptive), the new
2e will be only allowed to develop a total of 70.2 acres assuming the same efficiency.
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417.3 ac-ft ClJ — 184 ac-ft CU = 233.3 ac-ft CU
233.3 ac-ft CU / 3.325 ac-ft/acre CU = 70.2 acres

After the 3-year period when the energy project only needs 12 ac-ft of consumptive use, the lessee
may develop Y acres.

417.3 ac-ft CU — 12 ac-ft CU = 405.3 ac-ft CU
405.3 ac-ft CU / 3.325 ac-ft/acre CU = 122 acres

8.14 | If water has been used from a state or federal water project (contract water) on
the historic place of use, explain when and how that contract water was used.

N/A,

9. Hydrogeologic Analysis

9.1 | Provide a description of existing authorized points of withdrawal and proposed

wells, their locations, well depths, static water levels, pumping rates and
schedules, etc.

The Barber Wells are constructed in the SW'a SWa and the SEVA2 NWa of Section 38, Township 7
North, Range 25 Easi, Benton County Tax Parcel ID 1-3675-000-0000-000 (see Figure 1; Attachment
B). The proposed peint of withdrawal {Gould Well) is in the NW. NEV4 of Section 36, Township 8
North, Range 25 East, Benton County Tax parcel ID 1-3685-100-0000-000. Tables 9.1.1 and 9.1.2
contain information on the existing and proposed points of withdrawal utilized under this water right.

Table 9.1.1 Point of Withdrawal Construction Information

Well Casing | Surface Bottom of Well
Diameter Elevation | Well Depth Elevation Screened / Open Interval
Well (inches) (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet)

Uncased from:
Barber Well 268-597; B832-860
810 24 732. 845 -112.64
No. 1 © 32.36 6 Perforated from:
727-737; 802-832

Barﬁzr gVell 10to 18 770 990 220 Uncased from: 640-990
Proposed . .
(Gould Well) 16 1078 1,340 262 Uncased from: 787-1340

Notes: Elevations are presented relative to the NAVDEBS.

Water well reports and construction schematics for each well are included in Attachment C.
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January 16, 2024

Benton County Water Conservancy Board
Attention: Dr. Darryll Olsen

3030 W.C rwe , 4 205-A
Kennewick, WA 99336

Re: Water Right Change Application CG3-22306@1
Dear Benton County Water Conservancy Board:

This letter requests modification of water right Change Application C(G3-22306@1 and provides
supplemental information to be considered for the water right record. Change Application CG3-
22306@1 was filed by Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC on November 6, 2023, and transferred to
the Benton County Water Conservancy Board (Board). The submitted application requested to
change the point of diversion, period of use, add a purpose of use, and transfer the place of use of a
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) water right. The current proposed purpose and period of
use in the change application is shown below in Table 1,

Table 1. Proposed Purpose and Period of Use in CG3-22306@1

Purpose of Use GPM Ac-FtlYr Period of Use
Irrigation of up to 260.7 acres 1,805 gpm 1,031 irrigation Season
Industrial, Construction, Dust Abatement 150 gpm 184 Year-Round (For Three Years)
Industrial 150 gpm 12 Year-Round
Not to Exceed | 1,955 gpm 1,043

Notes: gpm = gallons per minute; Ac-Ftiyr = acre-feet per year

Requested Modification of Change Application CG3-22306@1

DNR is requesting that the Board modify Change Apphication CG3-22306@]1 to increase the
temporary and perpetual instantaneous rate to 450 gallons per minute (gpm) for industrial,
construction, and dust abatement uses. The originally requested instantaneous rate (150 gpm) was
calculated over a 12-hour pumping period. This modification is requested to reflect the projected
instantaneous water demand during an 8-hour pumping period. Full authorization of the
instantaneous rate (1,955 gpm) will not be exceeded, and actual coordination of irrigation and non-
irrigation uses will occur between the applicant d the farm when filling events occur. Any surplus
water will be used for irrigation purposes.

Modification of the proposed purpose and period of use of the change application is shown in Table
2 below.



Company Name
Month 1, 2013 Project No. 123456-78

Table 2. Modification of Proposed Purpose and Period of Use in CG3-22306@1

Purpose of Use GPM Ac-FtiYr Period of Use
irrigation of up to 260.7 acres 1955 gpm 1,043 Irrigation Season
Industrial, Construction, Dust Abatement
(non-additive) 450 gpm 184 Year-Round (For Three Years)
Industrial (non-additive) 450 gpm 12 Year-Round

Not to Exceed | 1,955 gpm 1,043

Notes: gem = gallons per minute; Ac-Ft/yr = acre-feet per ysar

Additionally, DNR requests a modification to the proposed place of use. This request is being made
to ensure that all land water is to be used on is described on the change application. The proposed
place of use is located within the following township and range: TON, R26E., T9N, R27E., T8N,
R25E., T8N, R26E., T8N, R27E., T8N, R28E., T7N, R26E., T7N, R27E., T7N, R28E., T7N,
R29E., T7N, R30E., T6N, R30E., and T6N, R31E.

Supplemental Material for Change Application CG3-22306@1
IDNR is providing the following supplemental material for the water right file to be considered by
the Board:

elinquishment of Annual Quantity. Consistent with the findings of Section 8.1 in the
submitted Change Application Supporting Documentation, DNR agrees that the extent of
irrigation under the water right authorization has been reduced to 125.5 acres. Aerial
imagery of the irrigated place of use and agricultural lease reports reveals a reduction in
irrigated acreage since the year 1996. The reduction in irrigation creates a relinquishment
risk of 134.5 acres, when compared to the full water right authorization.

* Preservation of Instantancous R~*~ The water right’s full authorization of instantaneous
rate has been preserved. There has been no modification to the installed pumps despite the
reduction in the irrigated acreage. The water right file indicates that the two wells
authorized under the water right are equipped with a 500-horsepower, and 350-horsepower
vertical turbine pump (see Attachment A). From total head pressure, horsepower, and pump
efficiency, the calculated the instantaneous flow rate of each well is 2,246 gpm and 1,572
gpm, respectively. Based on these findings, the full instantaneous rate of the water right
should be preserved for peaking under the new proposed uses. This quantity of peaking is
also needed for the new purposes.

Coordination for Change Application CG3-22306@1

DNR understands that the permitting process of the change application involves several mandatory
steps including conducting a site visit and publishing a legal notice of the application. DNR is
available to offer coordination of a site visit to aid in the technical investigation of the existing
water right and the proposed changes. The Board may contact DNR with any proposed dates for a
site visit 1f coordination is requested.
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Month 1, 2013 Project No. 123456-78

Additionally, DNR will work with the application to prepare and submit a public notice for the
Board’s review in accordance with RCW 90.03.280. The public notice will include information as
described in WAC 173-153-080.

Please let us know if the Board has any questions or concerns about the proposed amendment
request or would like DNR to facilitate coordination of a site visit.

Sincerely,
Department of Natural Resources

W@Fm@»

Christina Frantz
Water Resources Program Manager
Christina. frantz(@dnr.wa.gov

Attachments: Attachment A — Barber Well Pump Information

cc:  Dave Kobus, Scout Clean Energy

Dan Haller, Aspect Consulting

S:\Horse Heaven Wind Farm\2023 DNR Water Bight Change\Change Application\Transmittal to Board\Modification to Change
App\lttr Modification 2024,01.08.docx

Page 3






*Aspect
ECOLOGY APPLICATION SECTIONS 6-11

Application for Change/Transfer of a Water Right - Form No. ECY 040-1-97 (Rev 01-2020)

6. Project Description

6.1 | Provide a brief narrative explaining the general nature and intent of the
proposed change(s) to the water right.

The appiicant {(Horse Heaven Wind Farm} is requesting to change the point of diversion, period of
use, add a purpose of use, and transfer the place of use of a Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) water right {Certificate G3-+22306 CWRIS) located in the Horse Heaven Hills area of Benton
County, Washington.

This change is requested to supply temporary and perpetual water usage for the construction and
operation of the Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center (Energy Center), which will combine wind, solar,
and battery storage to produce renewable energy for the region and the State of Washington.

DNR holds Groundwater Certificate G3-+22306 CWRIS which autherizes 1,955 gallons per minute
{gpm) and 1,043 acre-feet/year {ac-ft/yr) for the irrigation of 260.7 acres from two groundwater wells
in Section 36, Township 7 North, Range 25 East. This application requests to change the existing
authorized points of withdrawal to a different DNR-ocwned well, “the Gould Well”, located
approximately 5.5 miles to the north.

This change requests to add industrial use to the purpose of use to support the temporary water
usage for the Energy Center (concrete mixing, dust suppression, soil compaction, and fire prevention)
as well as perpetual water usage for the Energy Center operation (O&M facilities and solar panel
washing). Additionally, DNR plans to retain a portion of the irrigation use to utilize this water right to
hydrate land surrounding the Gould Well.

6.2 | Are you aware of any compliance/enforcement actions that concern this water
right? If so, describe.

No.

6.3 | If this water right has previously been changed, summarize whether the
previously authorized changes have been completed.

DNR filed a Temporary Donation to the Trust Water Rights Program on March 23, 20623 for the full
amount of water right G3-+223086CWRIS. The donation was recorded under Document Number CG3-
22306C.

6.4 | If the water right includes a diversion from a permitted reservoir, list all the
associated water rights, the maximum volume of water stored in the reservoir,
and the means of withdrawal.

N/A.




6.5 | Attach a copy of any SEPA checklists or environmental analyses related to this
project with this application.

See Attachment D for SEPA checklist for the project. Additional environmental documents relating to
this project are provided in Attachment D and includes: a letter indicating withdrawal of expedited
Environmental Impact Statement ("E1S") review, the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
SEPA Determination of Significance in a Scoping Nolice which included a public comment period
through June 10, 2021, and the Draft EIS issued on December 19, 2022 with a public comment
period ending on February 1, 2023,

6.6 | For period of use change proposals, indicate the time of the year that the
change would be in effect.

This application requests to change a portion of the existing seasonal irrigation water right to a year-
round industrial water right for temporary use (three years) and permanent use. The current period of
use is during the irrigation season, typically between April 1% through October 31%, while the
proposed industrial period of use will be January 1% through December 31,

As described in Section 6.1 above, DNR plans to retain a portion of this water right to irrigate the
property that surrounds the Gould Well, currently by a dryland lessee that will be converted to an
irrigated lessee with irrigation phased around the compietion of the energy project development. The
period of use for irrigation will remain as is, through the irrigation season.

6.7 | For temporary change proposals, indicate the timeframe that the proposed
change would be in effect.

A portion of the water right proposed for change will supply temporary water use for the construction
of the Energy Center for a three-year period. During construction, water would be used to mix
concrete for structural foundations and te suppress fugitive dust during grubbing, clearing, grading,
trenching, and soil compaction. Fire prevention also represents minor water use; this involves staging
water trucks at the job site to keep the ground and vegetation moist during extreme fire conditions.

The project will be built using a “phased approach”, with construction estimated to take place over a
three-year period, Once construction is complete, perpetual water use will consist of industrial use for
O&M facilities and solar panel washing and irrigation use for seasonal irrigation. The development
schedule for the irrigation portion of the change will be phased to allow for higher construction water
use in the first three years without exceeding the water right quantities.
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6.13 | Provide an explanation of how the proposed use will not increase the
authorized maximum flow rate (Qi) or annual volume (Qa).

The water right instantaneous rate limit is 1,995 gallons per minute (gpm). The existing points of
withdrawal were able to produce the full instantaneous rate when the water system was in operation.
The proposed point of withdrawal (Gould Well) will have a pump installed right sized to meet the
designed pumping rate in order to stay compliant with its water right authorization. The applicant wilt
ensure no increase in the total quantity of water use by installing a measuring device maintained in
accordance with RCW 90.03.360 and Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-173.

6.14 | For surface water diversions, describe h~* your plans comply with WDFW fish
screening requirements.

N/A.

Development Schedule

6.15 | Provide a general timeline that includes the steps needed to begin the project,
complete the project, and put the water to full beneficial use.

The applicant proposes a three-year development schedule for the temporary construction water use.
Phased irrigation after the end of temporary use is expected to take another three years.

6.16 | For changes to water rights currently under a development schedule, provide a
description of the current status of your project.

N/A.

6.17 | Identify and discuss other land-use or environmental permits required and the
timeline to obtain those permits.

The applicant will obtain the required federal and state permits outlined in the Application for Site
Certification including but not limited to, Construction Stormwater General Permit, Water Quality
Permits, Authorization to Use State-owned Lands, Access Permits, Utility Permits, Oversize and
Overweight Permits, Sand and Gravel General Permits, and Building Permits.

7. Related Water Rights

-

7.1 ! List any other water rights (applications, permits, certificates, or claims) related
to this change application. Include any rights that overlap the place of use.

Water rights that overlap the place of use or are related to the subject water right include two water
right permits (G4-24435 and $4-25639(A)), and one Change-ROE (C84-25369(A}@2). The attributes
of these water right are described in Table 7.1.1 below.

Tabie 7.1.1, Related Water Rights

Water Right Priority Qa frrigated Purpose
Identifier Owner Date Qi {ac-ftiyr) Acreage of Use Source
G4-24435 | WA DNR 1076 4300 gpm 1638 430 IR w;ﬁg
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S4. Surface
25639(A)P WA DNR 1977 56.99cfs | 13713.95 3453.5 IR PWU?!:E;
C3s4- Surface
25639(A)@2 WA DNR 201 72.15¢fs | 17375.15 4392.1 IR g\tlji;c;rs

Water right Certificates $4-2B608BGWRIS and G4-25953(A2) and Change-ROE CG4-24758(A)@ 1
were initially identified as overlapping the subject water right place of use. After further review, it was
determined that these water rights have overly broad places of use that are adjacent to, but unrelated
to, the subject water right in this change application.

7.2 | Explain how the water rights listed above have been exercised.

Permit G4-24435 authorizes 430 acres of irrigation with a place of use northwest of the subject water
right. The water right permit utilizes three groundwater wells, two of which are the John Barber wells
under the subject water right. This water right permit will continue to use the Barber Wells after this
change application is complete.

Permit $4-25639(A) was assigned to the DNR in 1994, superseding the original 1978 permit under
the Paterson Power & Water District. The permit was superseded again in 2005 and issued for 72.15
¢fs, 17,3175.15 ac-ft/yr for the irrigation of 4,392.1 acres. It was subsequently split into several
“children” certificates following Ecology’s agreement to a partial perfection strategy. DNR has
perfected portions of the permit on some lands, while surrendering an equivalent number of acres
that would otherwise be developed and transferring quantities to other DNR lands. The place of use
of the subject water right starting in 2022 is now irrigated with this surface water right.
Change-ROE C84-25639(A)@2 requested an additional point of diversion from the Columbia River
pump station, that would allow for a more cost-effective means to development the irrigation system
and acreage. On January 31, 2013, Ecology approved the Benton County Conservancy Board’s
decision to autharize the additional diversion point.

The water rights described above are being developed separately from the subject water right.

7.3 | List all wells that have been added through a Showing of Compliance form.

N/A.

8. Historic Use

8.1 | Describe how the water proposed for change has been beneficially used since
the water right was established.

Based on a review of historical aerial imagery, irrigation has remained generally consistent within the
authorized place of use for the extent of the available imagery (approximately 35 years). Attachment
E includes historical imagery from 1985 through 2021. The extent of irrigation visible in the imagery
dated 1985 and 1991 is estimated to be 260 acres. From the year 1996 to present, the extent of the
irrigation appears to have been reduced to about 125 to 125.5 acres.
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Clarifying Maximum Allowable Quantities



\spect

\ Geosyntec Company

August 20, 2024

Ben Carr, Department of Ecology
Central Regional Office

1250 W.Alder Street

Union Gap, WA 98903

Re: Response to Benton County Conservancy Board (Board) Record of Decision to Scout
Clean Energy Change Application CG3-22306@1 (BENT-24-01)

Project No. AS210258B-006
Dear Mr. Carr:

Thank you for providing Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC and the Washington State Department of
Natural Resources with the opportunity to comment on the Draft Record of Decision Report of
Examination (ROD/ROE) for Change Application CG3-22306@1. Because of the short timeframe
to comment, Aspect Consulting is providing these comments on both parties’ behalf after
coordinating their collective comments. The comments are related to three issues. The first
comment pertains to the Board-authorized annual quantity for irrigation and irrigated acreage,
which the parties believe is inaccurate. The second comment pertains to the Board-authorized
maximum instantaneous quantities which differs from the historical authorization. The third topic is
a response to address concerns stated in the Yakama Nation’s letter to Director Laura Watson dated
August 13, 2024. Details are provided below.

1. Calculation of maximum annual quantity for irrigation and irrigated acreage

The ROD/ROE’s maximum quantity available for irrigation use (280.8 acre-feet/year) is
calculated as the product of irrigated acreage (70.2 acres) and water duty (4 acre-feet/acre). This
methodology assumes that the irrigated acreage is a set, independent value. Instead, we feel the
total maximum annual quantity should be established first and then partitioned between the
proposed uses. The resulting annual quantity available for irrigation can then be used to
determine the irrigated acreage, based on the water duty, as follows:

e Under the Extent and Validity Analysis, ACQ Analysis and Beneficial Use Reivew
section of the ROD/ROE, the Board has determined that “the total allowed water right
use estimate for Change/Transfer is 502 acre-ff’. We agree with this determination and
it represents fully consumptive use.

e Using the total water right (502 acre-feet/year), the maximum quantity available for
irrigation should be 318 acre-feet/year during the initial three-year period, after
subtracting the quantities for temporary Industrial, Construction, Dust Control (184
acre-feet/year). Then, the quantity should be 490 acre-feet/year after subtracting the
permanent Industrial (12 acre-feet/year; year-round) uses. We request Ecology correct
these irrigation authorizations.

earth water




Benton County Water Conservancy Board
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e The DNR lessee will grow a variety of crops each year, some with higher water duties
and some with lower. Because the quantities the Board approved under their ACQ
methodology are entirely consumptive, there can be no injury from planting a variable
amount of acres to match the appropriate water duty of the crop. We request that the full
260.7 acres be retained for this flexibility, which will make the property more attractive
for DNR lessees, which in turn leads to higher public interest value to support the DNR
Trust obligations. For example, based on the acre-feet/year volumes above, the DNR
lessee could irrigate a low duty crop over 260.7 acres at 1.2 acre-feet/acre in the first 3
years. Thereafter, that duty could increase to 1.9 acre-feet/acre. If a higher duty crop is
temporarily desired, they can decrease the 260.7 acres to accommodate in those years.
The metering provision will ensure that the 502 acre-feet/year is not exceeded. At the
very least, the 260.7 acres should be authorized, and the extent that is developed under
this new setting should be considered at the certification stage after the development
schedule. We request Ecology reinstate the 260.7 acres requested.

2. Maximum instantaneous rate of withdrawal

The maximum instantaneous rate of withdrawal provided in the ROD/ROE is based on the
certificated maximum instantaneous duty of 7.5 gpm/acre. The Board applied this
proportionally to the acreage available for change (125.5 acres), which resulted in a total
allowed quantity of 918.8 gpm. In the calculation, an irrigated acreage of 70.2 acres (discussed
above) is used to calculate 526.5 gpm as the maximum gpm allowed for irrigation use.

However, different crops require different peaking rates, and we believe the Board should have
also considered the actual withdrawal rates applied by the former DNR lessee. We evaluated
this using several different approaches. A 2013 report authored by GeoEngineers investigated
the water right’s point of withdrawal (Barber Well No. 1) through a constant rate and step-rate
pumping test. During testing, the maximum pumping rate recorded was 1,100 gpm, as
measured at the start of the pumping test. The report indicates that the Barber Well No. 1
pumping tests utilized “the existing installed pump and associated discharge piping,” which
according to the water right holder’s (DNR’s) lease agreements, is a 200-horsepower line-shaft
turbine pump. However, this test does not account for intermittent peaks which may occur at
the instantaneous (or minute level scale), which is the standard for the maximum instantaneous
rate of a groundwater right measured in gpm.

The maximum pumping rate at the point of withdrawal can also be calculated using the brake
horsepower equation:

BHP = L
1717 X Epymyp
Where: BHP = Brake horsepower — the power output of the pump
Q = Flow rate (gpm)
P = pressure (psi) — the total dynamic head

Epump = water pump efficiency (typically around 80%)
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Using estimates of pressure for the center-pivot and typical efficiencies results in approximately
1,200 gpm, which confirms the relative magnitude of the GeoEngineers test, but we think more
faithfully includes some conservatism for infrequent peak rates.

In the Modification to Change Application submitted to the Board on January 16, 2024, the
applicants requested the instantaneous rate for non-irrigation use be increased to 450 gpm. This
rate reflects the projected non-irrigation water demand during an 8-hour pumping period. The
applicant’s request Ecology increase the Board finding as to the permissible instantaneous rate
to a combined Qi for irrigation and non-irrigation uses not to exceed 1.200 gpm. and the non-
irrigation limit not to exceed 450 gpm. This is still a reduction over the 1,955 gpm originally
authorized.

3. Legal authority to transfer groundwater right G3-+22306CWRIS

One of the issues raised by the Yakama Nation is whether DNR has the appropriate authority
for this change. They characterize this change as a water right lease only. It is not. Water right
application G3-+22306CWRIS was submitted by Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC. Washington
DNR is the water right holder of the groundwater right. As proposed in the water right
application, DNR will lease both the land and water to their new tenant for the purpose of
irrigation, and access to land and water to Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LL.C for the purposes
described in the application. DNR is the best arbiter of its lease authority for many of the
reasons outlined in the Yakama Nation letter.

The Yakama Nation also took issue with the SEPA determination by the Board. In addition to
the Board’s response, we note that under WAC 197-11-600, an agency with jurisdiction is
required to use an existing EIS (in this case approved by the Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council (EFSEC) unless there are “substantial changes to a proposal so that the proposal is
likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts.” Agencies are not required to redo or
supplement an EIS when insignificant or minor changes to a project occur over its life cycle,
which is the norm. In this case, there is no material issue of impairment by using DNR’s well to
supply this project. No new land will be disturbed over what EFSEC considered, and no water
right holder will be deprived of water. While both applicants respect the Yakama Nation’s
Traditional Cultural Properties, the use of DNR’s well will not alter the project footprint or
impacts on them beyond what EFSEC already considered.

We request that Ecology confirm that the EFSEC and Board findings on SEPA are appropriate.

Sincerely,
Aspect consulting

@M%//Z;

Dan Haller, PE, CWRE Ryan Mullen, LG
Senior Principal Engineer Project Geologist
dan.haller@aspectconsulting.com ryan.mullen@aspectconsulting.com

V:\210258 Horse Heaven Wind Farm\Deliverables\ROD-ROE Response Comments\Draft_Response Comments.docx
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Memorandum from Mike
Herbert/Washington Department of
Ecology



Date: September 5™, 2024
To: Breean Zimmerman (Permitting Unit), and the file
From: Mike Herbert (Technical Unit), reviewed by John Kirk, L.HG

RE:  Technical Review for Benton County Conservancy Board Decision BENT-24-01

| reviewed the Benton County Water Conservancy Board change decision BENT-24-01. This
change application requests a change of point of withdrawal (POW), change of place of use
(POU), change of purpose of use, and change of period of use to ground water right CG3-
+22306CWRIS. CG3-+22306CWRIS authorizes a total annual quantity (Qa) of 1043 acre-
feet per year (afy) and instantaneous quantity (Qi) of1,955 gallons per minute (gpm) for the
irrigation of 260.7 acres for the irrigation season. The two authorized POWs are Wells 1 and
2 located in the SW Y4, SW Y4 and SE Y4, NW Y4, of Section 36, Township 7N, Range 25E W.M.
The existing POU is all within Section 36, Township 07N, Range 25E W.M.

The proposed POW is a Department of Natural Resources (DNR) well located
approximately six and a half miles to the north in NW Y4, NE Y4, of Section 36, Township 8N,
Range 25E W.M. The change of POU expands to cover area within Township 9N, Range 26E.
W.M., Township 9N, Range 27E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 25E. W.M., Township 8N, Range
26E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 27E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 26E. W.M., Township 7N,
Range 27E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 28E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 28E. W.M.,
Township 7N, Range 29E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 30E. W.M., Township 6N, Range 30E.
W.M., and Township 6N, Range 31E. W.M. The proposed change of use is to facilitate
operations of the Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center which would combine wind, solar and
battery storage to produce renewable energy for the State of Washington. The change is for
1,031 afy at 1805 gpm for seasonal irrigation, a three-year temporary use of 184 afy at 150
gpm for industrial, construction and dust abatement, and 12 afy at 150 gpm for year-round
industrial use.

Authorized POW Well 1 was drilled in 1976 by Spokane Drilling Co for the DNR to a depth of
860 feet below ground surface (bgs). The wellis open to and withdraws from a zone of
water bearing strata from 814-860 feet bgs. Well 2 was drilled in 1978 by Moore drilling, Inc
for the DNR to a depth of 990 feet bgs. The drillers log appears to indicate that it is
withdrawing from a zone of water bearing strata at a similar depth as Well 1. Both Wells 1
and 2 are completed into the Frenchman Springs Member of the Wanapum Formation of
the Columbia River Basalt Group (CRBG).

The proposed DNR POW, referrred to as the Gould well was drilled in 1980 by Larry Burd’s
Well Drilling to a depth of 1340 feet bgs. The Gould well is open to a productive water
bearing zone located at the top of the Frenchman Springs Member of the Wanapum
Formation. There is an inferred fault between the two wells that has not yet been confirmed



by any geologic mapping. There appears to be no offset of strata in cross section to suggest
there is any barrier to groundwater flow between the existing authorized wells and the
proposed well. All three of the wells had similar static water level elevations within them at
the time of drilling. Both Wells1 and 2 as well as the proposed Gould well are drawing
groundwater from the Wanapum Formation and are completed in the same body of public
groundwater for appropriation.

An impairment analysis is required to determine that drawdown impacts experienced
within a neighboring well will not lead to impairment due to the authorization of this
application. This evaluation assumes conservative aquifer parameters and a maximum
impact pumping schedule to determine the maximum amount of drawdown expected to be
experienced within a closest neighboring well. After a search of the Department of Ecology
Well Log Viewer and aerial photography it is determined that in this location of the Horse
Heaven Hills, there are no neighboring water right users within the Wanapum Formation
within two miles of the proposed well.

To withdraw the full annual quantity of 1043 acre-feet by pumping the well at the maximum
instantaneous rate of 1955 gpm, the well would be pumped continuously for 120.7days.
Using the most conservative hydraulic aquifer properties reported by the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) for the Wanapum aquifer, the maximum drawdown interference
to occur if there were a neighboring well within a distance of two miles would be less than 6
feet. Assuming moderate aquifer values and there being no identified neighboring wells
within two miles, exercising this water right under this change would not result in
interference that would injure the exercise of a neighboring water right.

/”/%e r%ﬁ/e/élf

Hydrogeologist | Water Resources Program
Department of Ecology | Central Regional Office
1250 W Alder St

Union Gap, WA, 98903

(509) 490-1934
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Date: September 5™, 2024
To: Breean Zimmerman (Permitting Unit), and the file
From: Mike Herbert (Technical Unit), reviewed by John Kirk, L.HG

RE:  Technical Review for Benton County Conservancy Board Decision BENT-24-01

| reviewed the Benton County Water Conservancy Board change decision BENT-24-01. This
change application requests a change of point of withdrawal (POW), change of place of use
(POU), change of purpose of use, and change of period of use to ground water right CG3-
+22306CWRIS. CG3-+22306CWRIS authorizes a total annual quantity (Qa) of 1043 acre-
feet per year (afy) and instantaneous quantity (Qi) of1,955 gallons per minute (gpm) for the
irrigation of 260.7 acres for the irrigation season. The two authorized POWs are Wells 1 and
2 located in the SW Y4, SW Y4 and SE Y4, NW Y4, of Section 36, Township 7N, Range 25E W.M.
The existing POU is all within Section 36, Township 07N, Range 25E W.M.

The proposed POW is a Department of Natural Resources (DNR) well located
approximately six and a half miles to the north in NW Y4, NE Y4, of Section 36, Township 8N,
Range 25E W.M. The change of POU expands to cover area within Township 9N, Range 26E.
W.M., Township 9N, Range 27E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 25E. W.M., Township 8N, Range
26E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 27E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 26E. W.M., Township 7N,
Range 27E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 28E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 28E. W.M.,
Township 7N, Range 29E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 30E. W.M., Township 6N, Range 30E.
W.M., and Township 6N, Range 31E. W.M. The proposed change of use is to facilitate
operations of the Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center which would combine wind, solar and
battery storage to produce renewable energy for the State of Washington. The change is for
1,031 afy at 1805 gpm for seasonal irrigation, a three-year temporary use of 184 afy at 150
gpm for industrial, construction and dust abatement, and 12 afy at 150 gpm for year-round
industrial use.

Authorized POW Well 1 was drilled in 1976 by Spokane Drilling Co for the DNR to a depth of
860 feet below ground surface (bgs). The wellis open to and withdraws from a zone of
water bearing strata from 814-860 feet bgs. Well 2 was drilled in 1978 by Moore drilling, Inc
for the DNR to a depth of 990 feet bgs. The drillers log appears to indicate that it is
withdrawing from a zone of water bearing strata at a similar depth as Well 1. Both Wells 1
and 2 are completed into the Frenchman Springs Member of the Wanapum Formation of
the Columbia River Basalt Group (CRBG).

The proposed DNR POW, referrred to as the Gould well was drilled in 1980 by Larry Burd’s
Well Drilling to a depth of 1340 feet bgs. The Gould well is open to a productive water
bearing zone located at the top of the Frenchman Springs Member of the Wanapum
Formation. There is an inferred fault between the two wells that has not yet been confirmed



by any geologic mapping. There appears to be no offset of strata in cross section to suggest
there is any barrier to groundwater flow between the existing authorized wells and the
proposed well. All three of the wells had similar static water level elevations within them at
the time of drilling. Both Wells1 and 2 as well as the proposed Gould well are drawing
groundwater from the Wanapum Formation and are completed in the same body of public
groundwater for appropriation.

An impairment analysis is required to determine that drawdown impacts experienced
within a neighboring well will not lead to impairment due to the authorization of this
application. This evaluation assumes conservative aquifer parameters and a maximum
impact pumping schedule to determine the maximum amount of drawdown expected to be
experienced within a closest neighboring well. After a search of the Department of Ecology
Well Log Viewer and aerial photography it is determined that in this location of the Horse
Heaven Hills, there are no neighboring water right users within the Wanapum Formation
within two miles of the proposed well.

To withdraw the full annual quantity of 1043 acre-feet by pumping the well at the maximum
instantaneous rate of 1955 gpm, the well would be pumped continuously for 120.7days.
Using the most conservative hydraulic aquifer properties reported by the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) for the Wanapum aquifer, the maximum drawdown interference
to occur if there were a neighboring well within a distance of two miles would be less than 6
feet. Assuming moderate aquifer values and there being no identified neighboring wells
within two miles, exercising this water right under this change would not result in
interference that would injure the exercise of a neighboring water right.

/”/%e 7%%/&#5

Hydrogeologist | Water Resources Program
Department of Ecology | Central Regional Office
1250 W Alder St

Union Gap, WA, 98903

(509) 490-1934

DEPARTMENT OF

g

State of Washington
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WATER WELL REPORT

— A

Application NO. . e

cond Copy —Owner' Copy .
Third Copy — Driller's Copy” __, STATE OF WASHINGTON Permit No. &%= L4492
STeTeOF—tfy Sy Sot fices it
(1) OWNER: wame.— D@ P35 atgensi—ap yapohgs ASias 2
(2) LOCATION OF WELL: county. SN OAL oo — Mitt.yy NE v seeBbo.. 7. 8..n, RA A

Bearing and distance from section or subdiviston corner

(3) PROPOSED USE: Domestic [J Industrlal [J Municipal Cl
OT €Gch ¢ ge o orm on.
(4) TYPE OF WORK: (voers aumberotwel . SETAL e
New well Method: Dug O Bored lj 5
Deepened O Cable O Driven g | —224¢ . © |lo
Reconditioned 0 Rotary @  Jeited ) 3 A_Sﬂ("r Biac iy (O | /150
JANDSTONMNE 150 | 2.4~
(5) DIMENSIONS: w"ro Dllmctcyf)well /‘r regos INChES, Basasy . Q!E c bt 1‘5:“:3-%7_
J20 Drilled . F2 ft. Depth of completed well________.__ft. < Teas e
SamnSinie o clavy 390! s45
(6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: Badaryr et Senp Srome 5;15 §53_<'J_
H 30 (<}
Casing installed: /&"_» pam. rom 2 #t. 0 2/B. o, MC : —
Threaded 1 .79~ Dlam. from £2_... It to .2ZE.7- 1. Basaar Llacl 4 ‘;"_ 225"
Welded {3~  .______* Diam. from 1t to 1, .G_E.__c.&_"_-‘a.v 228 | 772
. ‘\C fr 771 q 20 i
Perforations: yespg wnoty” EES! LT L) Scp SToNe g20 |93
Type o: perforator used = x BaSer T Blsec gk 3] _|{188
SI1ZE of perforationa n. by .
hhhhh - perforations from ft. to .1t —Ren SceRiB ”LL.LZLZ_
e PEFIOTBIONS £1OM e 8 80 e 28, | BRS2 L T Blactr 2207 1221908
i i .. perforations (rOmM .o, . to S _&‘Q’ALT CaReY ILig 143 02,
- i i1/ st i3na] 4320
Screens: yes g  No§~ 1 Siac e ' 13 D0 1340
Manufacturer's Name x
Type. Model No
Diam. .unie. Slot zlze from 1. to ft.
Diam. e Stot size Irom it, to 1t

(10) WELL LOG:

Gravel packed: yes
Gravel placed from

No [ Slze of ravel: .o
it. to ft,

Surface seal: Yes ﬁ/ No{] To what depth? ....l.g....._.. 8.

Mnaterinl used in lenl.....fa.R.;'.L;s.u.p.,..-f._.o.u.ap 3.
Did any strata contaln unusable water? Yes (@ NoD
Type of water?..(as220.......... Depth of strata.. L9 Cho.....
Method of sealing strata oft.CCa2ag. ot T B0 SOZ-Foptdg o

(7) PUMP: Manufacturer's Nnme.._..._..N..A

Type: HP e

. Land-surface elevatio T
(8) WATER LE,V ELS: ah:vesme:neaue‘lr:vel?... Rt I—
Static level 7 5 8 tt. below top of well Date.. . oo .
Artestan pressure - JD8. PET square tnch Date..... .o

Artcsian water i3 controlled by.

(Cap, valve, etc.)

Drawdown is amount water level Is

(9) WELL TESTS: lowered below static level

Was a pump test made? Yes [J No BIf yes, by Whom?.e .o
Yield: gal./min. with ft. drawdown after

" " "

hrs.

" e 3

Recovery data (thme taken as zero when pump turned off) (water level
mensured from well top to water level)

Time Water Level | Time Water Level | Time Wadter Level
Date of test 2= 74
Baller test..vne ~gal/min, with._......._._ft. drawdown after.........hrs.

Artesian flow...
Temperature of w-ter.ﬁ E

o——— % - 1 T » 117
Was a chemical analysis made? Yes 0 No §]

Work started. 2=202. =80 15...._. Completed /=L ~ PO 10 .
WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report is
true to the best of my knowledge and belief, P

NAME LaRRY BURDS ell DRILL NG

(Person, firm, or comnﬁon) {Type or prlnt)

Adaress. S5 43 Sk Dov e lad) fenpleloby

[Slgnedjszpu/ay oOReE

License No............ (7] 61

{Well Driller)

pate. Ml=L.G..... 152,

b



Approximate Well
Elevation in Construction
Feet (NAVD 88) Details

20-Inch Diameter Borehole (0-18')

Notes from
Driller's Well Log
(Appendix A)

/Steel Cover with 2' Stick Up

Depth Below
Geologic Ground Surface

Interpretation

/Ground Surface

(bgs) in Feet

1078 |_Portland Cement Surface Seal (0-18") | H Y
1000 SADDLE MOUNTAINS BASALT
Black Basalt ELEPHANT MOUNTAIN MEMBER MV (g1,
Sandstorle ELLENSBURG FORMATION
RATTLESNAKE RIDGE INTERBED Mc g, 200
800
SADDLE MOUNTAINS BASALT
Biack Basat POMONA MEMBER Mu/s,,
)] N S U N N M S A S
% 400
16-Inch OD Steel Casing (0-787') E Sandstone and Clay ELLENSBURG FORMATION
Portland Cement Annular Seal (0-787')| 5 SELAH INTERBED Mc ¢,
600 3
5 g O [ |
£ [ [ _BasaltwithSoapstone 1 _ _ |
s
S
=
& 600
Black Basalt SADDLE MOUNTAINS BASALT
UMATILLA MEMBER Mvsp)
400
SWL|738'bgs (11/19/80)YV| [—Fmfmf—m—mf—717- > ——f"1——"—"—"""F"""—""F—————— —— — — —— — — ——
gs (11/19/80) ¥ Green Clay ELLENSBURG FORMATION
MABTON INTERBED M
SWL 788 bgs (3/4/14) - L JMABTONINTERBED Ve
800
WANAPUM BASALT
Black Basalt PRIEST RAPID MEMBER MV,
200
0T
[ E——— - 207170 7o T ———————————
||
Hi
Isl 1000
=}
Open|Borehole (787'-1340') |"=6|
| a | WANAPUM BASALT
0 | é | Black Bagalt ROZA MEMBER MV(yr)
H
I5l
| =]
&
L e e
'-I |L Red Scoria 1200
10-Inch Diameter Borehole | | ******************
(1220-1340') WANAPUM BASALT
Grey Basalt FRENCHMAN SPRINGS
-200 MEMBER Mv(wfs)
|- Black/Red/Brown Basaltwith 1,0 | |
J—r Black Basalt
Bottom of Borehole 1400
at 1340-Feet bgs
Well Construction Schematic
DNR - Gould Well Assessment
H - n \ .
Vertical Scale: 1" = 200 Benton County, Washington
Horizontal Scale: Not to Scale
AS ecll' FEB-2015 SDN?;SCC FIGURE NO.
‘ p PROJECT NO. REVISED BY: 2
CONSULTING 140366 B

|| User: scudd

CAD Path: Q:\DNR\140366 Gould Well\2015-02 Gould Well Assessment\140366-02.dwg 8.5x11 Landscape || Date Saved: Mar 19, 2015 9:49am
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.  STATE OF WASHINGTON
*: (1) OWNER: Lfﬁé&%&ﬁ&&“m&u_ ........ . Address

*'(2) LOCATION OF WELL: couny.. BEAfON

' . Bearing and distance from seotion or subdivision corner

' (3) PROPOSED USE: Domstic [, Industrsl 0 Moniepal [

n-rigauonﬁ Test Well 0 Other [J

(10) WELL LOG:

on Desc?b coloy,

character, size

WATER WELL REPORT Avplcation No. T
Permit No. ... @'3‘&?304#5_

= .5.. w sec.3Me. 7. 7N, a&gg;u

S0 ) .I.se ecsSOC

materlat and " .
of s atmctuf ’c?z'ég i

L
¢
P4

e show thic ers an dthekwiandn material tn
( 1) TYPE OF WORK: Ovner's umber of well stratum penezratad. w{'tb at least one entry for ecwh change of formation.
* (it than one).. ©enesssmmmemasssessssetees MATERIAL TROM | TO
New well ﬁ Method: Dux D Bored 0] - 57
Deepened [ Cable [J, Driven D ve. ) 2’ | 7
Reconditioned O Rotary ﬂ Jetted OO Beokeyn Basalt z Y\ /7 :
Pasalt- L2 e
(5) DIMENSIQNS: Diameter of well w......l..g...,.. inches. WWMMQ 277
prinea... €6 @ .ft. Depth of completed well.....3. & ..., B
(6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: A te %.&iﬁ I
Casing installed: /& » piom. from k2t t0 . 1t. 3 &£7‘33L "
Threaded [ * Diam. from .adlP. . to 2. v 23—“7—& )
wetdea)f & Diam. trom - 27 1. o RYS n. 4 2557\ o0’ -~
Perforations: ves3 m* 4057 -
Type of perforator used r A
SIZE of perforations in. by in, %,
— perforations from ft. to £t. oy
weseesunmeece PETfoTations from ft. to f. 255/
. perforations from £t. to ft. m_’l
Screens: ves 0 No¥ m;
Manufacturer's Name. %
Type MOAE] NO e cascsones
Diam. e Slot size from ft. to ft.
DIam. e SIOL alze trom . to 1t

Gravel packed: ves g Nov 126 0f ZIAVEL: coommnmrererreae
Gravel placed from ft. to f®t.

- Surface seakt vesi{ wem To wagt depth? AL 1.

Materinl used in seal. G 228542

Did any strata contain unusable water?  Yes( No Y’

Type of Water? e Depth 0f SIrati . cmmiscnsmaarens

Method of sealing strata off _ :
(7) PUMP: manutacturer's Name. 0CT 51976

Type: HP . A
(8) WATER LEVELS: Lgndsurtace elovation Dwi\RTME“HE mt L
Static level 2700 ... gt below top of well Date. ?::3.4.:?& S o
ATtesion PrEsSUTe ..o rcuemns 1S, DET SQUATE {NCh  DAB..corcocsmmmesmmerinss .

is controtled b )
Artesian water con {1 Y. S aiver eted

’ Drawdown is water ! is
(9) WELL TESTS: P e 1ever o™

Was a pump test made? ¥es No [J If yes, by whom?WdﬁaaMdﬂﬂ.
Yield: gal./min. with £t. drawdown after _J

”» ” "

data (time zero when turned off) (water 1
aecovmdery ¢ wﬁk top to mter uval)pw o) (¢ evel

Time Water Level | Time Water Level | Time Water Level
Bi00...372 |9:30 .44 13i00.. YOI .
230, 335 0100 .. 4oL P00 .. dQ2..
Zi0p. .. 219 \2:00, Yo2. 12:00.. 9032

Date of test . Z~. .= 2.
Bailer test..meoune .ga!./m!n L7 1% YO—— ft. drawdown after—........... .hrs.
Artesian How. grm. Date
Temperature of Watelre.....u.. Was a chemical analysis made? Yes 3 No R

'\
\- ECY 050-1-20

(USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)

AT, 10

Work mrted.«éﬁt SRy i . Completed.

WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

This well was drilled under i uﬂsdlction d, eport is
true to the bestotmyknowled?ggnd belle an gi:lsrp
(o,

ﬂt /jlﬂf (me of print)

NAME. Spafﬂﬂ C...

n.ﬂnn.or,

Address.ﬁl' L. ﬁ.&i‘f f
[S@ed]W wm
License No....... &918’ ................. Date.ad.a, 1926.

htiony,

lmfa’& Lia. 27005 :




The Well Log Data and Image are 'As Is' w1th NO Warranty Well Log ID 690811 (page 1 of 1)

’1

L=

WATER WELL REPORT e W2 /7@

s Original & 1" copy — Ecology, 2™ copy — owner, 3™ copy - driller Notice of Intent No. -
CoL0Ty : ; ;
COI?S%I’IIL‘HOI‘I/DECB!I]mISSIOﬂ (“x" in circle) 3?5‘“4!3 Unique Ecology Well ID Tag No. b‘_’/ﬂ}" é/é ;
O Construction A Water Right Permit No. ,,? i -?3 [->) é &
O Decommission ORIGINAL INSTALLATION Notice Property Owner Name ﬂ? !'fl ; W tecral Aesoeurces
: of Intent Number
Well Street Address L, Py

PROPOSED USE: O ic O Industial O Municipal
O DeWater D%?::;n O TestWell O Other City &ﬁ.;ém_l%flwnw s wriFio
Location $4ci/4-1/43e /4 Sec 3&TwnZ' Reo _@ circle

tion on this Well Report. «

TYPE OF WOI::?mer‘s number of, well (if more than one) : Wivm  one
‘O New well econditioned Method: 0 Dug O Bored O Driven . .
O Decpened D Cable DRoty D Jetied Lat/Long (s, t, LatDeg _ 'Lat Min/Sec
DIMENSIONS: Diameter of well -# ﬁﬁﬁ lFed ft, i :

iameter o L0 _ ) Still REQUIRED) Long Deg Long Min/Sec :

Depth of completed well ; ft. N

CONSTRUCTION DETAILS Tax Parcel No._{ 3 M 5 — ool oo
Casing O Welded " Diam. from, ft 1o . fi, .
Sty 7 it —& [ DamimgIY tt FF2 1 CONSTRUCTION OR DECOMMISSION PROCEDURE
Perforations: 'ETYes [a] N:H : — - Formation: Describe by color, character, size of material and structure, and.the kind and .

nature of the material in each stratum-penetrated, with at least dne entry for. each change of
information. (USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY.)

Type of perforator psed /‘Q/l 832 . ;
| size ufperfs}& in by ‘é in. and na ot’pzn‘gﬁizg EE;E gﬁ MATERIAL FROM T0

Screens: O Yes @M% O K-Pac Location
Manufacturer's Name . ‘ P . €

: L Fe I - &IL N el
Type . .Model No. d 2 Y 2 3 S
Diam. Slot size from ft. o ft

Diam. Slot size from f o t (Neo =7 R /) /d" <s7Z| ¥

Gravel/Filter packed: O Yes B‘ﬂ'o O Size of gravel/sand

Materials placed from ft to ft. Lﬂmlfﬂ_é F _él;mt/" é“’ri Eg_?
Sutfice Seat: £ Ves O No_ Towhatdeptn? .

Material used in seal ?}C[ SFN'-r—.v s L"'-"'/ There 1S opefel Sas

Did any strata contain unusable water? a Yes = ‘? A#Md levvdd P

Type of water? Depth-ofistrata af =" 3 2

Method of sealing strata off

PUMP: Manufacturer’s Name :

Type: = H.P.

WATER LEVELS: Land-surface ¢levation.above mean sea level

Static level ‘fa‘l ft. below top of well Date _L__E‘; IO
Aneésian pressure _ B Jbs. per square inchr Date

Artesian water is controlled by ‘

(cap, valve, etc:)
WELL TESTS: Drawdown is amount water level is lowered below static level
Was a pump test made? O Yes 2% 1f yes, by whom?

Yield: gal./min. with ft.-drawdown after E hrs. )
Yield: “gal /min. with _ft. drawdown after hrs. |
Yield: gal./min. with ft. drawdown after hrs. |
_Recovery data (time taken as zero'when pump rurned off). (water level measured from well
tap 1o warer level) G
Time.  Water Level Time  Water'Level Time  Water Level : AT i ~tn
" Ty =
2618

Date of test - U
Bailer test gal /min. with ft. drawdown after hrs, - _Wm

of B 1
Airtest. &ﬂﬁ gal./min, with-stem set at T3 A bk - hrs, CHIGE
Anesian flow g.p.m. Date

[
Temperature of wmr@ Was a chemical.analysis made? .00 Yes [ No

The Department of Ecology does NOT Warranty the Data and/or the Informa

Strtpate__LL= D= [O Completed Date # = L2~/ &

WELL CdNSTRUCTlON CERTIFICATION: I constructed and/or accept.responsibility for construction of this well, and its compliance with all
‘Washington well construction standards. ?nals u d and the information reported above are true to m best knowledge and belief.

Driller O Engineer O Trainee Name (Print) Drilling Company L e F-5 e S
Driller/Engineei Trainee Sigratire . — : . Address /576
Driller or trainee License No, Vi =9 3 City, State, an_Mﬂ‘gj & [ F 2852

’ Contractor’s
[“ J o Ll IS L0052 Ensy U L5-10

Driller’s:Signature Ecology is an Equal Opportunity Employer.

ECY.050-1-20 (Rey305)  The Department of Ecology does NOT warranty the Data and/or Information on this Well Report.

Department of Ecology Well Log Image System
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Orulnal Zirst Copy with ‘ R
y WATER WELL REPORT Application No. 63'&&300 4

w-m‘* ors &cggy ‘ STATE OF WASHINGTON ‘ permsJNo o “/ “34

(1) OWNEB: Name.DERL _OF Natural RASOUEERS....... Addres. Rlynpia,. Wa.. 98504 e c————

(2) LOCATION OF WELL: county.....Benton SE. .y Medy se. 3611 x, n.ZSEwn

.

~ -aring and distance from section or subdivision corner

A\a) PROPOSED USE: Domestic 3 Industrial 0 Municipal

(10) WELL LOG:

Irvigation fi§ Test Well [] Other 0 sm’&‘%‘é?é‘m?ﬁ%?%% 3 co!or. c;;hafaﬁ‘ 3 gw&t%?atl'gnd 3 re. nnd .
X me" number 0‘ well stratum penetrated, th at least one entry for each changc oj
oW W D uz N‘e 3 s
Deepened [w] C‘ablo O DrvenD _Top soil D : §_.... o
Recanditioned O Retary @ Jetted O | Basalt bard black, broken 26 20
..Basalt soft black, broken Q 22 ..
(5) DIMENSIONS: Diameter o't weh0"..£0. 990 fnches. _Basalt hard gray 22 | 38
Drilted..>..990.....#t. Depth of completed well......990.....g¢. v TR
(6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: £l 1 n_{ 42 |83 _ -
casing ins“ued' e 18 * Diam. from ..... SO (N (.} .....aq..«. " " . R
Threaded [} » Diam. irom ; u.to —layers 1" to 6 53, 4 68
Weded @ 10" Diam. from 210__ . to ¢ ﬁD.m. tt y = ; = '
—and yellow clay :
Perforations: veg wNom _Basalt hard gray. 9 1226
% ::ze;or:t:r used s ; Basalt soft hrown 226 231
orations - * | _Basalt very soft broun >
JEOE— perforations from ft. to ft. 231 238 '
PR ... perforations from ft. to . _Basalt broun & black, broken
—eesmssomsansossestn .. perforations from it. to ft. BMR_QIEMBJ 238 1260
S —Basalt black and some brown 260 1310 o
Creens: vesO NoW —Basalt hard gray 310 1456 .
Manufacturer’s Name _Basalt soft black as6 a2 ¢
Type. BIOGE] NO.eoermmmsssmermmeio . '
Dlam, oo Slot size trom £t 10 o dt, | —BL3Y_OEAY 472 . 680
Dim. «.oer Slot size from 1@ to «. | - Clay green & basalt hrown broken) 480 1802
_Basalt black, broken & grn clay 16§02 1S11
Gravel packed: veag No@  Size of gravel: oo __Basalt blacl, broken s11 lsls o
Gravel placed from ft. to ft. “B asal_t_—nm—gnax 5 18 620
Surface seal: yes8  No E, -,-o what depth? . 20..... . | —Basalt black & brown broken 620 1636
Material used in seal ... L EMEN —Basalt hard gray 6361740 .
Did any strata contain \umsabla water? Yes] No® | __Basalt soft black ?40. | 757
TIPE OF Waler e DD OF SATUA oo | Bpsalt soft ben beoken w/blue S
Method of sealing strata off clav 262 270
(7) PUMP: asanutacturer's Name, —Basalt hard hlack 770...1 803
Type: HP —Basalt _soft red 803 __8la
_Basalt hard bhlacl Bl4 1863
@®) WATEI%B%EVE"S’ Hoove Thaan oea tovel-... 1. | _Basalt broken brown, blue clay [853° 18RO -
Static level {t. below top of well Date.. 212.8/ 18.. _Basalt hard biack 880 | ann
X 00T 00— ~1b¥. per square inch Date.....erreree ...B.aaalk.gﬁay_haﬂ‘ ang
Artesian water is controlled by. TR T ) B 1 lack & oF . ~
TES —nreen clay lg16 -
(8) WELL TS: fowwered Delow statie tevel fevel fa Work mned_m%, 10.28.. Compl:ud...._.&..l.mm. 19.18.
Wasa %ﬁ test made? Yes} No ([ If yes, by whome. Malley. ... <
Yleld gal./min. with 1t, drawdown after brs. | WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT: :
d z - This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report is -
» " » » | true to the best of my knowledge and belief.
Recovery data (time taken en’ pmnp uu'ned bﬂ) (water level
SO BT nave..Moerg Deidling,. Iac. "
Timc Water Level | Time wqer L_euel Time  Water Level firm, or corporation) (%ype of print)
B Address. P D. Orawer P, Moses Lake, Wa. 98837
Date of test VAR M R (Signed]..» ’7%0-0-\.-./ o
VL e e QAL/ETUE, Wi ft. GTAWAOWE AINEF hrs. (Weil Driiler)
Artesian flow. gpm. Date 3 / e
Temperature of Water ..., Was a chemical analysis made? Yes (3 No [ | License No. p 3', 7 Date / " 19..1& g

ECY 050-1-20

(USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)

- X




Co
TR e
Third Copy — Dyiliors Copy

WATER WELL REPORT
STATE OF WASHINGTON

®

----- HIRLIcss tenasTesans taese

Permit No. ...

ittt o LTS YOO

(1) OWNER: Name..Rept. 0f. Natural 8esoucces

(2) LOCATION OF WELL: county Benton

T wing and distance from sectlon or subdivision corner

‘(35 PROPOSED USE: Domestic 0 Industrial [} Municipal [)

Lrigation (3 Test Well [  Other 0

Owi * b }4 - -
¥ more Wi oney. ot ONR =76-42

(4) TYPE OF WORK:

nesensmprsanitseees.

(10) WELL LOG: -
Formntion: Describe by coloy, character, size o0f materiat and strtcturs, dnd
o Dok of aguifers and fatu : :
Ttrotum penctroid ol o e s, kind and nature of the Ge.0f formasn

AATERIAL

Newwel {1 Method: Dug [} Bored [J Moy | 0 -
Deepened [ Cable O Driven D | —Basalt gray hard ~ilogg
Recondittoned O Rotary 0 Jeited [} —ﬂaﬂalt_gtax.and_hmm_t_r_n:_cmm_ | 956
—Basalt gray - '
(5) DIMENSIONS: Diarmeter of Wil ... R e TR —— T
§ )11 L7, T «fl  Depth of completed well......merrenfte e
(6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: : i
Casing installed: .. ____» piam. from . to 1. :
Toreaded .o Diam. from ft. to ft.
Welded O .o Diam. from ft. to . !
Perforations: v no g
Type of perforator used
SIZE Of perforations —mveerennsssnnnes 10, BY ceccencnnesimness in.
cenesmsssenpomsese .. perforations from ft. to ft.
s DETEOTALONS from ft. to 1t
[s——. (33 TR ft. to it.
Screons: van nNon
Manufacturer's Name.
Type Model NO..rreesenmsvmnones
Diam. ...cou. Slot size from ft. to ii®.
DIAD. e SlOt size from ft. to 1t
v Gravel packed: vesg No  Sizeof gravels o
Gravel placed from 1t. to 1t
Surface seal: vesg Mo To what deptn? .
Material used in seal
Did any strata contain unusable water? Yes O No O
TYPe 02 WaleIPererrraemssoesos. DEPh 0f SIXQLA...cooooroe e
Method of sealing strata off.
(7) PUMP; Manufacturer’s Name.
Type: HP
" d- el
(8) WATER LEVELS: imismtedoystn
Static level ft. below top of well Date....e..erreennn... e
Artesian pressure ... ... Ibs, per square inch Date.......woe.n. e
is controlled b;
Arteslan water s con i (Cap, vaive, ate)
. Drawd
(9) WELL TESTS:  Pumietibmmoptune e |- —— P—— "
Was a pump test made? Yes [J No 3 If yes, by whom?.....envoonv | e e et L S s
YieM: gal/min. with ft. drawdown after hrs, | WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

" " " "

. " 3 "

en pump turned off) (water level

ery da time en as rero wh
Reenngry ta ( A

from well top to wa! evel)
Time  Water Level | Time  Water Level | Time  Water Level
1 ;_ A s 1
mate of test !
M X T S— LA/, Wit it AFAWEOWD ALLEL....os e TS,
Artesian flow. e P, Date....

Temperature of water........ Was @ chemical analysts mate? Yes ) No 0)

(USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)

ECY 050-1-20

5 e e

This well was drilled under urisdiction and
true to the best of my knowledgs and bag 0 W8 report is

NAME
. (Person, firm, or corporation) {(Type or print)
Address
Signed] "
(Siga (Well Driller)
License No. Date s 10........
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“Aspect

CONSULTING

MEMORANDUM

Project No. 210258
August 9, 2023

To: Chad Unland, Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR)

Dave Kobus, Scout Clean Energy (Scout)
From:

/%%" Z M 8/9/2023
Joseph Pietraszek

Ryan Mullen, LG Jay Pietraszek, LHG

Project Geologist Associate Hydrogeologist

rmullen@aspectconsulting.com jpietraszek@aspectconsulting.com
Re: Hydrogeologic Investigation - DNR Gould Well

Pending Water Right Change Application for G3-+22306CWRIS

This memorandum presents Aspect Consulting’s LLC (Aspect’s) evaluation of the same body of
public groundwater water and impairment criterion in support of the pending Application for
Change/Transfer of Water Right Certificate G3-+22306CWRIS. Scout Clean Energy (Scout) filed a
water right change application requesting to change the point of diversion (groundwater
withdrawal), period of use, add a purpose of use, and transfer the place of use for a Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) water right (Certificate G3-+22306CWRIS) located in the Horse Heaven
Hills area of Benton County, Washington.

The same body of groundwater test is triggered when adding or changing wells to an existing water
right under RCW 90.44.100. The following sections provide an overview of hydrogeological
conditions in the area, followed by an evaluation of same body of groundwater and impairment.

Summary of Findings
Based on the review of existing documentation, Ecology guidance and policy documents, and the
hydrogeologic conditions described below, we find that:

* The existing points of withdrawal (Barber Wells) and the proposed point of withdrawal
(Gould Well) are completed in the Wanapum Basalt Formation. Specifically, the productive
water-bearing zone is located at the top of the Frenchman Springs member of the Wanapum
Basalt. Following guidance from Ecology Policy 2010 Defining and Delineation of Water

Aspect Consulting, LLC 1106 North 35th Avenue  Yakima, WA 98902  509.895.5957 www.aspectconsulting.com




MEMORANDUM
August 9, 2023 Project No. 210258

Sources, the existing and proposed sources of withdrawal are located in the same body of
public groundwater.

*  Withdrawals from the Gould Well will not impair existing groundwater or surface water
rights. No Wanapum Basalt water right permits, certificates, or permit-exempt water supply
wells are within a 2-mile radius of the Gould Well. Nearby permit-exempt wells are
typically competed in the shallower Saddle Mountains Basalt.

*  We therefore conclude that the original authorized points of withdrawal under Certificate
G3-+22306CWRIS are in the same source of public groundwater as the Gould Well. In
addition, no other permit or permit-exempt uses in the Wanapum are within the radius of
influence, and therefore no impairment to existing groundwater users is expected to occur.

Project Background

DNR holds Groundwater Certificate G3-+22306CWRIS which authorizes 1,955 gallons per minute
(gpm) and 1,043 acre-feet per year (ac-ft/yr) for the irrigation of 260.7 acres from two groundwater
wells, referred to as “the Barber Wells”, which are located in Section 36, Township 7 North, Range
25 East. The subject application requests to change the existing authorized points of withdrawal to a
different, nearby DNR-owned well “the Gould Well”, located approximately 5.5 miles to the north
(Figure 11).

This change is requested to supply temporary construction and ongoing operational water use for
the Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center (Energy Center), which will combine wind, solar, and
battery storage to produce renewable energy for the region and the State of Washington.

The change application requests to add industrial use to the purpose of use to support the temporary
water usage for the construction of the Energy Center (concrete mixing, dust suppression, soil
compaction, and fire prevention) as well as ongoing water usage for the Energy Center operation
(O&M facilities and solar panel washing). Additionally, DNR plans to retain a portion of the
irrigation use to utilize this water right to hydrate land surrounding the Gould Well.

Hydrogeologic Conditions at Existing and Proposed Sources

This evaluation of hydrogeologic conditions is based on review of geologic reports for the area,
review of well driller’s logs obtained from the Department of Ecology (Ecology) well log database,
and previous hydrogeological reporting completed for the subject wells.

Both the existing and proposed sources of groundwater are located in the Horse Heaven Hills
region of southeastern Washington about 8 miles north of the Columbia River (Figure 1'). The
project area is underlain by Miocene- and Pliocene-age basalts of the Columbia River Basalt Group
(CRBG), which have been divided into six geologic formations, and these formations are further
divided into members and flow units. From oldest to youngest, the CRBG formations include, the
Imnaha Basalt, Picture Gorge Basalt, Prineville Basalt, Grande Ronde Basalt, Wanapum Basalt,
and the Saddle Mountains Basalt (Swanson et al., 1978).

! Figure 1 and Attachment C are included in the Water Right Change Application for G3-+22306CWRIS.

Page 2
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A comprehensive understanding of the hydrostratigraphy in the immediate project vicinity has been
documented by a U.S. Geological Survey well completion study by Pearson (1973) and further
detailed in the hydrogeologic framework by Kahle et al. (2011). These sources indicate two
formational units within the CRBG—the Saddle Mountains Basalt and the Wanapum Basalt—make
up the aquifer system in the project vicinity. These basalt units are separated by clay and silt
interbeds of the Ellensburg Formation.

Quaternary-age alluvium and loess composed of unconsolidated sediments are mapped at the
ground surface near the Barber Wells and the Gould Well (Reidel and Fecht, 1994); however, these
sediments are presumed to be only approximately 10 feet in thickness and therefore have no
bearing on water supply capabilities.

Geologic structures in the Horse Heaven Hills region include faults and folds that compartmentalize
the aquifer zones and thus groundwater flow within the Columbia River Basalts. Several north-
northeast and northwest-oriented faults have been mapped in the project area and documented in a
1996 United States Geological Survey (USGS) report within limited field evidence of their
existence (Packard, et al., 1996). These inferred faults were presumed to behave as barriers to
groundwater flow; however, recent aquifer testing by Aspect (2015) in the project area confirms
that at least one of these faults do not act as a barrier to groundwater flow in the vicinity of the
Gould Well.

Well Completion Details and Completed Aquifer Zones

The following section describes the well completion zone under the existing points of withdrawal
(Certificate G3-+22306CWRIS, “the Barber Wells’) and the proposed point of withdrawal (Gould
Well). Well logs and completion schematics for both the Barber wells and Gould Well are included
in Attachment C.'

Existing Points of Withdrawal (Barber Wells)

The Barber Wells are constructed in the SWY4, SWY4 and the SEY4, NWY; of Section 36, Township
7 North, Range 25 East, Benton County Tax Parcel ID 1-3675-000-0000-000. Well construction is
documented in the driller reports. Additional details on Barber Well No. 1 are reported by
GeoEngineers (2013).

» Barber Well No. 1 was drilled and constructed in 1976 by Spokane Drilling Co to a depth of
860 feet below ground surface (bgs). The construction log indicates that water bearing
zones were encountered at depths of 70 to 85 feet bgs and 814 to 860 feet bgs at the time of
drilling. The well was constructed with 16-inch diameter casing extending to a depth of 268
feet bgs, sealing off the upper aquifer zone which we presume to be associated with the
younger Saddle Mountains Basalt Formation. We associate the lower water-bearing zone
with the Wanapum Basalt Formation. This is consistent with the hydrogeologic reporting by
Packard, et al., (1996) for the USGS test well completed adjacent to Barber Well No. 1,
which states “geologic material below about 518 feet would correspond with the Wanapum
basalt Formation and basalt flow about a depth of about 518 feet would correlate with the
Saddle Mountains Basalt Formation”.

» Barber Well No. 2 was drilled and constructed in 1978 by Moore Drilling, Inc to a depth of
990 feet bgs. Based on the as-built drawing for the well provided with the well construction
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log, water-bearing zones were encountered at 226 to 231 feet bgs, 630 to 656 feet bgs, and
853 to 860 feet bgs, at the time of drilling. The well construction log indicates the two
upper (shallower) water-bearing zones were sealed off with 16-inch and 10-inch diameter
casing. The lower (deeper) water-bearing zone was left open. We interpret the deeper
water-bearing zone to be competed within the Wanapum Basalt Formation.

Proposed Point of Withdrawal (Gould Well)
The Gould Well is constructed in the NW Y4, NEV4 of Section 36, Township 8 North, Range 25 East,
Benton County Tax Parcel ID 1-3685-100-0000-000.

* The Gould Well was constructed in 1980 by Larry Burd’s Well Drilling to a depth of 1,340
feet bgs. Both the Saddle Mountains Basalt (0 to 725 feet bgs) and the Wanapum (772 to
1,340 feet bgs) were encountered during drilling with interbeds of the Ellensburg Formation
occurring within and between the basalt formations. The entire thickness of the Saddle
Mountains Basalt and Ellensburg Formation interbeds are sealed off from the well with a
grout seal extending to a depth of 787 feet bgs. The primary water-bearing zones of the
Gould Well are located within the Frenchman Springs member of the Wanapum Basalt at
depths of 1,188 to 1,217 feet bgs and 1,302 to 1,320 feet bgs.

Same Body of Groundwater and Hydraulic Continuity

Ecology Policy 2010 Defining and Delineation of Water Sources provides guidance for determining
the source of water (including same body of public groundwater) for water resources permitting
decisions. The policy provided guidance for assessing both technical and water right administration
considerations in determining the source of water. In evaluating changes to groundwater rights, the
policy described the intent of the same body of public groundwater test as preserving the priority
system among rights within the same source of water and ensuring reliability of water supply
during times of shortages.

Technical Considerations
The Technical Considerations section of Ecology Policy 2010 defines a source of water as a body
or bodies of water which:

* Are hydraulically connected;

* Share a common recharge (catchment) area;

* Share a common flow regime; and

* Are isolated from other sources by the presence of effective barriers to hydraulic flow.

Based on completion depths and review of well log lithology, the Barber Wells authorized under
Certificate G3-+22306CWRIS and the proposed Gould Well are both documented to be completed
in the upper portion of the Wanapum Basalt Formation, which are hydraulically connected, receive
recharge from the overlying formation(s), and share a common flow regime. In addition, based on
the recent testing completed by DNR (Aspect, 2015), the inferred fault near the Gould Well does
not act as a barrier to groundwater flow.
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Water Right Administration Considerations

Water right administration considerations are applied to the same body of public groundwater test
can include results of water right adjudications, adopted groundwater management area rules,
adopted watershed plan rules, and adopted instream flow rules. To date, none of these actions have
been undertaken in the Horse Heaven Hills region.

Impairment Evaluation

Ecology’s well log and water rights databases were queried to identify water supply wells,
groundwater claims, and groundwater rights located within an approximately 2-mile radius of the
Gould Well. Three unique well logs were identified, and based on depth and elevations, are likely
completed in the shallower Saddle Mountains Basalt aquifer within the search area. Three
groundwater claims were also identified (Table 1). None of these water right claim records included
a well log, so completion unit and available drawdown are unknown.

Table 1. Nearby Groundwater Rights and Wells32820

WR Record / Water Right Priority Well Depth | Well Diameter
Well Report ID Person/Org. Phase Date (feet) (inches)
137097 Bill Ferris N/A N/A 175 6
1020646 Dave Sprague N/A N/A 375 6
1033946 John Somero N/A N/A 400 8
G4-13658CL Helga M Travis Claim 6/27/1974 N/A N/A
G4-092271CL Jim F Moone Claim 5/16/1974 N/A N/A
G4-007622CL Horse Heaven Claim 4/19/1954 N/A N/A
Ranchers

According to results from searching Ecology’s databases, no permitted Wanapum Basalt water
rights or permit-exempt water supply wells are located within the search radius. Moreover, given
the lack of adopted management rules and the existing appropriation of water in the Horse Heaven
Hills region and Wanapum aquifer, we believe that permitting the proposed point of withdrawal in
the Wanapum Basalt aquifer, as long as there is no enlargement of existing water rights and
impairment to existing rights, is consistent with the intent of Ecology Policy 2010 to preserve the
priority scheme and avoid conflict between water users.

References
Aspect, 2015, Gould Well Assessment and Testing Report, Prepared for Washington State
Department of Natural Resources. April 14, 2015.

GeoEngineers, 2013, Paterson Project Area Exploration, Testing, and Analysis, Columbia River
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Limitations

Work for this project was performed for the Scout Clean Energy (Client), and this memorandum
was prepared in accordance with generally accepted professional practices for the nature and
conditions of work completed in the same or similar localities, at the time the work was performed.
This memorandum does not represent a legal opinion. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is
made.

All reports prepared by Aspect Consulting for the Client apply only to the services described in the
Agreement(s) with the Client. Any use or reuse by any party other than the Client is at the sole risk
of that party, and without liability to Aspect Consulting. Aspect Consulting’s original files/reports

shall govern in the event of any dispute regarding the content of electronic documents furnished to
others.

V:\210258 Horse Heaven Wind Farm\Deliverables\HG Memo\GouldHG_2023.08.09.docx
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REPORT OF EXAMINATION

Prepared by Members of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board

BACKGROUND

The applicant is: HHH Wind Farm, LLC (with DNR water right ownership), 5775 Flatiron Parkway, Suite 120,
Boulder, Colorado, 80301.

This project is being proposed to provide additional green power resources for the region.

As noted above, an existing groundwater well will be used to service the project site, for multiple industrial and
agricultural purposes. New primary and secondary mainlines will be built to provide site water delivery.

Attributes of the waler right as currently documented:

Name on Certificate: WA State Dept of Natural Resources, SE Region, 713 Bowler Rd., Ellensburg, WA 98926.

West Richland MAXIMUM GAL/MINUTE MAXIMUM ACRE-FT/YR TYPE OF USE, PERIOD OF USE
gpm Acre-ft. Acres
G3-+22306CWRIS 1,955 1,043 Irrigation 260.7 acres, irrigation season.
SOURCE TRIBUTARY OF (IF SURFACE WATER)
Groundwater
AT A POINT LOCATED:
Wells (Parcel Nos.) “ Y SECTION TOWNSHIP . RANGE EWM WRIA COUNTY.
1 136750000000000 SW SW 36 TN 25EWM Benton
2 SE NW
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY ON WHICH WATER IS USED
All within: Section 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM; and application site maps.

Tentative determination of the water right:

See Water Board’s Decision above; the water right certificate is in good standing.
Previous changes:

Water right Trust Program submittal in 2022.

History of water use:

Per the applicant information, portions of the water right certificate have been continuously used for irrigation. Some
de factor relinquishment has occurred for non-use, not subject to RCW 90.14.140 exemptions., About 125.5 acres are
not subject to relinquishment, per DNR and consultant, and Water Board review.



SEPA:

The Water Board has a narrow public interest, or SEPA, jurisdiction, tied to water resources management and water
law, and specific provision per the groundwater code RCW 90.44.

The direct water right change/transfer described herein is subject to SEPA review, and an environmental impact
statement has been prepared by the lead agency, the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council
(EFSEC). The Water Board has specifically reviewed the key water resources issues/questions pertinent to SEPA and
water law in general: 1) is water available (extent and validity); 2) does potential impairment exist; 3) will the water
be beneficially used; and 4) will the water be used efficiently? The Water Board determines the above can be answered
in the affirmative, and no impairment issues exist. The water right extent and validity has been reviewed/modified for
this C/T per RCW 90.03.380, where changes in purpose and place of use are subject to an annual consumptive quantity
(ACQ) review.

The Water Board has requested directly from EFSEC staffto confirm whether their EIS adequately covers water source
impacts associated with this project. The EFSEC staff have determined that the Final EIS did acknowledge (private)
water rights from groundwater sources in the project area, to service the project.

The Water Board did consult with other governmental and Tribal parties affected by the proposed project.

The Benton and Yakima County Commissioners raised the question of comprehensive land use planning. Based on
statutory/rule review, the Water Board (with legal counsel) concludes that EFSEC authority overrides local land use
restrictions, in this particular case.

The Water Board directly consulted with Yakima Nation Tribal staff and their legal counsel. The Yakima Nation
conveyed two major points: 1) the EIS coverage was not specific enough; and 2) the DNR lacked statutory authority
to lease water rights for portions of the project’s water demand purposes. Regarding the first point, the Water Board
determined that the four key water right use questions above were met (including hydraulic continuity). The new C/T
point of withdrawal was determined to be in the same body of groundwater for management purposes, per detailed
discussion with Ecology staff.

The second point was reviewed with legal counsel, and determined that leasing a water right certificate (real property)
was no different than leasing a tract of land (real property). Water right change/transfers also are subject to Real Estate
Excise Tax (taxable water right actions) per WA State Dept. of Revenue review. The legality question regarding DNR
lease of water rights on DNR and non-DNR adjacent lands does not appear to be a limiting issue in this C/T decision.

So, relative to the water supply/right issue governed by SEPA coverage, the Water Board defers to the decisions by
the lead SEPA agency, the EFSEC. They have stated that appropriate SEPA compliance exists.

Family Farm Act Compliance:

The FFA affects the holding of (irrigation) water rights acquired after December 8, 1977. The Act does not affect
the use of prior water rights held by a single party (RCW 90.66.020, 90.66.040; also see PCHB No.13-146,
Reichman, February 14, 2014). The applicant’s certificate has a pre-FFA date.

The Water Board concludes that the applicant’s change/transfer request is consistent with the FFA.



COMMENT AND PROTESTS

Public notification/hearings for the applicant's request were filed in the Tri-City Herald; with public hearings
offered (no requests for public hearings or participants). Copies are provided in the Public Notice attachments. The
WADOE/Water Board did receive dissenting comments from the Benton-Yakima County Commissioners and the
Yakama Nation and has responded to such (as noted above).

The County Commissions cited concerns over land use restrictions/zoning affecting irrigated agriculture. These
concerns appear to be superseded by statutory/rule authority granted to EFSEC (discussed with Commission staffs).
The Tribal concerns regarding water supply focus on source location and DNR water right leasing authority. The
basic water right change/transfer (permitting tests) have been met, and the new POW is in direct hydraulic
continuity with the existing POW, per review of the applicant’s information and discussed with Ecology technical
staff. The DNR’s ability to lease certificated water use on partial DNR land does not deviate from a real estate
lease, a practice already conducted by DNR.

The application materials have been distributed to several other state resources agencies (WDFW) and interested
parties. No additional comments have been received from these parties concerning the application or proposed
actions. '

The application materials were made available to the public including public hearing notice; no hearing was
requested—no comments or BCWCB meeting participants addressed the proposed action.

Issues Raised by WADOE:

The Water Board has provided the CRO-WRP-WADOE with the initial change/transfer application and public
notice of the ROE/ROD. The BCWCB has previously discussed/reviewed this water right with CRO staff. No
specific action comments were received during the application review process.

Protests:

Date: Comments and protests noted above from Benton-Yakima County Commissions and Yakama Nation.
This was recognized by the board as a [} Protest <] Comment

Name/address of protestor/commenter: See attachments.

Issue: Discussed above.

Board’s analysis: Discussed above.

Other Items/Issues: None. Pertinent Commenis: None.



INVESTIGATION
Prepared by Members of the Benton County Water Conservancy Board

The following information was obtained from site inspections (BCWCB tepresentatives); and from general
knowledge of this project by the Water Board, technical reports and documents, research of WADOE records, and
discussions/information with the water right C/T applicant’s technical representatives. Several discussions have
been made with other agency/Tribal staff/consultants.

The applicant has provided technical information, personal communications, and technical references requested
by the Water Board, including data to verify the existing and proposed use areas; and the applicant’s technical
representative has communicated extensively with individual Water Board members to answer specific questions
about the change/transfer request. The Water Board has received supplemental information from the applicant,
as needed.

The Water Board has reviewed the standing of the water right documentation provided by the water right holder
concerning water management, and recent air-photography for the general water right place of use and purpose, and
new POW site. The Water Board is familiar with the added POW site (Horse Heaven Hills area).

The Water Board has forwarded copies (regular ground mail) of the application change/transfer request and
public notice to the state Dept. of Fish & Wildlife, the Tribes, and to all parties requesting such copies. No
comments were received by these parties during the formal, and informal, public comment period for the
change/transfer application.

Verification of Existing Water Right:

The existing water use retains an active water right certificate on file, granted by the Washington State Dept. of
Ecology. The use is available for existing change/transfer actions. It is concluded that the water right is in good
standing, subject to the conditions contained within this ROE/ROD.

The DNR did place into the Temporary Trust Program portions of the right that it apparently assumed reflected
allowed consumptive use for change/transfer, about 409 acre-ft. DNR assumed the remaining portion of the
right was subject to relinquishment review.

Proposed project plans and specifications:

The proposed change/transfer action supports the development of a new wind/solar farm along the Horse Heaven
Hills (HHH) area. The project description is included in the EFSEC docket summary (application attachments),
with perhaps as many as 244 to 150 wind turbines depending on size (see application location maps). The wind
turbine range would generally follow the northern HHH ridge area, and perhaps cross about 72,428 acres (with
transmission lines); the solar arrays and batteries would cover no more than 6,570 acres. The project at full
development would generate about 1,150 MWs (nameplate). Peaking power capability would vary.

The project would be as close as 4 miles south/southwest from the Kennewick City limits.

The water use would be used for general industrial development at the site, dust control, solar array cleaning,
and some irrigated agriculture.



Other Water Rights Appurtenant to the Property and Associated Rights:

There are surface water rights affecting the existing project area; no other water rights specifically attached to land
or directly affected by the project (see applicant/consultant report attachment). This action would remove the
existing water right placed into the Trust Program.

The existing groundwater pumps/infrastructure had been intended to serve the original water right certificate, and
perhaps other rights (see application attachments), but the allocated gpm for this C/T decision is based on the actual
pumping use for irrigated acres and not “pumps and pipes” status for other rights or relinquished portions of the
certificate.

Fffect or Benefit to Public Interest:

A Washington State Supreme Court ruling has stated that “...a ‘public interest’ test is not a proper consideration
when Ecology acts on a change application under RCW 90.03.380.” PUD No. 1 of Pend Oreille County v. Dep’t of
Ecology, 70372-8 (2002). By extension, neither does the Water Board have authority to apply a public interest test
when evaluating a change in water right request under RCW 90.03.380. This Court decision involved a surface
water right.

To the extent review of public interest is applicable, the Water Board finds that the application for change is
consistent with groundwater code provisions (RCW 90.44), and public policy objectives of the state to: identify
existing water supplies, provide for beneficial water use, avoid impairment issues, and provide for efficient use of
water resources. The existing/future water use also is consistent with land use provisions as determined by EFSEC.

The Benton/Yakima County Commissions raised concerns regarding negative impacts to existing farmland.
Tentative Determination:

In order to make a water right change decision, the Water Board must make a tentative determination on the
extent and validity of the right. The Water Board has inade the tentative determination as displayed in the first
section of this report. There are several circumstances that can cause the Board’s tentative determination to differ
from the stated extent of the water right within water right documentation. Water right documents attempt to define
a maximum limitation to a water right, rather than the actual extent to which a water right has been developed and
maintained through historic beneficial use. Additionally, except for a sufficient cause pursuant to RCW 90.14.140,
water rights, in whole or in part, not put to a beneficial use for five consecutive years since 1967 may be subject to
relinquishment under Chapter 90.14.130 through 90.14.180 RCW. Some water rights may additionally be lost
through abandonment; or some rights may be subject to special management area provisions. The Board’s tentative
determination was based upon the following findings.

Water Right Review and History:

First, the water right applicant/owner holds a valid water right certificate, in good standing, as regulated by
Ecology, and is on file with the WADOE. The Water Board/Ecology have approved previous change/transfer
decisions in this general HHH area.

Water right use/need has been varied per the applicant’s demand estimates

Second, under the change request, the total amount of water withdrawal fromn the existing right and proposed
change cannot exceed the amount previously used; more specifically, the portion of the right that has been put
to actual beneficial use or is statutorily protected from relinquishment. The change/transfer request must not
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* exceed the existing water right limits; no enlargement of the right is allowed. The Water Board’s determination
conforms with this requirement.

Extent and Validity Analysis, ACQ Analysis and Beneficial Use Review:

The Water Board concurs with the DNR and their consultant that existing groundwater source irrigation activity
on the site has diminished in past years, and about 125.5 acres would not be subject to nonuse (de facto
relinquishment) per RCW 90.14.140 provisions (and Trusting Program donation). The 125.5 acres are the
subject of the water right change request for a new point of withdrawal, change in location, and purposes of use,
requiring an annual consumptive quantity (ACQ) analyses per RCW 90.03.380.

Data, Information, and Methodology:

1. The Water Board has reviewed the relevant water right data suwrrounding this change/transfer, including
previous water use estimates, the applicant’s land use data and leasing information, mapping, the consultant’s
ACQ analysis report, and arial photo information from Google Earth Pro.

2. The Water Board has multi-decadal experience in reviewing ACQ and extent and validity factors for water
rights in Benton County and elsewhere.

3. The Water Board has reviewed the annual water use estimates provided by DNR for irrigated agriculture
crops, consistent with RCW 90.03.380 requirements; and the water use application and efficiency estimates
provided by AgWeatherNet at https://weather.wsu.edu/?p=97750, Horrigan weather station site (near
existing project), and the Benton-Franklin Water Conservancy Boards’ ACQ Methodology for calculating
water use efficiencies and total consumptive use, including 90% applied efficiencies for low pressure center
pivot applications (CSRIA.org). The total allowed water right use estimate for C/T is 502 acre-ft.

4. The Water Board has reviewed relinquishment (or de facto relinquishment factors) for this change/transfer
action.

5. The Water Board has taken into account future water use estimates provided by the applicant and associated
with similar types of construction-energy projects in the region.

ACQ Analysis/Determination:

6. The estimated allowed water use is based on 125.5 existing irrigated acres (Trust-pre-Trust period), per DNR
and consultant estimates, and available arial imagery review (Gogle Earth Pro), for the most recent period
of continuous use, 2017-2021 (see application attachments and supplemental information).

7. The 2017-2021 water use data confirm a two-year, peak-year average over five years, 2019-2020, of about
4 acre-fi./acre, for irrigating alfalfa. The AgWeatherNet data for the Horrigan Site and Water Conservancy
Board efficiencies (CSRIA.org) are equal to or exceed the allowed use of the existing certificate (4 acre-
ft./acre). The total allowed use for C/T is about 502 acre-ft.

8. This consumptive use estimate is consistent with the requirements of RCW 90.08.380, where only
consumptive use estimates (not return flows) are available for change/transfer (ET and applied efficiencies)
for water spreading type actions. The Water Board methodology has been applied to numerous C/Ts.

9. Under the first phase, 3-year period, 280.8 acre-ft. could be allocated to 70.2 irrigated acres. Additional
allocations can be made for industrial construction use (184 acre-ft.) and industrial use with the project fully
developed (12 acre-ft.). With the project fully developed, the total allowed irrigation use would be 490 acre-
ft., for 122.5 acres; and industrial use of about 12 acre-ft.
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10. The allowed gpm quantity (1,955 gpm) under the existing certificate for irrigation is about 7.5 gpm per acre
(260.7 acres). If applied to 122.5 acres, the gpm estimate would be reduced to about 918.8 gpm, for continued
irrigation. The applicant has further requested another 300 gpm for use during the construction phase (all
industrial use) and 150 gpm after the construction phase.

11. As noted above, future use will be staged between the construction and completion periods, varving use
given the size/timing of the project, but the final allowed use cannot exceed 502 acre-ft., for: 122.5 irrigated
acres, 490 acre-ft., 918.8 gpm; and 12 acre-ft., 150 gpm, industrial use.

12. The Water Board notes that a small portion of the existing right (12 acre-ft.) will change from seasonal
irrigation to year-round use. This level of change is viewed as imperceptible to the status/conditions of the
groundwater source and will have no impairment complications.

13. Since 2022, the DNR has available surface water for their HHH irrigation projects. This water, under permit,
could be used to irrigate the property previously served by the groundwater right—a form of serial perfection.

Tentative Determination Finding:

Based on the above information and analyses {and application attachments/references), the Water Board has
determined that the full amount of the said water right for change/transfer is presented within the above “Board
Decision” summary, and should be the amount not exceeded by the applicant for final certification, as issued by
WADOE. This amount is in full consideration of and compliance with RCW 90.03.380 and 90.14.140(2)(d), and
other portions of the water code, and takes into account the new point of withdrawal.

Hydrologic, and Other Technical Investigations:

The change/transfer relies on withdrawing water from the same body of groundwater (management area) as the
existing points of withdrawal for this portion of the HHH area. Review of the pertinent well logs and analysis
by the applicant’s technical consultant communications/report confirms this conclusion (see attached application

report). The added POW also has been discussed with CRO-Ecology staff.

The Water Board has reviewed the hydraulic continuity/impairment features for the new well (see attached
report); and concludes that active well use will not create any impairment observations.

Review of Potential Impairment:

Given the limited changes to the water rights, and existing POW, the Water Board determines that this
change/transfer request will not create impairment (see attached reports). The Water Board makes this
determination, with certainty, given the proposed operations at the new withdrawal site, and a detailed review
of other factors affecting the change/transfer request. These factors have been discussed with the applicant’s
technical consultant (see attached report).

Further, the Water Board notes:

1) For this immediate area, no record/affirmation of impairment has been noted by the Water Board or Ecology.

2) The Water Board has reviewed with the applicant, in detail, potential impairment issues for the applicant’s
change request. This review indicates that the change action will not impair other water rights.

10



3) Based on the public notice of this change request, the Water Board has received no impairment issue
comments from other existing water right holders, including those who withdraw/divert water from nearby sites.

4) The change will not increase water use relative to the existing allowed use, create impairment, or detrimental
environmental impacts.

Given the above review, the Water Board concludes that the proposed action will not create impairment to other
water rights and the conditions provided within this ROE/ROD.

Because the proposed action will not increase the existing allowed water use (with change modifications) or
increase the water amount put to allowed beneficial use, or likely affect other existing water rights (or
applications for new water rights), no impairment is perceptible. The applicant’s technical information has been
reviewed regarding water use within the same body of water for management purposes and potential impairment.

The proposed change/transfer will be beneficial in the conservation and management of water resources from
existing practices for the following reasons: 1) there will be no increase in withdrawal/diversion on an annual
basis after the change/transfer, compared to existing allowed operations; and 2) controls and monitoring on the
quantity of water pumped will help ensure that the authorized quantity is not exceeded, as required under water
use estimates and metering provisions.

The Water Board has published public notice of the proposed action and reviewed any potential technical issues
concerning impairment.

Existing water rights located within the nearby area--within the same sections/T-R and adjacent sections--were
noted according to information contained within the WADOE E-data base system and visual inspection, and
ongoing Water Board review within this area (also see attached technical report).

Water Right Adjudication Process:

Water right adjudication does not affect the application.

DECISION CONCILUSIONS:

Tentative Determination-Extent and Validity.

1. The allowed right use is verified; the extent and validity, and ACQ), analysis has been reviewed by the Water
Board. The right is being used consistently with Ecology authorization.

2. The proposed change/transfer will result in no increase in the annual quantity of water authorized and is
consistent with the requirements of RCW 90.03.380 and 90.14.140 (relinquishment), and other provisions
of the groundwater water code. The change/transfer request will not increase the allowed water right; the
change/transfer will not increase allowed consumptive use from the designated source.

3. There will be no increase in water withdrawal on an annual basis. In addition, continued monitoring of the
quantity of water pumped will help ensure that allowed water withdrawals are not exceeded, for the changes
requested.

Relinquishment or Abandonment Concerns:

4. The Water Board’s review per this ROE/ROD indicates relinquishment of about 138 acres due to non-use,
per RCW 90.14,140.
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Hydraulic Analysis:

5. Per the above cited information and attachments (technical reports), the Water Board concludes that the
change/transfer will be implemented in the same body of water for management purposes.

Impairment:

6. The Water Board determines that impairment is not an issue affecting this change request; the change is

within the same body of water for management purposes; the proposed action creates no impairments to
other water right holders or permit applicants; adequate data and information exists to make this
determination with confidence.

Consideration of Comments/Protests:

7.

Public notice has been provided for the proposed action, and any public concerns have been reviewed by
the Water Board. Public notice and application submittal have been forwarded to several state resource
agencies/tribes/interested parties for comment; the agencies have provided direct comments to the
application. The comments discussed above, indicate opposition to the project. These comments have been
discussed with the parties and Ecology staff; nevertheless the Water Board concludes that the C/T is
consistent with state water law and the SEPA practices adhered to by EFSEC.

SEPA and FFA Review:

8.

The Water Board has reviewed the proposed project for SEPA (noted above) and FFA (non-FFA water
right) compliance.

Public Interest:

9.

10.

11.

Per EFSEC qualifications, the proposed action supports the public interest concerned with the direct use of
water rights, is consistent with allowed beneficial uses, and is consistent with local area/regional economic
development needs (farm support and construction features) and the land use practices reviewed by EFSEC.
The Water Board also took into consideration any potential conflicts with environmental justice principles,
strictly relative to water use and water law. Even so, the Water Board has noted that the County
Commissions and the Yakama Nation may assert that the project conflicts with some aspects of the local
public interest and environmental justice principles directly affecting Tribal values.

The proposed action is consistent with the intent of RCW 90.03.380, 90.14.140, 90.80, and recent case
reviews by the Washington State Supreme Court.

The Water Board has provided for specific conditions and provisions affecting the use of the water rights,
as identified below. The Water Board’s decision is contained in the Water Board Decision table above.

PROVISIONS

Conditions and Limitations:

1.

The point of diversion/withdrawal, place(s) of use, purpose of use, and period of use for the water right are
designated in the summary table above (under Water Board Decision table).
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‘2. Per issued superseding certificate, for the subject water right, water withdrawals shall not exceed the total
instantaneous and volume use, periods of use, and site area designated above under Water Board Decision
table.

3. Use of water under this authorization shall be contingent upon the water right holder’s utilization of up-to-
date water conservation practices.

4. An approved measuring device(s) must be installed and maintained for the sources (all points of
withdrawal/diversion) identified herein in accordance with the rule “Requirements for Measuring and
Reporting Water Use,” WAC 173-173, describing the requirements for data accuracy, device installation and
operation, and information reporting. It also allows a water user to petition Ecology for modifications to
some of the requirements. Installation, operation and maintenance requirements are enclosed or available
from Ecology as a document entitled “Water Measurement Device Installation and Operation
Requirements.”

5. Water use will be measured and recorded for wa..r supply use. Water use data shall be recorded weekly and
shall be submitted annually to Ecology by January 31st of each calendar year (along with WA State Dept. of
Health metering requirements). At a minimum, the following information shall be included with each
submittal of water use data: owner, contact name if different, mailing address, daytime phone number,
WRIA, Permit or Certificate No., source name, annual quantity used including units, maximum rate of
diversion including units, period of use, weekly meter readings including units, and peak flow including
units for each month. In the future, Ecology may require additional parameters to be reported or more
frequent reporting. Recorded water use data shall be submitted via internet. To set up an internet reporting
account, contact the Central Regional Office. If you do not have internet access, you can still submit hard
copies by contacting the Central Region Office for forms to submit your water use data.

6. All water wells constructed within the state shall meet the “minimum Standards for Construction and
maintenance of wells, as provided under RCW 18.104 (Washington Water Well Construction Act of 1971)
and Chapter 173-160 WAC Minimum Standards for Construction and Maintenance of Water Wells.
Installation and maintenance of an access port as described in Groundwater Bulletin No.1 is required, per
WAC 173-160-291(3). In general wells shall be located at least 100 feet from source contamination and at
least 1,000 feet of th boundary of a solid waste landfill. Any well that is unusable, abandoned, or is an
environmental, safety, or public hazard shall be decommissioned. In addition to the required access port, the
applicant shall install and maintain, in operating condition, an airline And pressure gauge. The pressure
gage shall be equipped with a standard tire valve and placed in a location accessible to Dept. of Ecology
personnel. The airline shall extend from the land surface to the top of the pump bowls and the total airline
length shall be reported to the Dept. of Ecology upon completion of the pumping system.

7. Ecology staff may require specific drilling parameters for the well; and will perform a site inspection for the new
well when construction phase is completed.

8. Department of Ecology personnel, upon presentation of proper credentials and prior notification, shall have
access at reasonable times, to project location, and to inspect at reasonable times, records of water use, wells,
diversions, measuring devices and associated distribution systems for compliance with the law.

Mitigation:

9. None is required for the C/T water use.
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Construction Schedule:

10. By January 1, 2028, the applicant will notify the Water Resources Program, Eastern Region Office,
WADOE, that project construction is completed, unless further extended for good cause.

11. By January 1, 2030, proof of appropriation (for actual beneficial use of water) will be provided to the Water
Resources Program, Eastern Region Office, WADOE, unless further extended for good cause.

DECISION APPROVALS

Approvals:

The conclusions in this Report of Examination were authored/developed by Water Board members and staff,
with the applicant or applicant’s representative providing support information as requested.

The undersigned Water Board Commissioner certifies that he/she understands the Board is responsible to ensure
that all relevant issues identified during its evaluation of the application, or which are raised by any commenting
party during the Board’s evaluation process, are thoroughly evaluated and discussed in the Board’s deliberations.
The Report of Examination documents all factors reviewed and considered by the Water Board. The undersigned
therefore, certifies that he/she, having reviewed the report of examination, knows and understands the content of
this Report of Examination and concurs with the ROE’s conclusions.

The Benton County Water Conservancy Board hereby APPROVES the water right change/transfer described within
this record of examination and record of decision, and submits this certificate for conditional approval to the Director
of the Washington State Department of Fcology. If the Director takes no action within forty-five days of receipt of
this ROE/RQOD, then the Water Board’s decision, as written, is final.

Approved Unanimously by the BCWCB

Kennewick, Washington

This 12th day of July 2024

Approved and Signed on Behalf of the Water Board by:

Si—-*

LICLI.J.)'LJ. ASLDwlhy 1 DL Sy N LLAAELLAGLL
Benton County Water Conservancy Board
Date Mailed to WADOE Director/Representative: on or before July 29, 2024
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Supplemental Attachments and Selected
Application Materials*

1)General Site Map/Certificate
2)Legal Notices

3)Trust Water Right and ACQ Information
4)General Project Description

*Complete Application Materials Already Submitted to Ecology.
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(e in 30cora provisions of Chapter 117, Lawa of 1917, 2nd
[ Surfaes Water Qe T e T e amerenore o Bagthesyy 317 8nt

e T
PRIORITY DATE

ts thergee, end the rules ard reguisticns of the

Ground Watar gmmumtwm the pravisiany of Chepter 263, Lswz of W

ath! for 16946, snd
Departmant M@nﬂ.l .

APPLICATION NUMBER FEAMIT NUMBER
~Recepher 26, 1923, | G3-22306 i _ G3=22306P

— ——
CEATIFICATE NUMBER

G3-22306C

(=T} ]
7 emiBbolohiAu Chaxberg BldR. O¥-2) __ Olvgpia.

ISTATE) & CODE}

Haghipgson, 28304 '
This is o cartify that the horsin named applicant has made praofio the satisfaction ofthe Departmant ol Ecology of arightfo '
e the use of the pubilfc witors of the State of Washington as herain dafined, and under and spscifically subject to the provisions

contained n the Parmnitissuad by the-Dopartment of Ecology, and that said vight tothe uzeof said walershazbaan

peatfecied
in aocordanca with the laws of the State of Washington. and Is heraby cenfirmad by the Department of Ecology and entered
of racord ag shown, but is miled 10 an amount actually beneficlally vsed.

A ATy~ P T~ Ty
BUBLIC WATER TO BE APPROPRIATED

TSDURCE
2 wells

. TAIGUTARY OF ((F SURPAGE WATERS)

W7o BAXIMUN GUEIC RET FRR SECOND

ﬂl.l"AHiiW. TYPE OF UBE, PERIOD QF USE

VAXIWMUM GALLONS FER WIHUTE

1955

VAXIBUL ACRE-FPEET PRH YEAR

1043

1043 acre-fest per year for the irrigation of 260.7 acres during irrimatien seiison,

No. 1 600 feut anst and 130 feat north from the scuthwent ocrper of Sactlon J€.

s, S———
LOCATION OF DIVERSION/WITHDRAWAL
APPROXIMATE LQCATION OF DIVERSION~-NITHDRAWAL

T No. 2 500 feot west and 990 feer north from ghe center of Section 36.

i e g
LOCATED WITHIN (SMALLEST LEGAL SUBRIVISION]

=
LoT

SECTION TONNGHIP N, | RARGE. [E. O ir.) WM, | W.RI.A. | EOUNTY
. g slattayy  f3. RRopband 36 7 25 E. 3 - Benton

RECORDED PLAYTED PROPERTY

IBLOGK

OF (QUVE NAME OF PLAT GR AQDITION)

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPER]

rY ON WHICH WATER IS TO BE USED

AU R A

iy

1N

i

.

CY 040-1-2 {Fov. &-31)

w,

.
h

All of Section 36, T. 7 N., R. 25 B.W.M.

(SEE AEVERSE 510K}

CERTIFICATE









The Beaufort Gazatte Durham | The Herald-Sun The Modesto Bee
The Bellaville News-Democrat Fort Worth Star-Telegram The Sun News - Myttle Beach
Bellingham Herald The Fresno Bee Raleigh News & Observer
Centre Daily Times The Istand Packet Rock Hill | The Herald
Sun Herald The Kansas City Star The Sacramento Bee
M CCIG tc hy Idahe Statesman Lexington Herald-Leader San Lujs Obispo Tribune
Bradenten Herald The Telegraph - Macon Tacoma | The News Tribune
The Charlotte Observer Merced Sun-Star Tri-City Herajid
The State Miami Herald The Wichita Eagle
Ledger-Enquirer El Nueve Herald The Olympian
Account # Order Number Identification Order PO Amount Cols | Depth
9 518753 Print Legal Ad-PLO1589520 - IPLO158952 Public Hearing $562.65 2 6L
Attentlon: Darrel Olsen ; COUNTY OF BENTON)
: 55
BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD :
3030 W CLEARWATER AVE | STATE OF WASHINGTON)
SUITE 205-A » Stefani Beard, being duly sworn, deposes and says, | am
KENNEWICK, WA 99336 ! the Legals Clerk of The Tri-City Herald, a daily
dolsenecon@aok.com i newspaper. That said newspaper is a local newspaper

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD
WATER RIGHT CHANGE/TRANSFER

Public Notice is hereby given that the BCWCB is reviewing (accepted) applica-
tions for water right change/transfers, for water rights listed below. The applica-
tion{s} have been reviewed by the Board for acceptance, per additionai technical
infarmation received from the applicant.  The next BOWCB business meeting
is on March 7, 2024, at 400 pum., at the office ot Pacilic NW Project, 3030
W. Clearwater, Ste 205-A, Kennewick, WA (509-783-1623). A public hearing
is offered upon request, for the application below; and interested parties may
request 1o join the BCWCB meetings by requesting a telephanic call-in number,
meeting code.

Application Amended by: Horse Heaven Hills wind Farm, LLG, 5775 Flatiron
Partoway, Sufte 120, Boulder, Colorado, 80301 @Dave Kpbus, dave @ scouten-
ergy.com). Water Right held by WA State Dept. of Natural Resources, MS 47000,
Olympia, WA 98504, Change o G3—+223060WRHIS, BENT-24-01, priority
date of December 26, 1973; authorizing 1,855 gpm, 1,043 acre-it, for irrigation
of 260,7 acres, irrigation season; the existing points of withdrawal all within No.t
3W1/4 of SW1/4, No2 SE1/4 of NW1/4, all within Secticn 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM;
anud the existing place of use is ali within Section 36, T.7N, R25 EWM. Proposed
change is tor up to 1,955 gpm, 1,031 acre-ft, 260.7 irrigated acres (seasonal
irigation); femporary (3-vears) industrial-construction-dust conirol use, non-ad-
ditive 450 gpm, 184 acre-ft,, year-round use; non-additive industrial use, 450
gpm, 12 acre-ft., year-round use, All uses wiii not exceed authorized or ACQ
estimates, with phased development schedule for temporary vs long-term use,

Proposed point of withdrawal all within NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T8N, R25
EWM. Proposed place of use covers multiple sections alk or portions within TEN,
R26 EWM and TN, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R. 26 BEWM and
TBN, R27 EWM and T.7N, R.26 EWM and T.7N, R.27 BAM and T8N, R28 EwM
and T.7N, R28 EWM and T.7N, R29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 BAM and TN, R.30
BWM and T.6N, R.31 EWM. NOTE: the detalled site location map/table for alt
sections and parcels is available upon request from the BOWCB, 509-783-1623.

Additional water right information alsa is avallabie upon request. Pet WAC 173-
153-080 administrative rule for public notice information, irterested parties are
hereby directed to request the actual application documentation, and the de-
tailed legal descriptions therein, from the BOWCB, 509-783-1623.

Lnder WADOE Rule WAC 173-153 and other agency regulations, any protests or
objections 10 the approval of this application may be filed with the Depariment of
Ecology and must include a detailed staternent of the basis for objections; pro-
tests must be accompanied by a fifty doliar ($50) recording fee and filed with the
Cashiering Section, State of Washington, Department of Ecology, FO. Box 47611,
Ciympia, WA 98504-7611 within thirty (30) days from the date of publication.
Any interested party may submit comments, objections, and other information to
the BOCWCB regarding this application, per the above address. The comments
and information may be submitted in writing, or verbally at any public meeting
of the BOWCB; BCWCB, 3030 W. Ciearwater, Ste. 205-A, Kennewick, WA 99336,
509-783-1623. Comments should inciude: mame, address, and phone number
of commenting party; identification of the changefransfer receiving comments;
and detalled information or docurnentation to substantiate facts presented within
the comments.

1PLOT58952

Feb 11,18 2024

and has been approved as a legal newspaper by arder of
the superior court in the county in which it is published
and it is now and has been for more than six months
prior to the date of the publications hereinafter referred
to, published continually as a daily newspaper in Benton
County, Washington. That the attached s a true copy as
it was printed in the regular and entire issue of the Tri-
City Herald and not in a supplement thereof, ran 2 time
(s) commencing on 02/11/2024, and ending on
02/18/2024 and that said newspaper was regularly
distributed to its subsaribers during all of this period.

Zinsertion{(s) published on:
02/11/24, 02/18/24

St%w& Beund

(Signature of Legals Llerk)

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 21th day
of February in the year of 2024

Notary Fublicin and for the state of Texas, residing in
Dallas County

STEPHANIE HATCHER
My Notary [0 # 133534406
Expires January 14, 2026

Legal document please do not destroy!

- —




McClatchy
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION
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newspaper, That said newspaper is a local newspaper

Account # Order Number Identification Order PO Amount Cols Depth

37793 5142 Print Legal Ad-IPLO561480 - IPLO156148 $548.31 2 54L
Attention: Darrel Olsen : COUNTY OF BENTON)

' S8

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD '
3030 W CLEARWATER AVE {  STATE OF WASHINGTON)
SUITE 205-A ¢ Stefani Beard, being duly sworn, deposes and says, | am
KENNEWICK, WA 99336 i+ the Legals Clerk of The Tri-City Herald, a daily

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD

WATER RIGHT CHANGE/TRANSFER
Public Notice is hereby given that the BOWCB Is reviewing {accepted) applica-
tions for water right change/transfers, for water rights listed below. The egplica-
tion(s) have been reviewed by the Board for acceptance, per additioral technical
information received from the applicant The next BOWCB husiness mesting
is on January 31, 2024, at 4:00 pm,, at the office of Pacific NW Project, 3030
W, Clearwater, Ste 2058-A, Kennewick, WA (508-783-1623). A public hearing
is offered upon request, for the application below; and interested parties may
request to join the BCWCBE meetings by requesting a telephonic call-in number,
meeting code.

Appiication submitted by: Horse Heaven Hilis Wind Farm, LLC, 5775 Flatiron
Parkway, Sulte 120, Boulder, Colorado, 80301 {%Dave Kobus, dave@ scouten-
ergy.com). Water Right held by WA State Dept. of Natural Resources, MS 47000,
Olympia, WA 98504, Change to G3-+22306CWHIS, BENT-24-01, priority
date of December 26, 1973; authorizing 1,955 gpm, 1,043 acre-ft, for irigation
of 260.7 acres, irrigation season; the existing points of withdrawal all within No.1
SWi/4 of BW1/4, No2 SE1/4 of NW1/4, all wEhin Section 36, T7N, A25 EWM;
and the existing place of use is all within Section 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM. Proposed
change Is for up to 1,805 gpm, 1,031 acre-ft.,, 260.7 irmigated acres (seasonal ir-
rigation); temporary (3-years) industriai-construction-dust contrel use, 150 gpm,
184 acre-#t., yearround use; Industrial use, 130 gpm, 12 acre-ft, year-round
use. All uses will not exceed authorized or ACQ estimates, with phased devel-
opment schedule for temporary vs fong-temm use.

Proposed point of withdrawal all witivin Nvw1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T8N, R25
FWM., Pronosed place of use covers multiple sections all or portions within T8N,
R. 26 E¥WM and T8N, R27 EWM and T.7N, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.28 BEWM and
T.7N, R.28 BAM and T.7N, R29 BEWM and T.7N, R.30 EAMM. NOTE: the detailed
site location map/table for all sections and parcals is available upon request
from the BCWCE, 509-783-1623.

Additionai water right information also is available upon request. Per WAC 173-
153-080 administrative nite for pubtic notice inforrnation, interested parties are
hereby directed to request the actual application documentation, and the de-
iziled legal descriptions therein, from the BCWGB, 508-783-1623.

Under WADCE Rule WAC 173-153 and other agency regulations, any protests or
objeations to the approval of this application mey be filed with the Departmant of
Ecology and must include a detailed statement of the basis for objections; pro-
tests must be accompanied by a fifty dollar {$50) recording fee and filed with the
Cashiering Section, State of Washington, Department of Ecolegy, PO, Box 47611,
Dlympia, WA 98504-7671 within thirty {30) days from the date of publication,
Any interested party may submit comments, objections, and other information to
the BCWCB regarding this application, per the above address. The comments
and information may be submitted in writing, or verbaily at any public meeting
of the BOWCE: BCWCRE, 3030 W. Clearwaier, Ste. 205-A, Kennewick, WA 95336,
509-783-1623. Comments should include: name, address, and phane number
of commenting party; identification of the change/transter receiving comments;
and detailed information or documentation to substantiate facts presented within
the comments.

1PLO156148

Jan 21,28 2024

and has been approved as a legal newspaper by order of
the superior court in the county in which it is published
and it is now and has been for more than six months
prior to the date of the publications hereinafter referred
to, published continually as a daily newspaper in Benton
County, Washington. That the attached is a true copy as
it was printed in the regular and entire issue of the Tri-
City Herald and not in a supplement thereof, ran 2 time
(s) commencing on 01/21/2024, and ending on
01/28/2024 and that said newspaper was regularly
distributed to its subscribers during all of this period.

2insertion(s) published on:
01/21/24, 01/28/24

St%cwé Beard

[Signature of Legals Clerk}

Sworn to and subscribed before me this st day
of January in the year of 2024

Stephonie Hotther

Notary Publicin and for the state of Texas, residing in
Dallas County

STEFHANIE HATCHER
My Notary 10 # 133534408

Legal document please do not destroy!






2/5/2024
For Publication and Distribution

BENTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY BOARD
WATER RIGHT CHANGE/TRANSFER

Public Notice is hereby given that the BCWCB is reviewing (accepted) applications for
water right change/transfers, for water rights listed below. The application(s) have been
reviewed by the Board for acceptance, per additional technical information received from
the applicant. The next BCWCB business meeting is on March 7, 2024, at 4:00 p.m., at
the office of Pacific NW Project, 3030 W. Clearwater, Ste 205-A, Kennewick, WA (509-
783-1623). A public hearing is offered upon request, for the application below; and
interested parties may request to join the BCWCB meetings by requesting a telephonic call-
in number, meeting code.

Application Amended by: Horse Heaven Hills Wind Farm, LLC, 5775 Flatiron Parkway,
Suite 120, Boulder, Colorado, 80301 (%Dave Kobus, dave@scoutenergy.com). Water
Right held by WA State Dept. of Natural Resources, MS 47000, Olympia, WA 98504,
Change to G3-+22306CWRIS, BENT-24-01, priority date of December 26, 1973,
authorizing 1,955 gpm, 1,043 acre-ft., for irrigation of 260.7 acres, irrigation season; the
existing points of withdrawal all within No.1 SW1/4 of SW1/4, No.2 SE1/4 of NW1/4, all
within Section 36, T.7N, R.25 EWM; and the existing place of use is all within Section 36,
T.7N, R.25 EWM. Proposed change is for up to 1,955 gpm, 1,031 acre-ft., 260.7 irrigated
acres (seasonal irrigation); temporary (3-years) industrial-construction-dust control use,
non-additive 450 gpm, 184 acre-ft., year-round use; non-additive industrial use, 450 gpm,
12 acre-ft., year-round use. All uses will not exceed authorized or ACQ estimates, with
phased development schedule for temporary vs long-term use.

Proposed point of withdrawal all within NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 36, T.8N, R.25 EWM.
Proposed place of use covers multiple sections all or portions within T.9N, R.26 EWM and
T.9N, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.25 EWM and T.8N, R. 26 EWM and T.8N, R27 EWM and
T.7N,R.26 EWM and T.7N, R.27 EWM and T.8N, R.28 EWM and T.7N, R.28 EWM and
T.7N, R.29 EWM and T.7N, R.30 EWM and T6N, R.30 EWM and T.6N, R.3] EWM.
NOTE: the detailed site location map/table for all sections and parcels is available upon
request from the BCWCB, 509-783-1623.

Additional water right information also is available upon request. Per WAC 173-153-080
administrative rule for public notice information, interested parties are hereby directed to
request the actual application documentation, and the detailed legal descriptions therein, from
the BCWCB, 509-783-1623.

Under WADOE Rule WAC 173-153 and other agency regulations, any protests or objections
to the approval of this application may be filed with the Department of Ecology and must
include a detailed statement of the basis for objections; protests must be accompanied by a
fifty dollar ($50) recording fee and filed with the Cashiering Section, State of Washington,



Department of Ecology, P.O. Box 47611, Olympia, WA 98504-7611 within thirty (30) days
from the date of publication. Any interested party may submit comments, objections, and
other information to the BCWCB regarding this application, per the above address. The
comments and information may be submitted in writing, or verbally at any public meeting of
the BCWCB; BCWCB, 3030 W. Clearwater, Ste. 205-A, Kennewick, WA 99336, 509-783-
1623. Comments should include: name, address, and phone number of commenting party;
identification of the change/transfer receiving comments; and detailed information or
documentation to substantiate facts presented within the comments.

Note to publisher: Publish 2 times, once each week, for two weeks.










Department of Ecology
Central Region

1250 W Alder St

Union Gap, WA 98903-0009

Subject: Trust Water Right Donation for G3-+22306CWRIS

Dear Department of Ecology:

The Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR) would like to temporarily donate
the full amount of water right G3-+22306CWRIS for instream flow purposes. The place of use
starting in 2022 is now irrigated with surface water right S4-25639(A). We request the
temporary donation for 10 years while strategies are developed to move this water right to other

DNR lands. Piease find the donation form attached.

For any additional information or questions, please contact Christina Frantz at 509-899-7932 or
christina.frantz@dnr.wa.gov.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Christina Frantz
Product Sales and Leasing Division
Washington State Department of Natural Resources

Enclosures (2)

C: Kari Fagerness, Assistant Division Manager
File: 78-000628



WATER RESOURCES PROGRAM

DEPARTMENT OF =
ECOLOGY Temporary Donationto

state of Washington the Trust Water Rights Program

Water light Information

WATER RIGHT CERTIFICATE OR CLAIM NUMBER NAME(S) ON WATER RIGHT OR CLAIM
G3-+22306CWRIS State of Washington Department of Natural Resources
WATER RIGHT OWNER OR LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE PHONE NO. ALT PHONE NO.
Washington Department of Natural Resources 509-899-7932

ADDRESS

713 Bowers Rd

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

Ellensburg WA 98926

EMAIL ADDRESS
christina frantz@dnr.wa.gov

CONTACT (if differentthan owner)

PHONE NO. EMAIL ADDRESS

Temporary [ >nation Agreement

The water right owner or legal representative (“Donor”) agrees to temporarily donate water quantities (“donated
guantities”}associated withthe water right identified above, to the Washington Department of Ecology {Ecology) to be
held in the Trust Water Rights Program.

Donated Quantities

Al or aportion [] of the water Right Certificate or Claimto be temporarily donated
Instantaneous Quantity: cfs OR 1955 gpm
Annual Volume: 408 acre-feet peryear

Description of how water will be made available for temporarydonation {e.g., non-use, change in use practices): non-
use

The Donor attests that the donated quantities have been diverted or withdrawnand put to beneficial use. The Donor
attests that the donated quantities, in addition to any portion of the water right retained for use, do not exceed the
Daonor’s highest use wit 1 the last five years, uniess:

s A qualifying 1pplies in the last five years, and the Donor attests that the donated
qu itities and any retained use do not exceed the highest use in the five years preceding the qualifying
exemption (RCW90.14.140(1)); OR

s The rightor claimis for municipal or hydropower purposes, and the Donnr attests that the donated quantities
and any retained use do not exceed historical beneficial use ).

ECY 070-488 (Rev. 02/2023). To request ADA accommadation including materials in a format for the visually impaired, call Ecology Water Resources Program at 360-
407-6872. Persons with impaired hearing may cali Washington Relay Service at 711. Persons with speech disabiiity may call TTY at 877-833-6341.




Department of Ecology, Water Resources Program
Temporary Donationto the Trust WaterRights Program
ECY 070-488 (Rev 02/2023)

Location

The Donor owns or represents the following parcels that are associated with the donated quantities:

QTR

OTR QTR SEC TWP RGE COUNTY PARCEL No(s).

36 7N 25E Benton 136750000000000

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: All of Section 36, TO7N, R25E

Duration of Temporary Donation

The Donor agrees not to divert or withdraw the donated quantities until the term expires. The temporary donation term
will begin on the day Ecology’s acceptance email is sent to the Donor, and expires on the date provided below. When
the temporarydonation expires, the donated quantities revert back to the Donor.

End Date

| 3/1/2033

Terms and Conditions
e The donated guantities are not subject to relinquishment while accepted in the Trust Water Rights Program.

e Ecology's acceptance of the temporarily donated quantities is not a validation or quantification v the water
right. Any relinquishment or non-use of the water right that may have occurred prior to this temporary
donation cannot be reversed, or addressed in any way through this Agreement.

e Duringthe term of this temporary donation, the donated quantities will be usedto support instream flows and
groundwater preservationonly; they cannot be usedto mitigate other water uses.

e The Donor agrees to provide proof of beneficial use prior to the donation if requested by Ecology (RCW
90.42.080).

» |Ifthe Donor sells or leases the water right or portion of the right that has been temporarily donated, the donor
must notify the buyer or leasor of the temporarydonation.

e This Agreement will be considered fully executed, and the temporary donation considered accepted into the
Trust Water Rights Program, only if the Donor receives confirmation of Ecology’s acceptance by email or letter,

Signatures

[, the Donor, agree to the terms and conditions herein and certify that the information above istrue and accuratetothe
best of my knowledge. | understand that all responsibility for the accuracy of the information rests with me.

Christina Frantz Water Rescurce Program Manager %@W W 03/23/2023
[

Donor Printed Name — Title Do~ -- Signature Date (MM/DD/YYYY)

ECY 070-488 (Rev, 02/2023). Torequest ADA accommodation including materiais in a format for the visually impaired, call Ecology Water Resources Program at 360-
407-6872. Persons with impaired hearing may call Washington Relay Service at 711. Persons with speech disability may cali TTY at 877-833-6341,









Sawxer, Nisa (ECY)

From: Delesus, Anthony (ECY)

Sent: Monday, March 27, 2023 8:08 AM

To: Tyler, Ryanne (ONR); ECY RE WR CRO

Cc: Frantz, Christina (DNR); Sawyer, Nisa (ECY); Monter, Nikole (ECY)

Subject: RE; Temporary Donation to the Trust Water Rights Program G3-+22306CWRIS
Attachments: G3-+22306CWRIS ~over letter_Signed.pdf; G3-+22306CWRIS Trust Donation_Signed.pdf

From: Tyler, Ryanne {DNR} <Ryanne.Tyler@dnr.wa.gov>

Sent; Friday, March 24, 2023 9:41 AM

To: ECY RE WR CRO <wrcro@ECY WA.GOV>

Cc: Frantz, Christina {DNR) <Christina.Frantz@dnr.wa.gov>

Subject: Temporary Donation to the Trust Water Rights Program G3-+22306CWRIS

Good morning,
Please see attached cover letter and trust donation.

Thank you,

Ryanne Lyler
Water Rights Specialist
Division of Product Sales and Leasing

Washington State Department of Natural Resources
Cell- (500Y ROO_AR]R






7/12/24, 10:54 AM

Dan,

Lefl you & voice mail...
D.O.

BCWCB
509-783-1623

In a message dated &/10/2024 6:57:01 AM Pacific Daylight Time vrites:

06d morning Darryll,

cout wanted me to check in on the status of their ROE. Please let me know if anything has come up during the ROE drafting. Otherwise, is their
likely Board meeting when this will be decided?

1d on Port of Kennewick, | assume the next step there is the site visit. There are 3 properties / sites involved, so once the Board decides on its
railability, the Port folks can advise the others to make sure you have access. Thanks, Dan

w Haller. PE yay, CWRE ) | Senior Principal Water Resources Engineer | Direct: 509.895.5462 | Cell: 509.952.8607

spect Consulting (a Geosyntec Company) | 1106 N 35th Ave, Yakima, WA §8902

ay comtain ronbdent s o epalv priviaped information IF i 2re niol e intandad recipiens dicosy mmpg.ziely alcr the soaoe: Dy Mplv eriay ond ez 1his messace sed any altsctagnis

eanAcnn's mailhny






7H2124, 10:47 AM

Subject: RE: Benton Board changes
Date: 7/12/2024 10:42:37 AM Pacific Daylight Time
From: Dan.Haller@aspectcensulting, com

To:

doisenecon{@aol.com

See section 6.3

kR A RN IR

di Ban,

Jer your request, please see attached documentation of water usage, | cannot seem to find the 2021 Crop Report, however it was irrigated in 2021 with the ground water right G3-2230¢

year Crop [Ex: corn, cherrias, aifalfa] Covet
2020 HAY ALFALFA No
2019 HAY ALFALFA No
2018 | GRASS SEED No
2017 | CORN SWEET No
2016 | CORN SWEET No
2016 May Trinothy No
2015 Hay Timothy No
04 Corn Sweet No
2013 Corn Sweek No

fyou need anything else please let me know.

(hiristing Trantz

Dan Haller. PE yyay, CWRE jyya) | Senior Principal Water Resources Engineer | Direct: 50.895.5462 | Cell: 509.952,.8607
Aspect Consulting (A Geosyntec Company) | 1106 N 35th Ave, Yakima, WA 98907

This crman 8 IntRNoee soiely for Mo acgressewis! and may contan confidontal or iegadty privieged information. if you are not the irended raeyia, please smemeoialc!y sied the sander by reply emai and delole 1his message and any gilactinents withoul sioning,

conpng, GSICEUng, ar using f1g conents.

From ‘dolsenecon@aol.com>
Sent: gy v e 11031 AM

To

: Dan Haller <Dan.Haller@aspectconsulting.com>

Subject: Re: Benton Board changes

Dan,

Left you a veice mail...

D.0.
BCWCB
508-783-1623

In

sAnanon’

a message dated 6/10/2024 6:57:01 AM Pacific Daylight Time rites:

scod morning Darryll,

3cout wanted me to check in on the status of their ROE. Please let me know if anything has come up during the ROE drafling. Otherwise, is their
\ likely Board meeting when this will be decided?
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Ecology routinely relies on the Washington Irrigation Guide (WIG) to provide estimates of
evapotranspiration (ET) by different crops. ET can be translated {o total water use per acre (water
duty), by dividing ET by irrigation efficiency. Irrigation efficiency differs according to the type of
irrigation system (e.g., wheel line, solid-set, center-pivot}, and Ecology has adopted a guidance
document (GUID 1210} with efficiency estimates.

Based on the WIG, GUID 1210, and reported crop types (see Appendix H for DNR crop reports from
lessee), Table 8.9.2 below summarizes crop water duty information for the crops recently reported
irrigated by DNR’s lessee. Irrigated Agricultural Lease Reports provided by DNR indicate the crops
type historically irritated are alfalfa, corn, and grass seed. The Prosser, Washington WIG station was
selected to represent the crop irrigation reguirement in the vicinity of the water right place of |

Table 8.9.2 Water Use Crop Irrigation Requirement

Crop krigation Total Irrigation Requirement
Requirement (ET) Efficiency (Water Duty)
Crop {(inches) Range ! (ac-ft/acre)
Alfalfa 35.31 70% - 90% 4.20-3.27
Cormn 28.14 70% - 90% 3.35 -2.61
Pasture/Turf 37.29 70% - 90% 4.44 -~ 3.45

1 Based on Ecology GUID 1219, center pivot irrigation systems have an application
efficiency range of 70 — 90%.

For comparison, the authorized war  duty from the Certificate is 4.0 ac-ft/acre (1,043 ac-ft/yr f 260.7
acres). We understand the lessee typically irrigated with spray heads and an end-gun. We selected
an overall efficiency of 85% and a %Evap of 10%, for an overall %CU of 95%. This suggests that
DNR historically fully utilized the authorized water duty of 4.0 ac-ft/acre when alfalfa and pasture/turf
crops were grown under the subject water right, but under more modern center-pivot delivery the
water duty is approximately 3.5 ac-fifacre, Water use in the years when corn was grown may resuit in
slightly less water consumption than the authorized water duty. However, corn is a routine crop
rotation and temporarily reduced use from crop rotation is exempt from relinguishment.

Based on the irrigation of 125.5 acres and a water duty of 3.5 ac-fi/acre, annual total water use is
calculated to be 439.3 ac-ft/yr.

8.10 | Provide aerial photos, remotely sensed images, or other information and
explain how they support the historic use.

Based on review of historical imagery, irrigation has remained consistent within the authorized place
of use since 1996. The dated aerial photos are contained within Attachment E.

Water Used for Irrigation

8.11 | If changing the purpose of use, refer to the Provisions section of your water
right document to determine whether the right is subject to the Family Farm
Water Act. If so, contact the appropriate Ecology regional office prior to
completing this form {refer to map on page 1).

N/A.

Sections 6-11 Form No. ECY 040-1-97 (Rev 01-2020) Page 8 of 19



8.12 | Describe your irrigation scheduling practices (e.g., frequency and duration of
irrigation sets). Describe how data from soil moisture probes, weather
forecasts, crop inspection, or other irrigation scheduling techniques were used
to determine irrigation practices.

Water is applied to the crops via center-pivot irrigation system. Additional information on the irrigation
scheduling practices will be documented in the ROE.

8.13 | If adding the irrigation of additional acres or a new purpose of use, provide
metering data for the most recent five-year period of continuous use. If metering
data are unavailable, provide an estimate of water use for the most recent five-
year perjod of continuous use and describe the methodology for this estimate.

Ecology interprets the “addition of new uses” under RCW 90.03.380(1) to mean the addition of a
previously unauthorized purpose(s) of use, while retaining an existing purpose of use. In accordance
with the added use requested in the application, it is required to determine that the annual consumptive
quantity (ACQ) under the water rignt for change will be no greater after the change. The ACQ is
defined in statute as the average consumptive use of the highest 2 vears over the most recent 5 years
~f continuous beneficial use.

e appropriate time period of analysis is the 5-year period from 2018 to 2022 (since water was
ated to trust in 2023), with the highest two years believed to be consistent with e certificate water
1ty (2019 and 2020).

Table B.13.1 Water Use for Two Highest Years

Annual Volume
Water Duty by Year
Year Crops Grown Acres (ac-ft/acre) (ac-ft/yr)
2019 Alfalfa 125.5 3.5 439.3
2020 Alfalfa 125.5 3.5 439.3

The ACQ was estimated based on the following assumptions:
* |rrigation of 125.5 acres of alfalfa;
* Certificated waler duty of 3.5 ac-fi/acre; and
+ Average consumptive percentage of 95% {from GUID 1210 for center-pivots)

Calculations for the consumptive water use are summarized below:
%CU (per Guidance 1210) = 95%
CU=TIR X %CU ;4393 ac— ft/yr x95% = 417.3 ac— ft/yr

4173 ac — ft
CU/acre = f /125.5 acres = 3:325 ft/acre

Non — Consumptive Use =TIR — CU ;4393 — 4173 =22 ac - ft

1g the 3-year construciion period when the energy project needs 184 ac-ft (consumptive), the new
2e will be only allowed to develop a total of 70.2 acres assuming the same efficiency.
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417.3 ac-ft ClJ — 184 ac-ft CU = 233.3 ac-ft CU
233.3 ac-ft CU / 3.325 ac-ft/acre CU = 70.2 acres

After the 3-year period when the energy project only needs 12 ac-ft of consumptive use, the lessee
may develop Y acres.

417.3 ac-ft CU — 12 ac-ft CU = 405.3 ac-ft CU
405.3 ac-ft CU / 3.325 ac-ft/acre CU = 122 acres

8.14 | If water has been used from a state or federal water project (contract water) on
the historic place of use, explain when and how that contract water was used.

N/A,

9. Hydrogeologic Analysis

9.1 | Provide a description of existing authorized points of withdrawal and proposed

wells, their locations, well depths, static water levels, pumping rates and
schedules, etc.

The Barber Wells are constructed in the SW'a SWa and the SEVA2 NWa of Section 38, Township 7
North, Range 25 Easi, Benton County Tax Parcel ID 1-3675-000-0000-000 (see Figure 1; Attachment
B). The proposed peint of withdrawal {Gould Well) is in the NW. NEV4 of Section 36, Township 8
North, Range 25 East, Benton County Tax parcel ID 1-3685-100-0000-000. Tables 9.1.1 and 9.1.2
contain information on the existing and proposed points of withdrawal utilized under this water right.

Table 9.1.1 Point of Withdrawal Construction Information

Well Casing | Surface Bottom of Well
Diameter Elevation | Well Depth Elevation Screened / Open Interval
Well (inches) (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet)

Uncased from:
Barber Well 268-597; B832-860
810 24 732. 845 -112.64
No. 1 © 32.36 6 Perforated from:
727-737; 802-832

Barﬁzr gVell 10to 18 770 990 220 Uncased from: 640-990
Proposed . .
(Gould Well) 16 1078 1,340 262 Uncased from: 787-1340

Notes: Elevations are presented relative to the NAVDEBS.

Water well reports and construction schematics for each well are included in Attachment C.
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January 16, 2024

Benton County Water Conservancy Board
Attention: Dr. Darryll Olsen

3030 W.C rwe , 4 205-A
Kennewick, WA 99336

Re: Water Right Change Application CG3-22306@1
Dear Benton County Water Conservancy Board:

This letter requests modification of water right Change Application C(G3-22306@1 and provides
supplemental information to be considered for the water right record. Change Application CG3-
22306@1 was filed by Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC on November 6, 2023, and transferred to
the Benton County Water Conservancy Board (Board). The submitted application requested to
change the point of diversion, period of use, add a purpose of use, and transfer the place of use of a
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) water right. The current proposed purpose and period of
use in the change application is shown below in Table 1,

Table 1. Proposed Purpose and Period of Use in CG3-22306@1

Purpose of Use GPM Ac-FtlYr Period of Use
Irrigation of up to 260.7 acres 1,805 gpm 1,031 irrigation Season
Industrial, Construction, Dust Abatement 150 gpm 184 Year-Round (For Three Years)
Industrial 150 gpm 12 Year-Round
Not to Exceed | 1,955 gpm 1,043

Notes: gpm = gallons per minute; Ac-Ftiyr = acre-feet per year

Requested Modification of Change Application CG3-22306@1

DNR is requesting that the Board modify Change Apphication CG3-22306@]1 to increase the
temporary and perpetual instantaneous rate to 450 gallons per minute (gpm) for industrial,
construction, and dust abatement uses. The originally requested instantaneous rate (150 gpm) was
calculated over a 12-hour pumping period. This modification is requested to reflect the projected
instantaneous water demand during an 8-hour pumping period. Full authorization of the
instantaneous rate (1,955 gpm) will not be exceeded, and actual coordination of irrigation and non-
irrigation uses will occur between the applicant d the farm when filling events occur. Any surplus
water will be used for irrigation purposes.

Modification of the proposed purpose and period of use of the change application is shown in Table
2 below.



Company Name
Month 1, 2013 Project No. 123456-78

Table 2. Modification of Proposed Purpose and Period of Use in CG3-22306@1

Purpose of Use GPM Ac-FtiYr Period of Use
irrigation of up to 260.7 acres 1955 gpm 1,043 Irrigation Season
Industrial, Construction, Dust Abatement
(non-additive) 450 gpm 184 Year-Round (For Three Years)
Industrial (non-additive) 450 gpm 12 Year-Round

Not to Exceed | 1,955 gpm 1,043

Notes: gem = gallons per minute; Ac-Ft/yr = acre-feet per ysar

Additionally, DNR requests a modification to the proposed place of use. This request is being made
to ensure that all land water is to be used on is described on the change application. The proposed
place of use is located within the following township and range: TON, R26E., T9N, R27E., T8N,
R25E., T8N, R26E., T8N, R27E., T8N, R28E., T7N, R26E., T7N, R27E., T7N, R28E., T7N,
R29E., T7N, R30E., T6N, R30E., and T6N, R31E.

Supplemental Material for Change Application CG3-22306@1
IDNR is providing the following supplemental material for the water right file to be considered by
the Board:

elinquishment of Annual Quantity. Consistent with the findings of Section 8.1 in the
submitted Change Application Supporting Documentation, DNR agrees that the extent of
irrigation under the water right authorization has been reduced to 125.5 acres. Aerial
imagery of the irrigated place of use and agricultural lease reports reveals a reduction in
irrigated acreage since the year 1996. The reduction in irrigation creates a relinquishment
risk of 134.5 acres, when compared to the full water right authorization.

* Preservation of Instantancous R~*~ The water right’s full authorization of instantaneous
rate has been preserved. There has been no modification to the installed pumps despite the
reduction in the irrigated acreage. The water right file indicates that the two wells
authorized under the water right are equipped with a 500-horsepower, and 350-horsepower
vertical turbine pump (see Attachment A). From total head pressure, horsepower, and pump
efficiency, the calculated the instantaneous flow rate of each well is 2,246 gpm and 1,572
gpm, respectively. Based on these findings, the full instantaneous rate of the water right
should be preserved for peaking under the new proposed uses. This quantity of peaking is
also needed for the new purposes.

Coordination for Change Application CG3-22306@1

DNR understands that the permitting process of the change application involves several mandatory
steps including conducting a site visit and publishing a legal notice of the application. DNR is
available to offer coordination of a site visit to aid in the technical investigation of the existing
water right and the proposed changes. The Board may contact DNR with any proposed dates for a
site visit 1f coordination is requested.
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Month 1, 2013 Project No. 123456-78

Additionally, DNR will work with the application to prepare and submit a public notice for the
Board’s review in accordance with RCW 90.03.280. The public notice will include information as
described in WAC 173-153-080.

Please let us know if the Board has any questions or concerns about the proposed amendment
request or would like DNR to facilitate coordination of a site visit.

Sincerely,
Department of Natural Resources

W@Fm@»

Christina Frantz
Water Resources Program Manager
Christina. frantz(@dnr.wa.gov

Attachments: Attachment A — Barber Well Pump Information

cc:  Dave Kobus, Scout Clean Energy

Dan Haller, Aspect Consulting

S:\Horse Heaven Wind Farm\2023 DNR Water Bight Change\Change Application\Transmittal to Board\Modification to Change
App\lttr Modification 2024,01.08.docx
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*Aspect
ECOLOGY APPLICATION SECTIONS 6-11

Application for Change/Transfer of a Water Right - Form No. ECY 040-1-97 (Rev 01-2020)

6. Project Description

6.1 | Provide a brief narrative explaining the general nature and intent of the
proposed change(s) to the water right.

The appiicant {(Horse Heaven Wind Farm} is requesting to change the point of diversion, period of
use, add a purpose of use, and transfer the place of use of a Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) water right {Certificate G3-+22306 CWRIS) located in the Horse Heaven Hills area of Benton
County, Washington.

This change is requested to supply temporary and perpetual water usage for the construction and
operation of the Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center (Energy Center), which will combine wind, solar,
and battery storage to produce renewable energy for the region and the State of Washington.

DNR holds Groundwater Certificate G3-+22306 CWRIS which autherizes 1,955 gallons per minute
{gpm) and 1,043 acre-feet/year {ac-ft/yr) for the irrigation of 260.7 acres from two groundwater wells
in Section 36, Township 7 North, Range 25 East. This application requests to change the existing
authorized points of withdrawal to a different DNR-ocwned well, “the Gould Well”, located
approximately 5.5 miles to the north.

This change requests to add industrial use to the purpose of use to support the temporary water
usage for the Energy Center (concrete mixing, dust suppression, soil compaction, and fire prevention)
as well as perpetual water usage for the Energy Center operation (O&M facilities and solar panel
washing). Additionally, DNR plans to retain a portion of the irrigation use to utilize this water right to
hydrate land surrounding the Gould Well.

6.2 | Are you aware of any compliance/enforcement actions that concern this water
right? If so, describe.

No.

6.3 | If this water right has previously been changed, summarize whether the
previously authorized changes have been completed.

DNR filed a Temporary Donation to the Trust Water Rights Program on March 23, 20623 for the full
amount of water right G3-+223086CWRIS. The donation was recorded under Document Number CG3-
22306C.

6.4 | If the water right includes a diversion from a permitted reservoir, list all the
associated water rights, the maximum volume of water stored in the reservoir,
and the means of withdrawal.

N/A.




6.5 | Attach a copy of any SEPA checklists or environmental analyses related to this
project with this application.

See Attachment D for SEPA checklist for the project. Additional environmental documents relating to
this project are provided in Attachment D and includes: a letter indicating withdrawal of expedited
Environmental Impact Statement ("E1S") review, the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC)
SEPA Determination of Significance in a Scoping Nolice which included a public comment period
through June 10, 2021, and the Draft EIS issued on December 19, 2022 with a public comment
period ending on February 1, 2023,

6.6 | For period of use change proposals, indicate the time of the year that the
change would be in effect.

This application requests to change a portion of the existing seasonal irrigation water right to a year-
round industrial water right for temporary use (three years) and permanent use. The current period of
use is during the irrigation season, typically between April 1% through October 31%, while the
proposed industrial period of use will be January 1% through December 31,

As described in Section 6.1 above, DNR plans to retain a portion of this water right to irrigate the
property that surrounds the Gould Well, currently by a dryland lessee that will be converted to an
irrigated lessee with irrigation phased around the compietion of the energy project development. The
period of use for irrigation will remain as is, through the irrigation season.

6.7 | For temporary change proposals, indicate the timeframe that the proposed
change would be in effect.

A portion of the water right proposed for change will supply temporary water use for the construction
of the Energy Center for a three-year period. During construction, water would be used to mix
concrete for structural foundations and te suppress fugitive dust during grubbing, clearing, grading,
trenching, and soil compaction. Fire prevention also represents minor water use; this involves staging
water trucks at the job site to keep the ground and vegetation moist during extreme fire conditions.

The project will be built using a “phased approach”, with construction estimated to take place over a
three-year period, Once construction is complete, perpetual water use will consist of industrial use for
O&M facilities and solar panel washing and irrigation use for seasonal irrigation. The development
schedule for the irrigation portion of the change will be phased to allow for higher construction water
use in the first three years without exceeding the water right quantities.
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6.13 | Provide an explanation of how the proposed use will not increase the
authorized maximum flow rate (Qi) or annual volume (Qa).

The water right instantaneous rate limit is 1,995 gallons per minute (gpm). The existing points of
withdrawal were able to produce the full instantaneous rate when the water system was in operation.
The proposed point of withdrawal (Gould Well) will have a pump installed right sized to meet the
designed pumping rate in order to stay compliant with its water right authorization. The applicant wilt
ensure no increase in the total quantity of water use by installing a measuring device maintained in
accordance with RCW 90.03.360 and Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-173.

6.14 | For surface water diversions, describe h~* your plans comply with WDFW fish
screening requirements.

N/A.

Development Schedule

6.15 | Provide a general timeline that includes the steps needed to begin the project,
complete the project, and put the water to full beneficial use.

The applicant proposes a three-year development schedule for the temporary construction water use.
Phased irrigation after the end of temporary use is expected to take another three years.

6.16 | For changes to water rights currently under a development schedule, provide a
description of the current status of your project.

N/A.

6.17 | Identify and discuss other land-use or environmental permits required and the
timeline to obtain those permits.

The applicant will obtain the required federal and state permits outlined in the Application for Site
Certification including but not limited to, Construction Stormwater General Permit, Water Quality
Permits, Authorization to Use State-owned Lands, Access Permits, Utility Permits, Oversize and
Overweight Permits, Sand and Gravel General Permits, and Building Permits.

7. Related Water Rights

-

7.1 ! List any other water rights (applications, permits, certificates, or claims) related
to this change application. Include any rights that overlap the place of use.

Water rights that overlap the place of use or are related to the subject water right include two water
right permits (G4-24435 and $4-25639(A)), and one Change-ROE (C84-25369(A}@2). The attributes
of these water right are described in Table 7.1.1 below.

Tabie 7.1.1, Related Water Rights

Water Right Priority Qa frrigated Purpose
Identifier Owner Date Qi {ac-ftiyr) Acreage of Use Source
G4-24435 | WA DNR 1076 4300 gpm 1638 430 IR w;ﬁg
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S4. Surface
25639(A)P WA DNR 1977 56.99cfs | 13713.95 3453.5 IR PWU?!:E;
C3s4- Surface
25639(A)@2 WA DNR 201 72.15¢fs | 17375.15 4392.1 IR g\tlji;c;rs

Water right Certificates $4-2B608BGWRIS and G4-25953(A2) and Change-ROE CG4-24758(A)@ 1
were initially identified as overlapping the subject water right place of use. After further review, it was
determined that these water rights have overly broad places of use that are adjacent to, but unrelated
to, the subject water right in this change application.

7.2 | Explain how the water rights listed above have been exercised.

Permit G4-24435 authorizes 430 acres of irrigation with a place of use northwest of the subject water
right. The water right permit utilizes three groundwater wells, two of which are the John Barber wells
under the subject water right. This water right permit will continue to use the Barber Wells after this
change application is complete.

Permit $4-25639(A) was assigned to the DNR in 1994, superseding the original 1978 permit under
the Paterson Power & Water District. The permit was superseded again in 2005 and issued for 72.15
¢fs, 17,3175.15 ac-ft/yr for the irrigation of 4,392.1 acres. It was subsequently split into several
“children” certificates following Ecology’s agreement to a partial perfection strategy. DNR has
perfected portions of the permit on some lands, while surrendering an equivalent number of acres
that would otherwise be developed and transferring quantities to other DNR lands. The place of use
of the subject water right starting in 2022 is now irrigated with this surface water right.
Change-ROE C84-25639(A)@2 requested an additional point of diversion from the Columbia River
pump station, that would allow for a more cost-effective means to development the irrigation system
and acreage. On January 31, 2013, Ecology approved the Benton County Conservancy Board’s
decision to autharize the additional diversion point.

The water rights described above are being developed separately from the subject water right.

7.3 | List all wells that have been added through a Showing of Compliance form.

N/A.

8. Historic Use

8.1 | Describe how the water proposed for change has been beneficially used since
the water right was established.

Based on a review of historical aerial imagery, irrigation has remained generally consistent within the
authorized place of use for the extent of the available imagery (approximately 35 years). Attachment
E includes historical imagery from 1985 through 2021. The extent of irrigation visible in the imagery
dated 1985 and 1991 is estimated to be 260 acres. From the year 1996 to present, the extent of the
irrigation appears to have been reduced to about 125 to 125.5 acres.
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Attachment B
Aspect Consulting Comment Letter
Clarifying Maximum Allowable Quantities



\spect

\ Geosyntec Company

August 20, 2024

Ben Carr, Department of Ecology
Central Regional Office

1250 W.Alder Street

Union Gap, WA 98903

Re: Response to Benton County Conservancy Board (Board) Record of Decision to Scout
Clean Energy Change Application CG3-22306@1 (BENT-24-01)

Project No. AS210258B-006
Dear Mr. Carr:

Thank you for providing Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC and the Washington State Department of
Natural Resources with the opportunity to comment on the Draft Record of Decision Report of
Examination (ROD/ROE) for Change Application CG3-22306@1. Because of the short timeframe
to comment, Aspect Consulting is providing these comments on both parties’ behalf after
coordinating their collective comments. The comments are related to three issues. The first
comment pertains to the Board-authorized annual quantity for irrigation and irrigated acreage,
which the parties believe is inaccurate. The second comment pertains to the Board-authorized
maximum instantaneous quantities which differs from the historical authorization. The third topic is
a response to address concerns stated in the Yakama Nation’s letter to Director Laura Watson dated
August 13, 2024. Details are provided below.

1. Calculation of maximum annual quantity for irrigation and irrigated acreage

The ROD/ROE’s maximum quantity available for irrigation use (280.8 acre-feet/year) is
calculated as the product of irrigated acreage (70.2 acres) and water duty (4 acre-feet/acre). This
methodology assumes that the irrigated acreage is a set, independent value. Instead, we feel the
total maximum annual quantity should be established first and then partitioned between the
proposed uses. The resulting annual quantity available for irrigation can then be used to
determine the irrigated acreage, based on the water duty, as follows:

e Under the Extent and Validity Analysis, ACQ Analysis and Beneficial Use Reivew
section of the ROD/ROE, the Board has determined that “the total allowed water right
use estimate for Change/Transfer is 502 acre-ff’. We agree with this determination and
it represents fully consumptive use.

e Using the total water right (502 acre-feet/year), the maximum quantity available for
irrigation should be 318 acre-feet/year during the initial three-year period, after
subtracting the quantities for temporary Industrial, Construction, Dust Control (184
acre-feet/year). Then, the quantity should be 490 acre-feet/year after subtracting the
permanent Industrial (12 acre-feet/year; year-round) uses. We request Ecology correct
these irrigation authorizations.

earth water




Benton County Water Conservancy Board
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e The DNR lessee will grow a variety of crops each year, some with higher water duties
and some with lower. Because the quantities the Board approved under their ACQ
methodology are entirely consumptive, there can be no injury from planting a variable
amount of acres to match the appropriate water duty of the crop. We request that the full
260.7 acres be retained for this flexibility, which will make the property more attractive
for DNR lessees, which in turn leads to higher public interest value to support the DNR
Trust obligations. For example, based on the acre-feet/year volumes above, the DNR
lessee could irrigate a low duty crop over 260.7 acres at 1.2 acre-feet/acre in the first 3
years. Thereafter, that duty could increase to 1.9 acre-feet/acre. If a higher duty crop is
temporarily desired, they can decrease the 260.7 acres to accommodate in those years.
The metering provision will ensure that the 502 acre-feet/year is not exceeded. At the
very least, the 260.7 acres should be authorized, and the extent that is developed under
this new setting should be considered at the certification stage after the development
schedule. We request Ecology reinstate the 260.7 acres requested.

2. Maximum instantaneous rate of withdrawal

The maximum instantaneous rate of withdrawal provided in the ROD/ROE is based on the
certificated maximum instantaneous duty of 7.5 gpm/acre. The Board applied this
proportionally to the acreage available for change (125.5 acres), which resulted in a total
allowed quantity of 918.8 gpm. In the calculation, an irrigated acreage of 70.2 acres (discussed
above) is used to calculate 526.5 gpm as the maximum gpm allowed for irrigation use.

However, different crops require different peaking rates, and we believe the Board should have
also considered the actual withdrawal rates applied by the former DNR lessee. We evaluated
this using several different approaches. A 2013 report authored by GeoEngineers investigated
the water right’s point of withdrawal (Barber Well No. 1) through a constant rate and step-rate
pumping test. During testing, the maximum pumping rate recorded was 1,100 gpm, as
measured at the start of the pumping test. The report indicates that the Barber Well No. 1
pumping tests utilized “the existing installed pump and associated discharge piping,” which
according to the water right holder’s (DNR’s) lease agreements, is a 200-horsepower line-shaft
turbine pump. However, this test does not account for intermittent peaks which may occur at
the instantaneous (or minute level scale), which is the standard for the maximum instantaneous
rate of a groundwater right measured in gpm.

The maximum pumping rate at the point of withdrawal can also be calculated using the brake
horsepower equation:

BHP = L
1717 X Epymyp
Where: BHP = Brake horsepower — the power output of the pump
Q = Flow rate (gpm)
P = pressure (psi) — the total dynamic head

Epump = water pump efficiency (typically around 80%)
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Using estimates of pressure for the center-pivot and typical efficiencies results in approximately
1,200 gpm, which confirms the relative magnitude of the GeoEngineers test, but we think more
faithfully includes some conservatism for infrequent peak rates.

In the Modification to Change Application submitted to the Board on January 16, 2024, the
applicants requested the instantaneous rate for non-irrigation use be increased to 450 gpm. This
rate reflects the projected non-irrigation water demand during an 8-hour pumping period. The
applicant’s request Ecology increase the Board finding as to the permissible instantaneous rate
to a combined Qi for irrigation and non-irrigation uses not to exceed 1.200 gpm. and the non-
irrigation limit not to exceed 450 gpm. This is still a reduction over the 1,955 gpm originally
authorized.

3. Legal authority to transfer groundwater right G3-+22306CWRIS

One of the issues raised by the Yakama Nation is whether DNR has the appropriate authority
for this change. They characterize this change as a water right lease only. It is not. Water right
application G3-+22306CWRIS was submitted by Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LLC. Washington
DNR is the water right holder of the groundwater right. As proposed in the water right
application, DNR will lease both the land and water to their new tenant for the purpose of
irrigation, and access to land and water to Horse Heaven Wind Farm, LL.C for the purposes
described in the application. DNR is the best arbiter of its lease authority for many of the
reasons outlined in the Yakama Nation letter.

The Yakama Nation also took issue with the SEPA determination by the Board. In addition to
the Board’s response, we note that under WAC 197-11-600, an agency with jurisdiction is
required to use an existing EIS (in this case approved by the Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council (EFSEC) unless there are “substantial changes to a proposal so that the proposal is
likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts.” Agencies are not required to redo or
supplement an EIS when insignificant or minor changes to a project occur over its life cycle,
which is the norm. In this case, there is no material issue of impairment by using DNR’s well to
supply this project. No new land will be disturbed over what EFSEC considered, and no water
right holder will be deprived of water. While both applicants respect the Yakama Nation’s
Traditional Cultural Properties, the use of DNR’s well will not alter the project footprint or
impacts on them beyond what EFSEC already considered.

We request that Ecology confirm that the EFSEC and Board findings on SEPA are appropriate.

Sincerely,
Aspect consulting

@M%//Z;

Dan Haller, PE, CWRE Ryan Mullen, LG
Senior Principal Engineer Project Geologist
dan.haller@aspectconsulting.com ryan.mullen@aspectconsulting.com
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Attachment C
Memorandum from Mike
Herbert/Washington Department of
Ecology



Date: September 5™, 2024
To: Breean Zimmerman (Permitting Unit), and the file
From: Mike Herbert (Technical Unit), reviewed by John Kirk, L.HG

RE:  Technical Review for Benton County Conservancy Board Decision BENT-24-01

| reviewed the Benton County Water Conservancy Board change decision BENT-24-01. This
change application requests a change of point of withdrawal (POW), change of place of use
(POU), change of purpose of use, and change of period of use to ground water right CG3-
+22306CWRIS. CG3-+22306CWRIS authorizes a total annual quantity (Qa) of 1043 acre-
feet per year (afy) and instantaneous quantity (Qi) of1,955 gallons per minute (gpm) for the
irrigation of 260.7 acres for the irrigation season. The two authorized POWs are Wells 1 and
2 located in the SW Y4, SW Y4 and SE Y4, NW Y4, of Section 36, Township 7N, Range 25E W.M.
The existing POU is all within Section 36, Township 07N, Range 25E W.M.

The proposed POW is a Department of Natural Resources (DNR) well located
approximately six and a half miles to the north in NW Y4, NE Y4, of Section 36, Township 8N,
Range 25E W.M. The change of POU expands to cover area within Township 9N, Range 26E.
W.M., Township 9N, Range 27E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 25E. W.M., Township 8N, Range
26E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 27E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 26E. W.M., Township 7N,
Range 27E. W.M., Township 8N, Range 28E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 28E. W.M.,
Township 7N, Range 29E. W.M., Township 7N, Range 30E. W.M., Township 6N, Range 30E.
W.M., and Township 6N, Range 31E. W.M. The proposed change of use is to facilitate
operations of the Horse Heaven Clean Energy Center which would combine wind, solar and
battery storage to produce renewable energy for the State of Washington. The change is for
1,031 afy at 1805 gpm for seasonal irrigation, a three-year temporary use of 184 afy at 150
gpm for industrial, construction and dust abatement, and 12 afy at 150 gpm for year-round
industrial use.

Authorized POW Well 1 was drilled in 1976 by Spokane Drilling Co for the DNR to a depth of
860 feet below ground surface (bgs). The wellis open to and withdraws from a zone of
water bearing strata from 814-860 feet bgs. Well 2 was drilled in 1978 by Moore drilling, Inc
for the DNR to a depth of 990 feet bgs. The drillers log appears to indicate that it is
withdrawing from a zone of water bearing strata at a similar depth as Well 1. Both Wells 1
and 2 are completed into the Frenchman Springs Member of the Wanapum Formation of
the Columbia River Basalt Group (CRBG).

The proposed DNR POW, referrred to as the Gould well was drilled in 1980 by Larry Burd’s
Well Drilling to a depth of 1340 feet bgs. The Gould well is open to a productive water
bearing zone located at the top of the Frenchman Springs Member of the Wanapum
Formation. There is an inferred fault between the two wells that has not yet been confirmed



by any geologic mapping. There appears to be no offset of strata in cross section to suggest
there is any barrier to groundwater flow between the existing authorized wells and the
proposed well. All three of the wells had similar static water level elevations within them at
the time of drilling. Both Wells1 and 2 as well as the proposed Gould well are drawing
groundwater from the Wanapum Formation and are completed in the same body of public
groundwater for appropriation.

An impairment analysis is required to determine that drawdown impacts experienced
within a neighboring well will not lead to impairment due to the authorization of this
application. This evaluation assumes conservative aquifer parameters and a maximum
impact pumping schedule to determine the maximum amount of drawdown expected to be
experienced within a closest neighboring well. After a search of the Department of Ecology
Well Log Viewer and aerial photography it is determined that in this location of the Horse
Heaven Hills, there are no neighboring water right users within the Wanapum Formation
within two miles of the proposed well.

To withdraw the full annual quantity of 1043 acre-feet by pumping the well at the maximum
instantaneous rate of 1955 gpm, the well would be pumped continuously for 120.7days.
Using the most conservative hydraulic aquifer properties reported by the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) for the Wanapum aquifer, the maximum drawdown interference
to occur if there were a neighboring well within a distance of two miles would be less than 6
feet. Assuming moderate aquifer values and there being no identified neighboring wells
within two miles, exercising this water right under this change would not result in
interference that would injure the exercise of a neighboring water right.

/”/%e r%ﬁ/e/élf

Hydrogeologist | Water Resources Program
Department of Ecology | Central Regional Office
1250 W Alder St

Union Gap, WA, 98903

(509) 490-1934
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Q1: Itlooks like there are drainages in the general vicinity and will be good to know the name and
the distance from the ride and parking area. And what part of 3.4 discusses this area. As faras|
can initially tell, this property is not part of the footprint discussed in Chapter 3.4.

Response: Tetra Tech’s wetland biologist visited the site on 2/25/25 and confirmed that there are no
bed or banks along the swale feature that is visible on Google Earth to the northwest of the
proposed new gravel road. Specifically, there are no bed or banks where it intersects with Sellards
road, nor were there bed or banks further up the swale feature where it gets within 300 feet of the
potential road and well. Not having bed or banks in either location means that this swale is not
considered a waterway and is therefore not considered jurisdictional by either the state or the
county. As a result, in accordance with Benton County’s Critical Areas Ordinance, no setbacks from
this feature are required. Map and photos are attached to this memo.

Q2: | checked the FEIS and your information and had trouble finding the information regarding the
expected number of water truck trips per day. Could this be seasonal as well?

Response: Using the estimate provided in the ASC of 220,000 gallons per day, and assuming each
truck carries 4,000 gallons, on average there would be 55 trucks per day visiting the well site. Since
water demand would be higher in the dry season, we estimate a potential maximum of
approximately 80-100 trucks per day between May and October. Minimal truck traffic would occur
during the rainy season (December-March). During shoulder months (November and April,
depending on weather), traffic is estimated close to the average of 55 trucks per day. Note that the
estimate of 220,000 gallons per day reflects construction use only; as described in the ASC, use
during operations will be much lower. During operations, if panel washing is conducted, itis
anticipated to be done no more than three times per year with an average of 675,000 gallons of
water used for each wash (2,025,000 gallons per year). Assuming each wash takes approximately
two weeks, it is estimated that an average of 14 water trucks per day could access the well site
during each panel washing occurrence.

Q3: Are there any plans to fence any part of the facility at Gould Well? The parking lot, road, well
site?

Response: This detail has not been designed yet. To be conservative, we assume there would be a
fence around the parking area and well site but not along the road.

Q4: Just want to confirm, the graveled yard is for turn around and some water storage tanks. Not
parking? If parking, would that be a daily thing (vehicles present during work hours) or would
vehicles like water trucks be parked there.

Response: During construction, water trucks may be parked either in the graveled yard or at the
project laydown area overnight or during times when water is not being delivered to the site. Other
vehicle traffic is not anticipated but occasional project vehicles could visit the well location for
inspections, maintenance, etc.



Attachment - Photos from Site Visit to Assess Swale Feature

Figure 1: Photo locations

Wisellards®*Rd

Figure 2: Photo from Sellards Road looking northeast




Figure 3: Photo from upper swale adjacent to potential road, looking northeast
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