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Start of session 
Good morning. My name is Katherine Walton, and we're here tonight, today, to accept comments 
on the State Environmental Policy Act scoping for the proposed Goldendale Energy Storage Project. 

This meeting is taking place on February 3rd, 2021. When I call your name and unmute you, please 
state your name and contact information if you wanted it included for the record. If we do not have 
your contact information, we will not be able to send you information about next steps and final 
decisions on the proposed projects. Once unmuted, please make sure you speak clearly when 
commenting so that we can get a good record of your testimony. We have 35 people in attendance 
right now, and five have indicated that they would like to provide comments.  

We will begin with Willy, to be followed by Bob, who will be followed by Mark. 

Willy, I have gone ahead and unmuted you. 

Willy Myers: 
Perfect. Can you hear me? 

Katherine Walton: 
Yes, I can. Go ahead. 

Comment: Willy Myers 
Thank you for giving me an opportunity to speak today. I am Willy Myers, Executive Secretary 
Treasurer of the Columbia Pacific Building Trades Council, representing more than 15,000 men and 
women working in 25 different crafts in southwest Washington and Oregon. 

The Columbia Pacific Building Trades supports the Goldendale Energy Storage Project because it 
represents the Washington's clean energy future by providing clean energy to power our lives and 
clean energy, family-wage jobs to support our families here in the gorge. It is important that in the 
scope of the EIS it comprehensively analyzes the minimal environmental impact of the project but 
also the socio-economic impacts, including family-wage job creation and new increased tax revenue 
that will positively impact public safety, schools, and services for our most vulnerable. 

The EIS must also analyze the importance of the project in reaching the new commitments made by 
Washington state through the Clean Energy Transformation Act, or CETA. Under CETA, by 2045 
utilities must supply Washington customers with electricity that is 100% renewable or non-
greenhouse-gas emitting, with no provisions for offsets. The Goldendale Energy Project is a critical 
component of achieving that mandate. 

Oops. Sorry. We have -- we must have a thorough and efficient review process so that Washington 
can build the critical infrastructure we need to achieve our clean energy future while providing the 
family-wage jobs that support our communities. 



Thank you again for letting me have a moment to speak. 

Katherine Walton: 
Thank you so much. Next up, we have Mark, followed by Michael, followed by Simone. Mark, I'm 
going to go ahead and unmute you now. 

Comment: Mark Riker 
Good morning. For the record, my name is Mark Riker. I am the Executive Secretary of the 
Washington State Building and Construction Trades Council representing approximately 80,000 
construction workers here in Washington. 

I'm here today to offer our support for the Goldendale Energy Storage Project. Our organization 
serves as a voice of workers in the building and construction trades across the state, and as that 
voice, we understand the importance of economic development and security in Washington's rural 
areas. The Goldendale Energy Storage Project would not only provide economic opportunities to 
thousands in the areas that need them, but would do so with the mission of achieving Washington's 
CETA clean energy goals. The Goldendale Energy Storage Project would serve as a job creator and 
community builder, generating over 3,000 family-wage jobs over its four-year construction cycle and 
infusing over $2 billion dollars in the economy of rural Washington and Oregon. Klickitat County and 
communities along the Columbia River Gorge would receive millions in tax revenue. 

The project would also play an integral role in achieving Washington's 100% clean energy goals by 
2045 by supplying reliable, non-emitting electricity. The Goldendale Energy Storage Project will 
enable utilities to balance the demand of electricity in the rapidly changing energy supply. 
Furthermore, the project will provide the state with local clean energy source that will leave behind 
minimal environmental impact. 

It should also be noted that the Goldendale Energy Storage Project is considered a project of 
statewide significance by the Washington State Legislature due to its investment in environmental 
improvements and innovative activities. Like our state legislature, the Washington State Building 
Trades Council believes that this project would serve as an example of how investment in renewable 
energy projects can make our communities stronger, our region cleaner, and our State more 
prosperous. 

Thank you. 

Katherine Walton: 
Thank you. I've got Michael, followed by Simone, followed by Dana. And Mark, when you've got a 
second, if you could put your hand down so I make sure we don't have you -- keep you on the list. 
Thank you so much. 

Ok, Michael, I'm going to go ahead and unmute you now. 

Michael Bridges: 
Good morning. Can you hear me ok? 

Katherine Walton: 
I can, thank you. 

Comment: Michael Bridges 
All right. Good morning. My name is Mike Bridges, and I'm the current President of the 
Longview/Kelso Building and Construction Trades Council. We represent thousands of building and 



construction trades members in southwest Washington, and just want to thank everybody for the 
opportunity to comment on this project. 

Sustainable job development is a vital component to keeping rural Washington communities healthy 
and vibrant. The Goldendale Energy Storage Project would be a catalyst for providing family-wage 
jobs to many of these communities while also helping our state and federal policy makers achieve 
our goals to reduce carbon emissions. The Goldendale project would propel the State closer to its 
goal of 100% clean energy supply in 2045 and bring the neighboring states of California and Oregon 
closer to their own renewable energy mandates. 

Additionally, the project would act as a safety net for grid operators during our region's transition 
from non-renewable to renewable energy. Only with a massive amount of energy storage capacity 
will we be able to meet the increasing demand of electricity during this transition. 

It should also be noted that hydropower and energy storage facilities like the Goldendale Energy 
Storage Project would not only accelerate but are critical to President Biden's 2050 goal of national 
net zero emission standard. Apart from its environmental benefits, the Goldendale Project would be 
a economic stimulate for communities in rural Washington, an estimated 3,000 jobs will be created 
during its four-year construction, with another 50 to 70 jobs that will remain after its completion. 

To that end, the project fits hand in glove with the economic development strategy laid forth by the 
Mid-Columbia Economic Development District, which seeks to advance the renewable energy sector 
through the creation of sustainability of high-quality jobs in rural Washington and Oregon. Due to 
the aforementioned benefits of the Goldendale Energy Project, the Longview/Kelso Building and 
Construction Trades Council offers its full support to its construction and operation. 

And I'd like to thank you again for the opportunity to comment. 

Katherine Walton: 
Thank you Michael. Michael, I went ahead and muted you. If you could put your hand down -- 
perfect. Next up, I've got Simone, followed by Dana, and followed by Eric. That is currently my entire 
list of folks who have indicated that they would like to give oral comment. If you would like to give 
oral comment, and you are not one of those three people, please go ahead and raise your hand, or 
indicate in the chat that you would like to give oral comment. I see we have one more person. Thank 
you. 

Ok, Simone, I'm going to go ahead and unmute you now. 

Simone Anter: 
Can you hear me? 

Katherine Walton: 
I can, thank you. 

Comment: Simone Anter 
All right. Good morning. My name is Simone Anter, and I'm a staff attorney at Columbia Riverkeeper. 
I'd like to start by highlighting a theme that underscores my comments, and that is the fact that this 
is the largest development of its kind proposed in the Pacific Northwest, which has, so far, had 
wholly inadequate environmental review. FERC alone cannot be trusted to do the environmental 
assessment required here, and that's why it's so important for Ecology to conduct a thorough EIS.  



This is a massive development project that should not happen and should never have been sited in 
this location. Riverkeeper will be submitting detailed technical comments on a broad range of topics 
that must be addressed in the scope of the EIS, but today, I will speak on the top three issues that 
Ecology must assess. 

First, this project will obliterate irreplaceable tribal cultural resources, including archaeological, 
ceremonial, burial, petroglyph, monumental, and ancestral use sites. Yakama Nation has opposed 
this project and similar projects in the area for years because of the unavoidable destruction to 
cultural and religious resources that will occur. Both CTUIR and Nez Perce are also in the process of 
starting cultural resource surveys of the area because of the risk. 

More generally, tribal nations across Oregon and Washington have borne the disproportionate 
impacts of green energy development. Specifically at this site, we've seen tribes having to work out 
access agreements with the wind turbine operators and private individuals in order to visit their 
sacred sites and continue to gather foods and medicines. 

We have also seen hydropower flooding traditional fishing sites, villages, and burial sites along the 
Columbia and in this exact area. We cannot just fast track alleged green energy developments in the 
name of a climate solution, and put the burdens on tribal nations and people of color who are 
already on the front lines of climate change. They cannot also be on the front lines of green energy 
development. Riverkeeper, along with our members, agree with and stand in solidarity with tribal 
nations. 

Second, there are extensive wildlife impacts. This is an area where fish and wildlife agencies have 
outlined in detail how this project will impact wildlife, specifically avian species, and the developer 
has not addressed these concerns. 

Third, Riverkeeper just celebrated its 20-year anniversary and, in that time, few applicants have so 
woefully and inadequately described their projects' impacts to water quality. Ecology must look at 
this. The project would permanently destroy large segments of unique water bodies, including 
waters of the United States in the scenic Columbia Hills and cause downstream impacts to perennial 
water bodies. The project requires withdrawing millions of gallons of Columbia River water, 
threatening designated uses, and impacting water quality in an already degraded river. 

Like many people in the Pacific Northwest and nationally, Riverkeeper is deeply concerned about the 
construction of a project with such detrimental and unavoidable environmental justice concerns. At 
a time when our nation is supposedly reconciling with its deeply ingrained, systemic racism, pushing 
forward an alleged green energy project of this magnitude that will obliterate tribal cultural and 
religious resources, hinder, if not prohibit, tribal access in the area, and continue the nation's 
pattern of deep disregard for tribal cultural resources is unacceptable. 

As the State of Washington sets decarbonization goals, projects with such blatant disregard for 
environmental justice cannot be allowed a fast track through the licensing process. Green energy 
cannot be built on the backs of tribal nations. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comments. 

Katherine Walton: 
Thank you, I'm going to mute you, and it looks like you put your hand down. Thank you. 



Next, we've got Dana, followed by Eric, followed by Ilene. And that is my list right now so if anyone 
else would like to provide oral comment, please go ahead and indicate that in the chat, or raise your 
hand. 

Dana, I'm going to go ahead and unmute you now. 

Dana Peck: 
Thanks. I'm Dana Peck. Can you hear me ok? 

Katherine Walton: 
I can, thank you. 

Dana Peck: 
I always like to check. The joys of rural Internet service. 

Comment: Dana Peck 
I'm the outgoing, retiring, however you'd like to phrase it, Executive Director of the Goldendale 
Chamber of Commerce. I'd like to strongly associate our comments with those made by the union 
representatives. We heartily endorse this project. It's on a piece of heavily disturbed land, on the 
Columbia side, and the smelter affects going back decades, and on the upper reservoir side, it's also 
heavily disturbed land that's been under agricultural and wind power development also for decades, 
if not generations in the case of agriculture. 

The most specific comment I'd like to add to what the union representatives have said is that I hope 
the Ecology and its alternatives analysis will take a real look at life cycle costs to the alternatives to 
this project in terms of meeting the state's green energy goals and being a priority project for the 
state. The alternatives to storage for renewable energy tend to be either new natural gas plants or 
batteries, both of which have environmental impacts that far exceed the pump storage project, 
especially looked at in a lifecycle. And that's particularly true for the battery component, which I 
hope you'll include in your analysis. 

The other thing that I'd like to encourage you to use -- Klickatat County, some years back, did a 
programmatic environmental impact statement that assessed many of these issues from a publicly 
funded EIS. And I don't know if Ecology currently plans to tier off of or in any way use that analysis, 
but it's -- although it's getting a little dated at this point, the avian study in particular is pretty 
accurate and is also reinforced by analyses that have occurred by individual project developers 
who've built off of that. 

The one other thing I'd like to add, as someone who is pretty familiar with the wind leases that have 
occurred in Klickatat County and also across the river in Oregon, is that they all have provisions for 
Native American access. That was put in place both by the developers and at the request to the 
landowners, many of whom have longstanding personal relationships with the tribal members that 
go back to grandfathers and great grandfathers in -- at least in Klickatat County, where I know them 
the best, the land owners and the developers responding to the landowner requests were insistent 
that nothing happen that would interfere with the Native American access for traditional uses. 

Thank you. 

Katherine Walton: 
Thank you. It looks like my list is changed. I currently have one person, and that is Eileen. Eileen, I'm 
going to go ahead and unmute you now. 



Comment: Ilene Le Vee 
Thank you. Good morning. My name is Ilene Le Vee. I was born and raised in Klickatat County on a 
ranch close to the White Salmon area and continue to be a ranch and farm land owner in Klickatat 
and Clark Counties. 

I would like to say that I would be most supportive of what -- I'm sorry. I'm hearing feedback. Is, is 
that something that other folks are hearing as well, or is it just me? 

Katherine Walton: 
Hi, Ilene. I did hear a noise. If you want to go ahead and restart your comment, that's -- we can 
restart the timer. 

Ilene LeVee: 
No, no, no, that's just fine. I just wanted to say most specifically that I appreciated what the 
Riverkeeper representative had to say, and I think that, with projects of this kind, the indications of 
longstanding employment, and greater numbers of employment, and greater numbers of economic 
gains for Klickatat County most specifically are dramatically overstated. I suspect very strongly that 
the electricians and experts in the construction of such a project would not come from Klickatat 
County, certainly, but from perhaps all areas of the state, hopefully. And then, once the project is 
done, they all go home. And then there is a very minimal number of folks who would potentially 
have the opportunity to continue to support, construction-wise or problem-wise, the ongoing 
efficacy of the program. 

I am very much questioning the long term economic gains of this project, and I'm much more 
concerned about the long term degradation of what seems to be a continuing problem historically 
for this county. And I am greatly distressed by the fact that everything sounds, in the information 
provided, like it's going to be a longstanding, wonderful outcome for the county and the region. But 
I'm questioning that, and I'm hoping that Ecology will do the same, as it begins to close down, at 
some point in the future, its input and then gains on the decision-making phase of this project. 

I think I've said what my major concerns are, and I will close. And thank you very much for the 
opportunity. 

Katherine Walton: 
Thank you, Ilene. Ilene, I'm going to go ahead and mute you again. Thank you. If you want to go 
ahead and put your hand down? 

And then we have Erik. Erik, I'm gonna go ahead and unmute you. And just a reminder for folks, this 
is my list right now. So if anyone else would like to provide comments, please write that in the chat 
or raise your hand.  

Ok, Erik, you've been unmuted. 

Erik Steimle: 
Excellent. Can you hear me all right? 

Katherine Walton: 
I can, thank you. 



Comment: Erik Steimle 
Excellent. On behalf of Rye Development and Copenhagen Infrastructure Partners, we'd like to thank 
Ecology and the other stakeholders for participating today. We look forward to continue to work 
with all of you as the Washington SEPA process proceeds, and they move forward with an EIS. 

Copenhagen Infrastructure Partners, or CIP, is an energy infrastructure investment company that's 
based in Denmark, and they're focused solely on the development of new renewable energy 
projects. The company has a long record of investing in projects that have a beneficial impact on 
communities, address climate change, and create sustainable, well-paying jobs. Their corporate ethic 
principles are guided by the U. N. Principles for Responsible Investments and the 10 principles of the 
U. N. global compact. 

Rye Development is a leading developer of new, low-impact hydropower in the United States. The 
proposed Goldendale Energy Storage Project is the result of nearly two decades of work and vision 
of private landowners and the community of Goldendale. Rye and CIP are honored to be in the 
position to help shepherd this project forward. 

I think it's safe to say that the community of Goldendale is pretty unique. It's not every community 
that we work in that can look decades into the future and commit time and resources to ensure 
redevelopment of commercial land. In this case, brownfield lands redeveloped to support a 
combination of renewable energy, pump storage, and commercial development relying on both. 

As part of this effort, there's already been a considerable amount of environmental studies, 
planning, and analysis completed over the last two decades to support commercial development of 
this private land. This project helps our region reduce greenhouse gas emissions and dependence on 
fossil fuels, using mature cost competitive technology. And it's an important element in helping 
Washington utilities meet the requirements of the Clean Energy Transformation Act, or CETA, as you 
heard about earlier this morning. We know it will be impossible for our region here in the Pacific 
Northwest to meet our clean energy and climate action goals if we can't store renewable energy to 
use it when we need it. 

Finally, the location of the facility and proximity to the existing high voltage transmission system 
allows the renewal energy stored at Goldendale to be a reliable source of on-demand renewable 
electricity, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, in addition to being what we feel is a new and 
equitable source of job creation. We believe the Goldendale Energy Storage Project can be a 
cornerstone for Washington's broader region clean energy economy, and we are excited to 
participate in that opportunity with the local community. 

Thank you for the time today. 

Ending session 
Katherine Walton: 
Thank you, Erik. I'm going to go ahead and mute you. 

Is there anyone else who wishes to comment? I will wait about five seconds to see if anyone else 
raises their hand or lets me know that they would like to comment. 

Ok. Thank you very much. 

If you would like to send Ecology written comments, please remember that they are due or 
postmarked by February 12, 2021. We accept written comments using our online comment form 
and by mail. You should see information on how to do this on the screen. You can also find 



instructions on how to comment in writing by visiting the Department of Ecology's website and 
searching for the proposed Goldendale Energy Storage Project. 

All oral comments received today and during the online January 27th event, as well as written 
comments received online or postmarked by February, 12, 2021 will be included in the record for 
this proposal. After the comment period closes, the next step in the process will be to consider the 
comments and incorporate what's appropriate into drafting the Environmental Impact Statement. 

We will send notice about the availability to comment on the EIS to everyone that provided written 
or oral comment and other people on the interested party list for scoping. If you would like to 
receive notices about the EIS but don't think that we have your contact information, please let us 
know in the chat box, or contact us after the hearing and ask to be added. 

Thank you, everyone, for joining us. 
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