SPECIAL ISSUE

September 13, 2004

 

HOOTER

 

Kittitas Audubon Society

 

Dear Kittitas Audubon Members.

 

For the past 4 years your board of directors has been involved with the

three Kittitas Valley wind power projects and has had many discussions pro

and con as to the position that KAS should take towards the three

projects. At the September 2, 2004 meeting the following motion was

presented and voted on. The excerpt from the minutes tell the reason for

this special Hooter edition. Please read it to help you understand the

reasoning behind the vote. This comment letter is one of several that the

board has submitted to the State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council

[EFSEC] and the Kittitas County planners. This has taken many volunteer

hours by your board of directors.

 

Thank you for your time to review this edition.

 

Keith Johnson, president

 

Windfarms comments from the Kittitas Audubon Society Board of Directors

Minutes, September 2, 2004:

 

Jeb Baldi opened with "I think the Board has debated the issue of wind

farms in this valley long enough and it is time we move on to birds and

what we can do to enjoy them while we have a few remaining. No matter how

long or how much wind farm areas are studied we will eventually have to

state how many bird and bat kills are enough. It is questionable if there

is a need for the wind farms when there is no energy conservation policy in

this nation, state or county. We know that windows, cars, cell towers,

cats, weather cycles, and loss of habitat all take a toll on birds, so why

add another factor when we have an opportunity say 'no'! I therefore move

that KAS go on record to NOT support the thee wind farm projects under

consideration in Kittitas Valley because of the detrimental consequences on

birds, bats and habitat to this valley. Plus the cumulative effects of the

three wind farms has not been studied or considered. Also add that we

promote conservation of energy as an alternative." The motion was seconded

by Gloria Lindstrom.

 

Craig made a passionate plea for habitat conservation and sustainable power

production.

 

After considerable discussion the vote was taken. There were 10 ayes and

three nays. Therefore the motion passed.

 

Hall commended Janet Nelson, Gloria Lindstrom and others who had researched

our response. Hal and Jeb feel it is important to communicate this action

to the membership. It was agreed to prepare a special edition of the

Hooter to announce the Board's decision and present our comments on the ASC

2003-01 of the proposed KVWPP.

 

Joe suggested a minority report be included with this report. Jim Briggs

volunteered to prepare one.

 

To: Allen J. Fiksdal

EFSEC

P.O. Box 43172

Olympia, WA 98504-3172

 

Cc: John Lane

Assistant Attorney General

Assistant Attorney General's Office

1125 Washington Street S.E.

P.O. Box 40100

Olympia, Washington 98504-0100

 

Cc: Mr. Clay White

Kittitas County Planning Department

411 N. Ruby St.

Ellensburg, WA 98926

 

Cc: Nina Carter

P.O. Box 462

Olympia,WA 98507

 

Re: Comments on the Application No. 2003-01 of the proposed KVWPP.

 

Kittitas Audubon Society (KAS) submits the following comments and

recommendations. They are offered from the perspective of our mission

statement: ".to develop an appreciation of nature through education and

conservation, with a focus on birds."

 

Migratory Birds

 

We are concerned about migratory birds. To quote page one of the USFWS

Interim Voluntary Guidelines to Avoid and Minimize Impacts from Wind

Turbines of July 2003*, "Avoid locating turbines in known bird migration

pathways." Also on page 3, "Avoid placing turbines in documented locations

of any species of wildlife, fish or plant protected under the Endangered

Species Act." *(reference found at www.fws.gov/r9dhcbfa/wind.pdf) Of the

109 species of bird seen on all three wind farms during surveys, one is a

U.S. and Washington State listed Endangered Species (Bald Eagle), 6 are

candidates for State listing and 5 are species on the Watchlist of Partners

in Flight. In the DEIS for KVWPP on page 3.2.14 is a map 3.2.3 which shows

the approximate location of perches and flight paths of Bald Eagles. This

map shows that Bald Eagles were found in the area of one of the

strings. THERE SHOULD BE NO TUBINES IN THIS AREA. Wind turbine strings

must be kept back a minimum of 200 feet from the crests of land elevations

or ridges that in the KVWPP site run generally north and south and are

frequented by raptors to capture uplifting air currents. The Foote Creek

Rim, WY, wind facility has established precedence for setbacks. The KVWPP

is situated within the Cascade Mts. Migratory Pathway for raptor and

passerine migration. According to Phil Mattocks Ph.D., ornithologist at

Central Washington University in Ellensburg, WA, it is also the location of

a "funnel effect" for hawk migration. The phenomena are a consequence of

geographic features, which tend to funnel or concentrate birds into certain

areas. He recently stated that his concerns abut the funnel effect apply

to all three proposed wind farms in the Kittitas Valley. Hawks and other

raptors are at the top of the food chain and the killing of migrating

raptors could upset the ecological balance in this area. HawkWatch

International (HWI) is probably the best source of information about raptor

numbers and their migratory flight patterns for western U.S.A. They have

determined the major migratory pathways in the western US and one of these

pathways is north south along the Cascade Mountains. They are currently

trying to delineate specific pathways through the use of banding and

transmitter attachment to raptors. HawkWatch International obtains data

from extensive monitoring programs at many sites including some in

Washington State. Diamond Head, which is a place about one mile southeast

of Blewett Pass, was one of the sites from which observations were made

from 1993-1998. The following table shows monitoring data for Raptor

migrations as part of a 1998 study done by HWI for the U.S. Forest

Service. There were 57 observation days starting August 27 and ending

October 22, and totaled 389 observation hours.

 

The yearly average of raptors found from 1993-1997 was 1294 (+/- 257) and

the total count for 1998 was 1739 raptors. (The table omitted here may be

found in our letter to EFSEC)

 

The HWI Study given emphasis to something most Valley residents are likely

well aware of that there are great numbers of birds that regularly use the

Kittitas Valley as a fly way, and/or live here at least part of the

year. Also that birds in great numbers and variety are on the move heading

south in the fall and returning in the spring as they follow ageless

migration patterns. Fall migratory birds observed from Diamond Head (for a

while HWI also made observations from Red Top) head generally south into

the Kittitas Valley. Many are observed hunting along the canyon ridges

that run north to south in the tablelands immediately to the

north. Hawkwatch has banded and put transmitters on raptors at Chelan

Ridge near Wenatchee in an effort to learn more about migratory pathways

and has descriptions of the migrations of these birds, some of which

mention the Ellensburg area, with maps available on their website

at: www.hawkwatch.org/>. (Go to Migration Research Sites, scroll down to

Chelan Ridge, then choose HERE for tracking info.)

 

Wildlife Studies

 

Two-year wildlife studies must be done. They must be done for both birds

and bats. The wind industry is rapidly expanding into habitats and regions

that have not been well studied. It is impossible to judge impacts from a

1-year baseline study. There is no statistical value. What do you compare

it with? WEST carried out 2-year studies at: Foote Creek Rim in Wyoming,

Buffalo Ridge in Montana and Stateline and Vansycle in Washington. WHY

WERE TWO-YEAR STUDIES NOT PERFORMED IN THE KITTITAS VALLEY?

 

Night Studies

 

Nocturnal migration routes must be determined. More thorough studies

including night studies were done at the Stateline and Nine Canyon projects

in this state thus setting a precedent for wind farms in the Kittitas

Valley. Zilkha should have shown these migration routes in the DEIS and

needs to prove that there will be no impact on them.

 

You absolutely cannot refer to other wind farm studies to determine

estimates of mortality for birds and bats according to Mike Denny, Blue

Mountain Audubon and member of the Stateline TAC. Each proposed

development site is unique and requires detailed, individual

attention. The dry lower Columbia River area of the Stateline and Nine

Canyon projects is totally different from and is not analogous to the area

that includes the KVWPP.

 

The argument is made by Zilkha that thorough studies are too

expensive. This project which costs millions to do will make million of

dollars for the windpower company. THESE STUDIES ARE THE COST OF DOING

BUSINESS. They want the right to kill our birds, bats, and to alter

habitat but fail to provide the depth of information needed for

decision-makers to assess potential impacts.

 

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

 

TAC should have the power to require studies, review reports (yearly and

others), decide what is good for the site, have voting power for all

participants, meet with the Wind farm owners, manager post construction

monitoring with the ability to have data reviewed by an outside consultant,

review mortality rates and determine appropriate ways to minimize impacts

such as moving a turbine or a set of turbines, changing lighting, and the

shutting down of a turbine for a period in response to an impact such as

migratory interference.

 

TAC life should be for the life of the project. The TAC will decide its

own ground rules and how to proceed. It should be possible to set fines

for bird kills, i.e., $50.00 for common species, $5,000 for rare species

such as a Ferruginous Hawk (the first one, $10,000 for the second).

 

Cumulative Effects

 

Cumulative effects cannot be over emphasized. What will be the effect 20

years from now from the many wind farms currently built? Wind farm

technology and its large-scale application is new. As additional wind

farms are built, the cumulative effects of this rapidly growing industry

have the potential to cause the decline of some species. Scientifically

competent studies about wind farms' environmental effects are lagging,

sparse, and expensive to perform. The cumulative effects of the three

proposed Kittitas Valley wind farms is an unknown. However, each wind farm

will produce conditions that will affect the next one especially if they

are side-by-side, as they would be with the KVWPP and Desert Claim

projects. If from design or placement a turbine or set of turbines prove

to cause disproportionately high mortality, subsequent turbine

installations must reflect serious efforts having been taken to prevent a

recurrence. As stated in previous wind farm testimony, KAS advocates an

adaptive management strategy to be the rule where decisions are treated as

experiments to guide future development.

 

Additional Towers

 

In Section 2.18 of Application 2003-01, Zilkha states that there is a

possibility of increasing the number of turbines in the future. In Section

3.2-43 of the DEIS there is reference to research on avian mortality

associated with wind farms that states "Generally, the more turbines in a

given project, the higher the range of potential mortality associated with

turbine collisions." Wind farm sites in other states have added additional

turbines. There should be a limit on megawatts for the original

project. Before any additional towers can be added, they must undergo a

separate and thorough permitting process, including studies.

 

Tower Lighting

 

The FFA announced in February 2004 that it was preparing to release a

guidance memo that continuous or slow pulsing red lights no longer are

recommended for new towers. White or red strobe lights would be the

preferred lighting system.

 

Decommissioning of Turbines

 

A bond upfront to cover the cost of decommissioning should be

required. There are evidently wind farms which have been abandoned and

never torn down due to lack of funds to do so on the part of the developer

or someone who purchases the wind farm later.

 

Meteorological (Met) Towers

 

Met tower structure should be required to be of monopole design. Lattice

type towers kill many more birds than monopole design and turbine towers.

 

Strengthening Guidelines

 

KAS supports the Washington Audubon Wind Power Policy. We feel that the

current Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife Guidelines do not

protect birds and bats adequately. KAS recommends that EFSEC and WDFW look

at adding and strengthening guidelines for the siting of wind farms using

the Washington State Audubon Windpower Policy available at

http://wa.audubon.org/new/audubon, as well as USFWS Guidelines

www.fws.gov/r9hcbfa/wind.pdf http://www.fws.gov/r9hcbfa/wind.pdf>. This

would include development of a state windpower plan with a regional EIS to

determine the most suitable sites and address cumulative impacts,

development of a GIS database of wildlife use, utilize state, tribal and

federal agencies to collect data. EFSEC to complete windpower siting

critera and a ranking program which would include "wind resource areas",

adaptive management strategies, and funding by the state legislature.

 

Conclusion

 

There are several major issues of concern for KAS prior to approving any

application for wind power projects in Kittitas Valley. Local public

testimony favoring the proposed wind farms has dismissed legitimate

environmental concerns with the argument that "we need the additional

energy". Kittitas Audubon believes that lacking a National, State, and

local commitment within the framework of a National energy policy to

promote conservation, the additional energy supplied by the wind farms will

only help continue and actually increase the current wasteful level of

energy use. National, state, county and city governments must develop

energy conservation strategies to offset the demand for more energy. Wind

farm development in this county is at a stage similar to that of hydropower

50 years ago and of nuclear power 25 or more years ago. Planners for those

projects likely thought they had planned things well. However, here we are

in 2004 with drastically impacted fish stocks, searching for ways to

restore them that include removal of dams. We are still trying to find

places to store nuclear waste, and attempting to clean up the leaking sites

at Hanford before contamination reaches the Columbia Rive. Now we have an

overnight overwhelming rush to build numerous industrial wind farms in this

part of the Kittitas Valley that occupy thousands of acres, 7,000 acres for

the KVWPP alone. Since we cannot predict with reasonable accuracy the

long-term environmental impacts of these projects, it is imperative that

caution be taken. Policies and guidelines must be in place to protect the

natural environment with special consideration for birds and bats. Wind

power developers are guests of Kittitas County. Citizens of the county are

the ones whose lands and environment will be affected by the wind

farms. Kittitas Audubon Society is a voice for the birds of this valley

and those that pass through. Our comments and recommendations are made

from a perspective that the air space must be kept safe for birds and bats.

 

KAS Board of Directors voted not to approve applications for any of the

three wind farms because of the lack of adequate study of environmental

factors affecting birds, bats, and habitat. Also, the cumulative effects

of the three wind farms in relationship to other existing and future wind

farms have not been studies or considered. Conservation of energy should

be promoted as an alternative.

 

KAS does not support Application No. 2003-01.

 

Keith Johnson

President, Kittitas Audubon Society

P.O. Box 1443

Ellensburg, WA 98926

 

KVWPP MINORITY REPORT

KITTITAS AUDUBON SOCIETY

 

In view of the fact that the resolution not to support the three wind farm

proposals in the Kittitas V alley was not unanimous, the Board of Directors

asked for a minority report so the membership would have all of the

information on the deliberations available.

 

The members who chose to support the proposed windfarms made there

decisions based on two lines of thinking.

 

First, since the concern of an Audubon Chapter, by definition involves bird

(and bat) mortality, a long-range view of the situation should be on

whether the windfarms represent a greater threat to birds than other

possible uses of the proposed habitat. The "State of the Birds" report,

available at the Audubon Washington website, in essence states that the

biggest threat to all birds at present is the loss of habitat. The

continuation of the current trend of development of the Upper Kittitas

County with housing, represents a much greater threat to bird life than the

use of the same land for windmills. This assumes that the land will be

developed if it is no used for windfarms.

 

The footprint for housing is much greater than that of a windmill and even

though there is mortality associated with the windfarms, it is not as great

as the mortality resulting from appropriation of wind land habitat for

houses. And there is no habitat migration required for home development,

as there is with windfarm development.

 

The other concern takes a broader view of energy use. In the absence of a

coherent federal energy policy, we need to take matters into our own hands

and examine the future of energy production. Wind energy lacks many of the

drawbacks of other forms of energy production. There is no greenhouse-gas

emission as you get from coal and oil burning. There is relatively little

habitat disruption, as opposed to hydroelectric power and there are not the

safety concerns of nuclear energy. Therefore, until a technological

breakthrough happens, wind power is a sensible means of producing energy.

 

For a more detailed discussion of these issues you are encouraged to

contact Beth Rogers, Craig Johnson or Jim Briggs.

 

James Briggs

 

ROKT's legal expenses are paid for by donations, which are greatly

appreciated. Please make your check to "ROKT" and send it to ROKT, PO Box

1680, Ellensburg, WA 98926. If you wish to be removed from this email list

please contact me (reply to this message).

 

 

