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This document is a summarized version of the Board of Commissioners
proceedings. The minutes are paraphrased, not verbatim. Access to an electronic
audio recording of the meeting is available upon request.

The Honorable Board of Franklin County Commissioners met on the above date. Present
for the meeting were Brad Peck, Chairman; Rick Miller, Chair Pro Tem; and Robert E. Koch,
Member; Fred Bowen, County Administrator; and Mary Withers, Clerk to the Board. Meeting
convened at 9:00 am.

RICHLAND PUBLIC FACILITIES DISTRICT (PFD)

Lisa Toomey, CEOQ, and Dan Boyd. Secretary/Treasurer, Richland Public Facilities
District (PFD), met with the Board. Present in audience: Al Yenney, Jim and Pam F ollansbee,
Rich Lahtinen, Blaine Hulse, Roger Lenk, Lester Storms, Tom Larson, Cherryl Jones, Prosecutor
Shawn Sant and Tri-City Herald Reporter John Trumbo.

Jim Nelson, Treasurer Josie Koelzer, Becky Mulkey, Yesenia Torres, Auditor Mait
Beaton, Thomas Westerman and Robin Stanco joined the audience at 9:25 am.

Hanford Reach Interpretative Center

Ms. Toomey gave an update about the Hanford Reach Interpretative Center and gave the
Board a packet of information. She requested help in identifying people who worked in this
community from 1941-1947 so they can be interviewed. She explained how an educational piece
of the project is currently being prepared prior to construction of the building. The building may
be constructed in two stages.

Mr. Boyd responded to Mr. Peck’s question about meeting future costs for operations and
maintenance.

Mr. Peck referred to a statement made by Ms. Toomey that showcasing the Reach is the
whole purpose of this project and asked how renting facilities for events that aren’t showcasing
the Reach but are essentially private parties fits into its mission. Ms. Toomey responded that it is
an ancillary activity, a jumping off point for other activities in the community, used to cross-

promote activities that are already existing, and that it is not set up to be a convention facility.
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Mr. Peck expressed his concern about entrepreneurial government, where local
governments to some degree or another take tax dollars from citizens and create public facilities
and then embed businesses within those with the hope or expectation that we’re going to generate
revenue for that facility. The problem is it puts us in direct competition with the citizens that pay
taxes to build those buildings and in some cases it puts them out of business. He gave an
example. He also stated for full disclosure that his wife runs an event center but his concern
would be strong whether she had an event center or not. Mr. Peck referred to Ben-Franklin
Transit and the Corps of Engineers being prohibited from commercial types of activities. He said
it is a phenomenal project except for this one little piece.

Ms. Toomey said we are sensitive to those issues and will take it back to our board.
COUNTY CLERK

Cherryl Jones, Administrative Assistant, Clerk’s Office, met with the Board.
Public Hearing: to take testimony for and against increasing the revenue and expenditure bottom
lines of the 2012 Miscellaneous Clerk LFO Budget #117-000-001 by $10.431 from $4749 to
$15,180

Hearing convened at 9:31 am. Present: Commissioners Peck, Miller and Koch; County

Administrator Fred Bowen; Clerk’s Office Administrative Assistant Cherryl Jones; and Clerk to
the Board Mary Withers. Present in audience: Al Yenney, Jim and Pam Follansbee, Rich
Lahtinen, Blaine Hulse, Roger Lenk, Lester Storms, Tom Larson, Prosecutor Shawn Sant.
Tri-Citv Herald Reporter John Trumbo, Jim Nelson, Treasurer Josie Koelzer, Becky Mulkey,
Yesenia Torres, Auditor Matt Beaton, Thomas Westerman, Robin Stanco and Jeff Burckhard.

Mr. Peck asked if anyone would like to comment for or against the request.

Tom Larson asked what an LFO is. Ms. Jones said it is legal financial obligations. Itis
money that the defendants owe based on their judgments and sentences so it’s funds that we can
pursue to collect. No one else wished to comment.

Motion — Mr. Koch: I would move for approval of Resolution 2012-154 regarding increasing
revenue and expenditure bottom lines of the 2012 Miscellaneous Clerks LFO budget by $10,431.
Second by Mr. Miller. 3:0 vote in favor.
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COUNTY BOND INFORMATION WORKSHOP

Jim Nelson, bond underwriter with Martin Nelson Company, met with the Board. Present
in audience: Al Yenney, Jim and Pam Follansbee, Rich Lahtinen, Blaine Hulse, Roger Lenk,
Lester Storms, Tom Larson, Prosecutor Shawn Sant, Tri-City Herald Reporter John Trumbo,
Treasurer Josie Koelzer, Becky Mulkey, Yesenia Torres, Auditor Matt Beaton, Thomas
Westerman, Robin Stanco and Jeff Burckhard.

Mr. Nelson explained the bond financing information to the county for a combined bond
for jail construction and software purchase (Exhibit 1). Inresponse to a question about
summarizing the benefits of combining the two, he said there would be administrative cost
savings from economies of scale. He estimates it would cost an additional approximately
$15,000 if the two bond issues were done separately.

Mr. Peck noted that 2/10ths of the new .3% sales tax is being bonded while the other
1/10" is not.

Mr. Peck asked if anyone in the audience had any questions. There was no response.
OFFICE BUSINESS

Administrative Assistant Toni Fulton met with the Board. Present in audience: Rich
Lahtinen, John Trumbo, Blaine Hulse, Shawn Sant, Al Yenney, Tom Larson, Jim and Pam
Follansbee, Roger Lenk, Lester Storms and Jerrod MacPherson.

Vouchers

Motion - Mr. Koch moved for approval of payroll for Public Works for a total of $115,198.40.
It is signed by our interim PE Mr. Malcolm Bowie and by Whitney Osborn. Second by

Mr. Miller. 3:0 vote in favor.

Payroll: County Road for $98,004.86 and Motor Vehicle for $17,193.54. Total amount
is $115,198.40. (Exhibit 2)

Motion — Mr. Koch moved for approval of County Road vouchers for $121,434.80, Motor
Vehicle for $16,224.08, Solid Waste for $1122.53, and Probation Work Crew of $931.93, for a
total of $139,713.34. It is signed by Guy Walters and Len Langston. Second by Mr. Miller. 3:0

vote in favor. (Exhibit 3)
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Motion — Mr. Koch moved for approval of fund expenditures totaling $218,869.23. It is signed
by Matt Beaton and Julie Jordan. Second by Mr. Miller. 3:0 vote in favor.

Fund Expenditures Warrants Amount Issued
Current Expense 65084 65121 $16,919.33
FC Capital Projects Fund 65122 - $2,092.50
Current Expense 65123 65164 $51,819.37
Election Equipment Revolving 65166 65168 $2,374.20
Treasurer O & M 65169 - $24.80
Jail Commissary 65170 65176 $12,069.06
Enhanced 911 65177 - $200.46
Law Library 65178 65180 $3,822.38
.3% Criminal Justice Const Fund 65181 65182 $612.86
TRAC Operations Fund 65813 65206 $30,224.64
Franklin County RV Facility 65207 65209 $2,589.04
Current Expense 65210 - $5.30
Auditor O & M 65211 65212 $342.46
Dept of Commerce Pass Through 65245 65247 $01,860.44
Current Expense 65248 - $3,912.39
(Exhibit 4)

Consent Agenda

Consent Agenda item #1 was not yet complete.
Maotion - Mr. Miller; Mr. Chairman, I move that we approve the consent agenda for items 2, 3
and 4. Second by Mr. Koch. Mr. Koch said he would also authorize the chairman to sign the
titles and necessary documentation for item 2. There was discussion about the contract in item 2.
Mr. Koch explained how the contract was prepared with Booker Auction Co. and said it is
consistent with what was requested by Prosecutor Shawn Sant and Deputy Prosecutor Ryan
Verhulp. 3:0 vote in favor.

{Clerk’s Note: Item 1 was removed from the agenda.)

1. Approval of Resolution 2012-___, acceptance of software maintenance quote
from Intergraph for Computer-aided design and mobile systems for Franklin
County Dispatch, effective July 1, 2012 through June 30, 2013
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2. Approval of Resolution 2012-155, Auction Sale Agreement between Franklin County and
Booker Auction Company

3. Approval of Resotution 2012-156, Standard Services Contract Amendment #1 between
the Juvenile Justice Center and Desertgreen Lawn and Tree Care, LLC, amending
Resolution 2012-098

4. Approval of Resolution 2012-157, Public Works Contract between Franklin County and
Legacy Telecommunications, Inc.

PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Planning Director Jerrod MacPherson and Assistant Director Greg Wendt met with the
Board.

Public Meeting: CUP 2012-03, a Conditional Use Permit application request to operate a dairy
replacement growing facility in the Agricultural Production 20 (AP-20) Zoning District. For
zoning, purposes, the operation is being processed as a feedlot. The operation is proposed to have
a maximum head count of 3,500 animals. The property is located east of Mesa, east of

Highway 395, west of the intersection of Jovce Road and Coordes Road, near site address 2270
Jovce Road (Parcel Numbers 109-220-022 and 109-270-022).

Public Meeting convened at 10:00 am. Present: Commissioners Peck, Miller and Koch;
County Administrator Fred Bowen; Planning Director Jerrod MacPherson; Assistant Director
Greg Wendt; and Clerk to the Board Mary Withers. Present in audience: John Trumbo, Rich
Lahtinen, Blaine Hulse, Al Yenney, Tom Larson, Jim and Pam Follansbee, Roger Lenk, Lester
Storms and Case VanderMuelen.

Mr. Wendt reviewed the information on the Agenda Summary Report (Exhibit 5).

It is a request to operate a dairy replacement facility in the AP-20 zoning district. For zoning
purposes, it is being processed as a feedlot. The reason is that by definition a dairy has milking
cows. Up to 499 cows are allowed without a conditional use permit. A feedlot is essentially all
the other animals that would be deemed not milking cows. This application is for young stock.
Mr. Peck asked so it allows more animals and a wider variety of animals? The planners agreed.
Mr. MacPherson said the applicant has an existing dairy. This is for his young stock, so

they are dairy replacement animals. We wanted to make sure it is not a stand-alone feedlot, it is
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really tied in with the dairy, but we have to process it under the zoning code like a feedlot.

Mr. Peck asked but if approved under feedlot guidelines, it certainly could become that, correct?
Mz. MacPherson said yes, but the applicant would have to comply with feedlot standards.

Mr. Peck said sure. He just wanted to be sure everyone understood.

Mr. Wendt reviewed information about those who spoke in favor and in opposition, both
at the Planning Commission meeting and by letter.

On the screen, Mr. MacPherson showed aerial photographs of the arca. An inventory of
existing homes in the area was done. Two homes within a 16-square-mile radius were not
associated with the applicant’s process.

Mr. Peck asked if there is a prévailing wind direction. Mr. MacPherson said it is tough to
measure that. There was agreement that primarily the wind direction comes from the southwest
and goes to the northeast. Mr. Peck said sometimes the wind comes from the north and that in
the scablands, the wind gets channeled. Mr. MacPherson said we looked at wind factors when
we did our analysis.

Mr. MacPherson showed an aerial photograph with the site plan on the screen that was
provided by the applicant.

Mr. Wendt reviewed the findings of fact and conditions of approval.

Mr. Peck asked if Mr. Koch or Mr. Miller had comments. Mr. Miller had none.

Mr. Koch said he has listened to neighbors and has read the information presented. He thinks all
the neighbors’ questions have been answered positively. He has heard no one talk against it once
they realized where it was and what it was. He expressed appreciation for the Planning Office’s
diligence in going through the information and having it available for us.

Mr. Peck said we have had a little more involvement with potentially affected citizens in
the vicinity than we normally get. He wanted to be extra diligent in making sure those comments
were addressed. He asked the planners if there are still people you know of that have concerns.

Mr. MacPherson said the concerns we have heard have been about odors and smell, flies
and water. He is pretty sure all those concerns have been addressed through requiring a nutrient
management plan, conditions placed on the applicant to update odor and fly control guidelines

for this facility based on Resolution 2001-238, and in addition the applicant proposed having a
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well impairment analysis prepared and will comply with the findings. It recommended that the
applicant drill into the Grand Ronde aquifer and fully case the well to protect his own existing
wells and the wells of those people in the vicinity from impairment. Mr. MacPherson said those
were the main concerns from the citizens that he thinks have been addressed.

Mr. Peck asked has it been to the satisfaction of those people or are there still concerns?
Mr. MacPherson said we’ve run the process that includes an appeal process. Three people
submitted oral testimony. Written testimony that was received was also included in the record.
The City of Connell was not opposed to the application but wanted to start dialogue with the
county about what would be an appropriate distance. He expects to meet with the City of
Connell for further discussions.

M. Peck asked about the difference between a determination of nonsignificance as
opposed to a mitigated determination of nonsignificance. Mr. MacPherson said the mitigation
that we required was that they comply with the Department of Ecology’s standards. Mr. Peck
noted they are listed.

Mr. Miller expressed appreciation for the people who make efforts to meet the DOE
standards.

Motion - Mr. Miller: I move that we approve Conditional Use Permit CUP 2012-03 subject to
the six findings of fact and 18 conditions of approval. Second by Mr. Koch. 3:0 vote in favor.
Resolution 2012-158 was approved.

PUBLIC WORKS

Guy Walters, Acting Public Works Director, and Darrel Farnsworth, Shop
Superintendent, met with the Board. Present in audience: John Trumbo, Rich Lahtinen, Blaine
Hulse, Al Yenney, Tom Larson, Jim and Pam Follansbee, Roger Lenk and Lester Storms.
Approval of award of bid to Rowand Machinery for three new motor graders at a cost of
$94,762.50 per grader including sales tax and trade-in

M. Farnsworth reviewed the bid tabulation information. He explained the timing for
purchasing two motor graders and that a decision about purchasing the third motor grader is

expected to be made in August.
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Motion — Mr. Koch: T move for approval to award the bid for three new motor graders, two
coming relatively soon, option one for two motor graders, and an open option for a third, at
$94,762.50 cost per motor grader which includes sales tax and trade-in to Rowand Machine of
Pasco. Second by Mr. Miller. 3:0 vote in favor. (Exhibit 6)
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

County Administrator Fred Bowen met with the Board. Present in audience: John
Trumbo, Rich Lahtinen, Al Yenney, Tom Larson, Jim and Pam Follansbee, Roger Lenk and
Lester Storms.
Facilities: Apollo Sheet Metal

Facilities Director Gordon Hanscom met with the Board.
Motion — Mr. Koch: Mr. Chairman, [ move to approve Public Works Contract between Franklin
County and Apollo Sheet Metal for installation of HVAC supply duct and thermostat installation
in the basement of the Public Safety Building located at our address for $4007.00 including tax
and permit. Second by Mr. Miller. 3:0 vote in favor. Resolution 2012-159 was approved.
Sanderson Estates Fire System

Deputy Prosecutor Ryan Verhulp joined the meeting. Present in audience: John Trumbo,
Rich Lahtinen, Al Yenney, Tom Larson, Jim and Pam Follansbee, Roger Lenk, Lester Storms
and Jerrod MacPherson.

Mr. Peck said each commissioner has received a letter from the Sanderson Estates Fire
System asking for some relief on an agreement they previously made.

Mr. Verhulp stated he has had limited time to do a legal review of the request. He gave
the Board a briefing about his review.

Mr. Verhulp and Mr. MacPherson left the meeting.
Preparation for Jail Construction: moving work update

For moving services prior to jail construction, at least five moving companies in the area
were contacted and the county received two bids back. Kennewick Transfer had the low bid.

The areas that offices are moving into during the construction are not large enough to

accommodate existing office equipment and furnishings. Mr. Bowen presented two options:
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The county can buy a used 40 storage container for $2750 (new cost would be $4300). It
could be used for Information Services Department (IS) storage for the 12 to 14 months that IS is
re-located, then used by the Facilities Department for equipment storage.

Another option is to purchase storage through Kennewick Transfer for a 24-month period
at a cost of $2400.

Mr. Bowen requested approval to purchase the storage container.

Mr. Peck questioned whether the materials need to be saved or would it be a better option
to surplus them and replace them. Mr. Bowen said they are in fairly good condition. Mr. Koch
said he has also inquired at Booker Auction Co. to try to locate a storage container and expects
an answer later today. Mr. Bowen believes the storage container would also be beneficial for the
Facilities Department because equipment is being left outside such as lawnmowers. The
container would be placed in the yard at the Facilities building.

The Board decided to wait a week to try to find a better price.

OTHER BUSINESS
Annexation

Mr. Peck reported on a recent meeting with City of Pasco staff regarding annexation.

ADJOURNMENT

Motion — Mr. Miller: I move for adjournment. Second by Mr. Koch. 3:0 vote in favor.

Adjourned at 10:59 am.
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There being no further business, the Franklin County Board of Commissioners meeting

was adjourned until May 9, 2012,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FRANKLIN COUNTY, WASHINGTON

T s

Brad Peck, Chairman

e

Rick Miller, Chairman Pro Tem

Robert E. Koch, Member

Attest:

Céé%oard

Approved and signed May 9, 2012.
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EXHIBIT 2 May 2, 2012

FRANKLIN COUNTY

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Tim Fife, P.E., Public Works Director/County Engineer
Guy F. Walters, Assistant Public Works Director

April 26, 2012

Franklin County Commissioners:

Vouchers audited and certified by the auditing officer by RCW 42.24.080, expense reimbursement
claims certified by RCW 42.24.090, have been recorded on a listing, which has been sent to the
board members.

Action: As of this date, Aprif 26, 2012 % ,

move that the following warrants be approved for payment:

FUND WARRANT AMOUNT
County Road
- Payroll 64817-64839 30,039.90
- Direct Deposit (3426-3452) 34,122.10
$64,162.00
- Benefits 64840-64849 33,842.86
Total $98,004.86

Moator Vehicle

- Payroll 34850-34867 5,260.10
- Direct Deposit (3453-3457) 5,703.63
$10,963.73
- Benefits 64368-64877 6,229.81
Total $17,193.54
in the total amount of $115,198.40 (598,004.86 + $17,193.54). The motion was seconded
by ﬂ Ve and passed by a vote of g to-_/é:.

Méez‘/ﬂ Cerenn.

payroll has been approved by the Public Works Director Payroll Prepared By

3416 Stearman Ave. ® Pasco, WA 99301-3776 & (509) 545-3514 & TAX (509 545-2133



EXHIBIT 3 May 2, 2012

FRANKLIN COUNTY

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Malicolm Bowle, P.E., County Engineer
Guy Walters, Interim Public Works Director

May 2, 2012

Franklin County Commissioners:

Vouchers audited and certified by the auditing officer by RCW 42.24.080, expense reimbursement
claims certified by RCW 42.24.90, have been recorded on a listing, which has been sent to the
board members.

Action: As of this date, May 2, 2012 , 9%/\ ,

move that the following vouchers be approved for payment:

FUND AMOUNT
County Road
- Vouchers $121,434.80
Total $121,434.80

Motor Vehicle

- Vouchers $16,224.08
Total $16,224.08

Solid Waste
- Vouchers $1,122.53
Total $1,122.53

Probation Work Crew

- Vouchers $931.93
Total $931.93
in the total amount of 39,713.34 ( $931.93 + $1,122.53 + $16,§4.08 + $121,434.80 ).
The motion was seconded by s and passed by a vote of < t .
, —‘:}" L/\)Lm;\_ﬂ - %/ﬂ?ﬂﬁ
The attache§l vouchers have been approved by Voucherg Prepared By
the Public Works Director

3416 Stearman Ave. e Pasco, WA 99301-3776 » (509)545-3514 « FAX (509)545-2133



EXHIBIT 4 May 2, 2012

FRANKLIN COUNTY AUDITOR

Muatt Beaton, Auditor

E
5572012
Franklin County Commissioners:
Vauchers audited and certified by the auditing officer by RCW 80, gxpense reimbursement claims.

3
Action: As of this date, 5/5/2012 %

Move that the following warrants be approved for payment:

certified by RCW 42.24.090, have been recorded on a listing, which has been sent to the board members.

FUND Expenditures WARRANTS AMOUNT ISSUED
Current Expense 65084 65121 $16,919.33
FC Capital Projects Fund 65122 - $2,092.50
Current Expense ' 65123 65164 $51,819.37
tlection Equipment Revolving 65166 65168 52,374.20
TreasurerQ & M 65169 - $24.80
Jail Commissary 65170 65176 512,069.06
Enhanced 911 65177 - 5200.46
Law Library 65178 65180 $3,822.38
.3% Criminal justice Const Fund 65181 65182 $612.86
TRAC Operations Fund 65813 65206 $30,224.64
Franklin County RV Facility 65207 65209 52,589.04
Current Expense 65210 - $5.30
Auditor Q & m 65211 £5212 $342.46
Dept of Commerce Pass Through 65245 65247 $91,860.44
Current Expense 65248 - $3,312.39

In the amount of $218,869.23

The motion was seconde

And passed by a vote of

Y _— b C:.__,.A\;"hf?és'am\.

The attached vouchers have been approved by Auditor or Deputy Voud Audited By S

1016 North 4" Avenue * P.O. Box 1451% Pasco. WA 99301 * (509) 545-3336 * fax (509) 543-2995
www.co.franklinwa.us



EXHIBIT 5 © May?2,2012

Franklin County
Board of Commissioners
Agenda Summary Report

DATE: April 24, 2012 PRESENTED BY: Jerrod MacPherson

ITEM: (Select One) Consent Agenda.
X ___To Be Brought Before the Board. Date: May 2, 2012
Time needed:__30 minutes

SUBJECT / ISSUE: CUP 2012-03, a Conditional Use Permit {CUP) application to operate a dairy replacement growing
facility in the Agricultural Production 20 (AP-20) Zoning District. For zoning purposes, the operation is being processed as a
feedlot.

ACTION(S) REQUESTED:
Review the Planning Commission Recemmendation in a Public Meeting; Pass a motion; and Pass a Resolution.

BACKGROUND:

A Conditional Use Permit application request to operate a dairy replacement growing facility in the Agricultural Production 20
(AP-20) Zoning District. For zoning purposes, the operation is being processed as a feedlot.

The calves and heifers raised at the facility will be used as replacement animals for the applicant's dairy operation located on
Pepiot Road in Franklin County. The facility is proposed to have a maximum head count of 3,500 animals. A Conditional Use
Permit is required for a feedlot operation when the headcount exceeds 1000 animals.

The property is located east of Mesa, east of Highway 395, west of the intersection of Joyce Road and Coordes Road near
site address 2270 Joyce Road (Parcel Numbers 109-220-022 and 108-270-022).

Public Testimony and Discussions:

Phone and/or In-Office Discussions: Planning Staff did receive numerous phone calls and office inquiries regarding this
application.

Open Record Hearing Testimony:
-In support of application: Approximately 20 people spoke in support of the application.
-Opposed fo application: 3 people spoke against the application. 3 letters of opposition were additionally submitted.
- Clarification only: 1 letter from the City of Connell was submitted discussing concerns and zoning issues.
Planning Commission Votina/Discussion: Positive recommendation with 5 in favor; 1 against.

Summary: At the regularly scheduled Planning Commission hearing on April 10, 2012 the Franklin County Planning
Commission voted to forward a positive recommendation for this application to the Board of County Commissioners subject
to the following six (6} findings of fact and eighteen (18) conditions of approval:

Finding of Fact:

1. The placement and operation of a feedlot for the raising of calves and heifers in the Agricultural Production 20 (AP-
20) Zoning District IS in accordance with goals and policies of the County Development Regulations (Zoning} and the
County Comprehensive Plan,

Revised 11/13/09



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Page 2
Agenda Summary Report
a. The property is zoned Agricultural-Production 20 (AP-20),
b. The Comprehensive Plan designation for the property is Agricultural;
C. As directed in the County Comprehensive Plan, Resource Lands Section, a special permit review process is

required and has been established in the County Zoning Ordinance for large scale confined animal feeding
operations. A Feedlot that is greater in size than 1000 head count or 2 dairy operation that is greater in size
than 500 headcount requires a special/conditional use permit. This process involves a public hearing before
the County Planning Commission and final review by the Board of County Commissioners:

d. County Zoning Ordinance requires a 2 mile separation buffer for dairy operations requiring the approval of a
Conditional Use Permit. This separation standard does not apply to feedlot operations; and

e. The location of the proposed animal operation has a distance separation of greater than five (5) miles to the
nearest feedlot animal operation (Easterday Feedlot} and greater than two (2) miles to the nearest dairy
operation (owned and operated by the applicant).

The proposal WILL NOT adversely affect public infrastructure.

a. The primary access to the site is Joyce Road and Coordes Road. These roadways are not currently
constructed to an all-weather standard. Road restrictions may apply in Winter-Spring.

h. As indicated by the applicant in the SEPA checklist, most traffic will be utilizing existing private farm roads
(non-public internal roads) between the applicant's existing dairy operation and the proposed feediot
operation.

The proposal WILL BE constructed, maintained and operated to be in harmony with the existing or intended
character of the general vicinity.

a. The existing and intended character of the area is agricultural.

b. The minimum parcel size in the area is 20 acres. The lands to the east of the proposed site are zoned
Agricultural Production 40 (minimum [ot size of 40 acres). Over 80% of Franklin County’s land area is
currently zoned AP-20 or AP-40.

ol The proposed use of the property is animal agricultural and the surrounding uses are agricultural in nature.

The location and height of proposed structures and site design WILL NOT discourage the development of permitted
uses on property in the general vicinity or impair the value thereof.

a. The location of the proposed use is located on approximately 646 acres and will not discourage permitted
agricultural uses in the surrounding area.

b. Other permitted agricultural uses such as agricultural operations, animal operations, farm family homes, and
commercial or private stables in the general vicinity will not be discouraged due to the proposed application
request.

c. The farm site is surrounded by large farms. Very few scattered single family homes exist in the surrounding
area.

Revised 11/13/09



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Page 3
Agenda Summary Report

The farm site is located approximately 4 miles northeast of the City of Mesa and is approximately 4
miles south of the City of Connell.

The location of the proposed animal operation has a distance separation of greater than five (5)
miles to the nearest feedlot animal operation (Easterday Feedlot) and greater than two (2) miles to
the nearest dairy operation (owned and operated by the applicant),

In a 16 square mile area surrcunding the proposed operation site, an aerial review has found 2
single family homes (other than homes owned by the applicant). Based upon an average of 3.5
people per home, a fotal of approximately 7 people live within the 16 square mile radius (10,240
acres) surrounding the proposal. (Township 13, Range 31, Sections 13, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, 24,
25, 26, 27, 28, 33, 34, 35, 36). Two other homes in the region are located approximately 3.6 miles
and 4.4 miles from the proposed animal operation,

The operation in connection with the proposal WILL NOT be mare objectionable to nearby properties by reason of
noise, fumes, vibrations, dust, traffic, or flashing lights than would be the operation of any permitted uses within the

district.

a. The AP-20 Zoning District allows a wide range of activities that may produce noise, fumes, vibrations, dust,
traffic and flashing lights. The proposed use is consistent with the activities allowed as a permitted use in the
AP-20 Zoning District and the neighboring AP-40 Zoning District.

b. The area is zoned Agricultural Production 20 (AP-20). Typical agricultural uses are permitted in the area.

c. With the implementation of a Fly and Odor Control Plan, a Nutrient Management Plan, and compliance with
the mitigation measures established in the required State Environmental Policy Act Review for this land use
request, the animal operation will further its compatibility with other permitted uses allowed in the area.

The proposal WILL NOT endanger the public health, safety, or general welfare if located where proposed.

a. The operation will not endanger the public health, safety, or welfare at this site.
b. Compliance with the following is required through the SEPA and/or Conditional Use Permit process:
i. An Odor and Fly Control Plan is required for the operation;
i. A Nutrient Management Plan is required for the operation;
iii. Compliance with a hydrologic or well impairment analysis for the protection of water resources
{specifically March 20, 2012 hydrologic impairment analysis relating to proposal);
iv. Compliance with State of Washington standards regarding air and water quality;
' Compliance with the standards and requirements of the Benton Franklin Health Department at all
times; and
vi. Compliance with the mitigation measures established in the SEPA Review for the proposed
operation.
C. Land Use/Critical Area Review:

There are no Wetlands near the proposed feedlot operation.

Revised 11/13/409
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ii. The feedlot is not located with in a designated Aquifer Recharge Area.
iii. The feedlot is not located within a designated Fish and Wildfife Conservation Area.
iv. The feedlot is not located within 2 100 year Floodplain.

V. 100 year Floodplain and Seismic Hazard (soil liquefaction susceptibility) Areas are located west of
the feedlot (approximately 1,000 feet) and east of the feedlot near the intersection of Joyce Road-
Coordes Road.

vi. If discharge (to waters of the state) from the feedlot occurs, compliance with the State Department of
Ecology Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFQ) and National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit program standards apply.

Conditions of Approval:

1.

A Conditional Use Permit application request to operate a dairy replacement growing facility in the Agricultural
Production 20 (AP-20) Zoning District. For zoning purposes, the operation is being processed as a feedlot.

The calves and heifers raised at the facility will be used as replacement animals for the applicant's dairy operation
located on Pepiot Road in Franklin County. The facility is proposed to have a maximum head count of 3,500 animals.

The property is located east of Mesa, east of Highway 395, west of the intersection of Joyce Road and Coordes
Road near site addres 2270 Joyce Road (Parcel Numbers 108-220-022 and 109-270-022).

SITE PLAN: The operation, facilities, and the site development shall occur and be developed in accordance with the
submitted application packet included in the official case file. Location of facilities have the flexibility to change slightly
as needed depending on soil, slope, grade, etc. which will be decided during the time of site development.

SEPA: A Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS) has been issued as part of the SEPA review and
determination. Compliance with the required mitigation measures is required.

HEADCOQUNT: The maximum head count number at the site shall not exceed 3,500.

CAFO: Applicant shall comply with current and future Federal/State standards for Confined Animal Feeding
Operations (CAFO’s}, if applicable.

ODOR AND FLY CONTROL: This operation shall comply with the Odor and Fly Control Guidelines adopted by
County Resolution 2001-238 by the Board of County Commissioners. This includes developing an Odor and Fly
Control Plan (as described on Page 7 of the Qdor and Fly Control Guidelines) and submitting a copy to the County
Planning Department for placement in the applicant’s CUP file. This shall be completed within sighteen (18) months
of CUP approval.

NURTRIENT MANAGEMENT:

a. The applicant shall complete and submit an approved Nutrient Management Plan {NMP) for the operation
that is developed in accordance with State law for Nutrient Management Plans. Applicant shall submit a copy
of an approved NMP to the Planning Department within eighteen (18} months of CUP approval.

b. Best management practices (BMP’s) shall be implemented to prevent surface and ground water discharges
as described in the required Nutrient Management Plan.

Revised 11/13/09
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BUILDING DIVISION: Applicant shall comply with the County Building Division requirements for the activities at the
site. Future buildings will require review to determine if permits or engineer designs are required.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT: Project shall be in compliance with the rules and regulations of the Benton Franklin Health
Department at all times. Specifically, the Department has no objections to this use provided:

a. Employees at this facility shall be provided domestic drinking water by a public water supply in accordance
with WAC 246-291, reviewed and approved by the WA State Department of Health Office of Drinking Water.

b. Empioyees at this facility shall have available to them on-site sewage systems that are permitted, installed,
and approved in accordance with Benton Franklin District Board of Health Rules and Regulations #2.

c. Operation shall follow publication No. 05-07-034 for Composting of Mortalities and allow BFHD to inspect if
complaints arise.

d. Requirement of a Dairy Nutrient Management Plan will help address the potential for build up of nitrates and
nutrients in the soil.

AIRIWATER: Applicant shall meat and comply with State of Washington (Department of Agriculture and State
Department of Ecology) standards, if applicable, as it relates to air and water quality standards for the proposed
operation.

LIVESTOCK WATERING: Applicant plans to obtain water for the operation via a well that is an exempt ground water
withdrawal for livestock watering. A hydroiogic impairment analysis, dated March 20, 2012, shall be complied with. A
copy of this analysis is maintained in the Planning Case file for this application.

OUTDOOR LIGHTING: Qutdoor lighting at the operation shall be shielded down to the best extent possible. This will
assist in ensuring the outdoor lighting will not become a nuisance to neighboring properties and will limit light
poliution in rural Franklin County.

PUBLIC WORKS: The proposal shail comply with the rules and regulations of the Franklin County Public Works
Department.

a. The owner{s) shall be informed that the proposed feedlot is located in an area of the county that pcossesses
few All-Weather Roads for access to and from said feedlot. Currently Joyce Road and Coordes Road are
not constructed to an All-Weather standard. As such, during times of freeze/thaw conditions, typically the
Winter and early Spring, shall be subject to Road Restrictions. These restrictions will not allow for the
hauling of most legal loads. Blanton Road is currently the only All-Weather road that services the immediate
area, and would not normally be restricted during the specified time periods. Advance arrangements for
access to Blanton Road should be considered a priority when planning for the hauling of cattle, feed,
supplies, etc. during the Winter and early Spring time periods.

b. Approach Permits are required for any new approaches onto County Roads.

SETBACKS: All new corrals/halding pens shall be located a minimum of 25 from a road right of wayfroad
easement and 10’ from an adjoining property owners' property line.

The applicant shall begin the new animal operation within one (1) year after the effective date of the special permit,
or the special permit shall expire.

Revised 11/13/09
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16. In accordance with the County’s Zoning Ordinance, any special permit may be revoked by the Board of
Commissioners if, after a public hearing, it is found that the conditions upon which the speciatl permit was authorized
have not been fulfilled or if the use authorized has changed in size, scope, nature or intensity so as to become a
detriment to the surrounding area. The decision of the Board is final.

17. Nothing in this CUP approval shall be construed as excusing the applicant from compliance with any federal, state,
or local statutes, ordinances, or regulations applicable to this project.

18. This permit applies to the described lands and shall be for the above named individual andfor his heirs and/or

assigns. Any transferring of this permit will require that notice be granted to the Franklin County Planning
Department or the permit will be cancelled. It cannot be transferred to another site.

COORDINATION:

N/A

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Planning Commission recommends the Board of Commissioners approve CUP 2012-03 with the following
motion:

Motion:

Grant approval of CUP-2012-03, subject to the six (8) findings of fact and eighteen (18) conditions of approval.

HANDLING / ROUTING:

N/A

ATTACHMENTS:

Five (5) exhibits are attached for consideration: 1) An aerial map of the general area along with the distances of the proposal
to the City of Connell and the City of Mesa; 2) A detailed aerial overlay map of the proposed project location with the
referenced 16 square mile radius identifying the existing homes in the area; 3) A detailed aerial and parcel overlay map along
with the proposed site plan of the project in question; 4} A copy of the hydrologic (well) impairment analysis as provided by
the applicant; and 5) Copies of the written public and agency comments.

| certify the above information is aggupate and complete.

Jerrod MacPherson — Director of Planning and Building

Revised 11/313/09
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EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Columbia-Snake River Irrigators Association
Documentation Packet

DATE: March 20, 2012

TO: Washington State/County Agencies and Interested Parties
FROM: /F -~ Darryll Olsen, Ph.D., CSRIA Principal Consultant, Board Rep.
SUBJECT: Coulee Flats Dairy Declaration of Appropriation of Groundwater

For Stock Watering Purposes under Exempt Well Status

The recent Washington State Supreme Court decision affirming the Superior Court
summary judgment (Franklin County) and the Attorney General’s opinion on the
status of stock watering purposes under exempt wells® determines that “stock
water purposes”? are exempt from requiring groundwater, water right permits (per
RCW 90.44.050). Stock water purposes, and the quantity of water for purposes
thereof, may be obtained through exempt wells.

To implement this State case law and AG opinion relative to a new stock watering
withdrawal, and to provide appropriate water use information to subject regulating
agencies, Mesa Dairy provides the attached Documentation Packet.

The Documentation Packet includes:

1) A formal declaration—pian of development-identifying (legal description) the
existing well, or proposed well, that will be used as an exempt well for stock
watering purposes; and including a detailed description of the stock watering
project, providing the project start date and full development schedule, and
that water use will be measured according to legal standards required under
the water code and WAC.

2) The Supreme Court decision and AG opinion per “stock watering purposes.”
3) Franklin County’s lead agency review for SEPA compliance.

4) A hydrologic impairment analysis, determining no impairment to other water
rights (or wells) from this new appropriation.

3030 W. Clearwater, Sulte 205-A, Kennewick, WA, 99336
509-783-1623, FAX 509-735-3140

! WA State Supreme Court Decision filed December 22, 2012, Case No. 84632-4; Office of Attorney
General, Washington, Opinion, Stock Watering Purposes, November 18, 2005, cited as AGO 2005, No. 17.

2 In “DeVries v. Dept. of Ecology, PCHB 01-073 (2001), the PCHB stated that stock watering purposes
“includes, but is not limited to, drinking, feeding, cleaning their stalls, washing them, washing the
equipment used to feed or milk them, controlling dust around them and cooling them.”
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Coulee Flats Dairy

Declaration of Appropriation of Ground Water for Beneficial Use
And Plan of Development

Appropriation for Stock Watering Purposes Exempt From
Water Right Permit Requirement Under RCW 90.44.050

1. 1, Case VanderMeulen, owner and representative of Coulee Flats Dairy, am qualified to
make the statements of declaration herein.

The following information describes the intent, actions taken, and the beneficial use fo be
made for a project involving permit-exempt stockwatering purposes of ground water, The
purpose of this declaration is to provide notice to the Washington Department of Ecology
(Ecology), and other pertinent agencies, for record keeping purposes.

The Washington State Supreme Court in its December 22, 2011, Affirmation Decision of
the Superior Courts (Franklin County) Summary Judgment concluded that water
withdrawals of groundwater for stock-watering purposes are not limited to any particular
quantity by RCW 90.44.050. The Office of Rob McKenna, Attorney General of Washington
State, previously provided a formal Opinion on Stock Watering Purposes, as well (see
attachments). The Supreme Court Decision (Superior Court Summary Judgment) and AG
Opinion affirm that stock watering purposes supplied by ground water sources fall under
an exemption from water right permitting, and the exemption is not limited to 5,000

gallons per day.

During the late winter-early spring period of 2011-12, Coulee Flats Dairy has worked to
formulate a plan of development to construct a feedlot facility for replacement herd,
adjacent to its existing dairy operations, at its existing farm location. The feediot facility
(project) is fixed and determined, and Mesa Dairy has initiated the process to appropriate
sufficient groundwater to meet the needs of the project. This replacement herd feedlot
project is a major undertaking with anticipated capital expenditures exceeding several

million dollars.

The nature of the project requires that it be carried out in stages over time. The project
stock watering purposes include, but are not limited to: drinking, feeding, cleaning stails,
washing cattle, washing the equipment used to feed cattle, and direct dust control and
temperature cooling. This non-exclusive list of stock watering purposes is consistent with
the definition of “stock watering purposes” given in DeVries v. Dept. of Ecology, Pollution
Control Hearings Board No. 01-073 (2001).

Water Appropriation and Plan of Development Declaration 1
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2. The project requires an adequate water supply (in terms of physical supply and water
rights), State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) review and compliance, facility planning and
design, building permit approvals, nutrient management planning, wastewater handling
facility design, staffing, financing and marketing. Without a sufficient water right

appropriation, the project would be unable to operate.

3. The project pian of development to pursue the dairy project was fixed as of February
2012 by Coulee Flats Dairy.

4. The following steps have been taken to date, or are scheduled to take place, to carry out
the ground water appropriation and develop the project. These steps have been taken in
coordination with a groundwater review and impairment analysis to determine potential
impacts to existing wells, from the new well described below (and within attached

impairment analysis).

v 4.a. Contact well drilling contractors and take bids for drilling a water supply well, in
February-April 2012,

v 4.b. Select drilling contractor, driller mobilizes rig, begins drilling during March-April
2012 (approximate date per driller schedule).

v 4.c. Hire consulting firm to prepare environmental checklist and ensure compliance
with SEPA requirements, see attached SEPA compliance notice provide by Franklin
County Planning and Building Department.

v 4.d. Well construction in progress, encountered good supply and completed
construction, on or about March-April 2012.

v 4.e. Obtain engineering consulting services for well power requirements, on or
about March-May 2012.

v 4f. Contract and order power service to well site, on or about March-May 2012,

v 4.g. Order pump and contract for pump installation, install pump, on or about
March-May 2012,

v 4.h. Install discharge piping at well head, on or about March-May 2012.

v 4.i. Connect well to water storage tank, to be completed in spring-summer 2012,

Water Appropriation and Plan of Development Declaration 2



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Coulee Flats Dairy

v 4.j. Begin phased arrival of livestock to farm, approximately, to be initiated April-
May 2012,

v 4.k Site facility construction on or about April-June 2012.

v 4). Grow replacement herd size to approximately 3,500 animals. Completion
targeted for January 2013-2015.

5. Declared appropriation attributes follow.

5.a. Source: A well located all within: SW1/4 of SE1/4 of Section 22, T.13N, R.31 EWM
and approximately at N.46.35.435 W.118.54.532 (see attached maps). The well will be
constructed to yield water from the Grande Ronde Basalt Aquifer, and constructed so as to
case-off any interaction with the Wanapum Basalt Aquifer. The well will be withdrawing
from below the Wanapum Basalt Aquifer yielding formations.

All water wells constructed within the state shall meet the minimum standards for
construction and maintenance, 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. An air line and gage
shall be installed in addition to the access port.

5.b. Place of Use: See attached maps and location documents, and legal descriptions
therein. At project site.

5c. Purpose of Use: Continuous stock watering purposes.

5.d. Quantities:

v Not to exceed a daily peak use of 140,000 gallons per day (per full development};
this is equivalent to a peak use of about 100 gpm.

v Under full development, total annual acre-ft. usage not to exceed 160 acre-ft.

This is the total appropriation declared for stock watering purposes, per the development
project described herein, and the final appropriation shall be limited to actual beneficial

use.

Water Appropriation and Plan of Development Declaration 3
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Coulee Flats Dairy

6. Voluntary Conditions. Coulee Flats Dairy voluntarily meter water use for the project
consistent with metering standards for permitted water right uses (WAC 173-173).

An approved measuring device(s) shall be installed and maintained for the sources (all
noints of withdrawal) identified herein in accordance with the rule “Requirements for
Measuring and Reporting Water Use”, Chapter 173-173 WAC.

Water use data shall be recorded weekly and shall be submitted annually to Ecology by
January 31st of each calendar year typically.

7. It is further noted that an evaluation of hydrologic conditions has been petformed, with
a finding that no existing rights (or wells) will be impaired due to the new
appropriation/well site for stock watering purposes (see attached documents used for
analyses). The evaluations further suggest that empirically measureable impacts are not
likely, given the well withdrawal zone (depth), and the material stratification between other
well withdrawal zones.

The hydrologic conditions of the new well site were further reviewed with staff from the
Benton and Franklin Conservation District who supervise and review the groundwater
modeling work conducted under the multi-county GWMA project. Their observations are
consistent with the no impairment findings, and that the new well would be withdrawing

from the Grande Ronde Basalt Aquifer.

In summary, the analyses indicate:

v The new stock watering well output would be established at about 100 gpm peak.
This amounts to about 160 acre-ft. per year, roughly equivalent to the seasonal use
of about one-half of an irrigation center pivot. It will be constructed to case fully
through the Wanapum Basait Aquifer, extending into the Grand Ronde Basalt

Aquifer.

v The nearest existing wells to the new exempt well site are: 1) a domestic weli
owned by Mesa Dairy; and 2) a recently constructed domestic well (Zehm) located
approximately 0.25 miles east of the new well site. These wells are relatively
shallow wells and constructed for domestic use purposes, with relatively low-flow

(Epm) output.

The new stock watering well will be constructed (with casing) to a depth well below
the direct water bearing zones of either the existing Mesa Well or the Zehm Well, to
prevent interference or impairment conditions. The new stock watering well will be
effectively in a separate body of groundwater management (Grande Ronde Basalt

Water Appropriation and Plan of Development Declaration 4
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Aquifer) than the existing, more shallow wells. The attached analyses indicate no
impairment.

v The nearest, larger producing irrigation well is owned by Mesa (Coulee Flats) Dairy
and is located about 0.75 miles west of the new stock watering well site
(Germain/Lundgren Well); and it is at a depth of about 1,235 ft. (reconditioned weil)
and produces about 800 gpm (as log tested). It serves nearby center pivot
irrigation. This well is in the same approximate yielding zone as the new stock

watering well.

The attached analyses and previous investigations in the area (Mesa Dairy main
well and Pepiots Well) indicate that the new stock watering well would not impair
production at the existing Germain/Lundgren Well, and any measurable impact to
pumping levels would be small.

v’ Approximately located 1.25 miles south of the new well site is the Pepiots Well, an
irrigation well (and water right) no longer in service—could be used as limited
domestic exempt well. The analyses indicated that impairment is not an issue at

the Pepiots Well site.

v Per the well log registry, an original “municipal use well” is located approximately
1.5 miles northeast of the new well site (Loeber-Connell Well, all within SE/1/4 of
Section 14, T.13N, R.31 EWM). This well is about 1,005 ft. deep, and withdraws
from the Wanapum Basalt Aquifer (per well log and groundwater mapping review).
it would not be impaired by the new Grande Ronde Aquifer withdrawal, and any
empirically measurable impact is unlikely.

v Approximately located 1.75-2.0 miles north-northeast of the new stock watering
well site are an irrigation well and a domestic well (Loeber Wells).

The irrigation well (NE1/4 of NW1/4 of Section 14) is at a depth of about 1,210 ft.
and produces about 1,800-2,000 gpm (as log tested). This well is in the same
approximate yielding zone as the new stock watering well (unclear whether it is
withdrawing from both Wanapum and Grande Ronde formations absent full casing).

The attached analyses and previous investigations in the area (Mesa Dairy main
well and Pepiots Well) indicate that the new stock watering well would not impair
production at this existing irrigation well, and measurable Impact to pumping levels,
if any, would be small {the Pepoits well is located physically closer to the new wefl

site).

Water Appropriation and Plan of Development Declaration 5
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The domestic well (NE1/4 of NE1/4 of section 14) is at a depth of about 525 ft. and
produces about 7-25 gpm (as log tested).

The new stock watering well will be constructed (with casing) to a depth well below
the direct water bearing zones of this existing domestic well, to prevent interference
or impairment conditions. The new stock watering well will be effectively in a
separate body of groundwater management than this existing, more shallow well.

Based on distance and location, this domestic well could potentially be affected
more greatly, relative to the exiting (Loeber) irrigation well to the west, depending
on the irrigation well construction and casing.

8. 1 declare under penaity of perjury of the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

DATED this 20t day of March, 2012, in Franklin County, Washington.

Case VanderMeulen
(signed original)

Owner/Representative, Coulee Flats Dairy

Water Appropriation and Plan of Development Declaration 6
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Mesa Dairy New Exempt Stock Watering Well and Nearest Existing Wells

Germain/Lundgren Well New Exempt Well Lundgren Well Zehm Well
(irrigation) (Stock Watering) (Domestic) {Domestic)

Location:

All within:

Germain/Lundgren Well (Irrigation):

N.46.35.438, W. 118.55.466

New Exempt Well (Stock Watering):

N. 46.35.435, W. 118.54.532

Lundgren Well {Domestic):
N. 46.35.436, W. 118.52.461

Zehm Well {Domestic):
N. 46.35.447, W. 118.54.183

NE1/4 of NE1/4 of Section 28, T.13N, R.31 EWM.

SW1/4 of SE1/4 of Section 22, T.13N, R.31 EWM.

SW1/4 of SE1/4 of Section 22, T.13N, R.31 EWM.

SE1/4 of SE1/4 of Section 22, T.13, R.31 EWM.
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WATER — WATER RIGHTS — DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY — RULFES AND REGULATIONS -~
Interpretation of statutory language exempting withdrawals of groundwater for stock-
watering from permitting requirements.

i RCW 90.44.050 exempts withdrawals of groundwater for stock-watering purposes from
the permitting requirement, without setting a numeric limit on the quantity of water
withdrawn.

2. The Department of Ecology does not have authority to impose a categorical limit on the
quantity of groundwater that may be withdrawn for stock-watering without a permit.
In certain circumstances, the Department of Ecology’s statutory authority to regulate
the use of water may affect or limit such withdrawals, just as it may affect or limit

withdrawals for other purposes.

3 An agency may not alter its interpretation of a statute in a manner that is inconsistent
with statutory language and legislative intent to address changed societal conditions.

November 18, 2005

The HonorableBobMorton Cite As:
State Senator, 7th District
P. O. Box40407 AGO 2005 No. 17

Olympia,WA 98504-0407

The HenorableJanéaHolmquist
State Representative, 13th District
P. Q. Box40600

Olympia,WA 98504~0600

Dear Senator Morton and Representative Holmquist:

By letter previously acknowledged, you have asked for an opinion interpreting RCW 90.44.050. Under
this statute, certain withdrawals of groundwater may be made without applying for and receiving a water right
permit. You have posed the following questjons:

1. Does RCW 90.44.050 restrict groundwater withdrawals without a permit,
for stock-watering purposes, to 5,000 gallons per day?

2. If RCW 90.44.050 does not limit such groundwater withdrawals for stock-
watering to 5,000 gallons per day, may the Department of Ecology

http://www.atg.wa.gov/opinion.aspx ?section=topic&id=5872 7/18/2007
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implement rules imposing such a limit?

foriginal page 2] 3. May an agency interpret and apply statutory language
differently over time due to its perception of changing societal needs or
the agency’s evolving public policy perspective?

BRIEF ANSWERS

RCW 90.44.050 authorizes groundwater withdrawals for stock-watering purposes without a water right
permit and does not limit the amount of such withdrawals to any specific quantity. The Department of
Ecology (Ecology) lacks statutory authority to require a permit as a condition to the withdrawal of
groundwater for stock-watering purposes, or to categorically limit the amount of water that may be withdrawn
for such purposes. In certain circumstances, statutes administered by Ecology would authorize it to affect or
limit withdrawals of water for stock-watering purposes, just as they would authorize Ecology to affect or limit
other exempt and nonexempt withdrawals. An administrative agency may not interpret a statute in a manner
that is inconsistent with its language and legislative intent based on its belief that a different interpretation
would better advance sound public policy, but may change its interpretation based on changes in case law, new
information about legislative intent in enacting the statute, or where the statute is sufficiently broad te
reasonably permit a changed interpretation.

http://www.atg.wa.gov/opinion.aspx7section=topic&id=5872 7/18/2007
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

FIVE CORNERS FAMILY FARMERS,
SCOTT COLLIN, THE CENTER FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL LAW AND POLICY, No. 84632-4

and SIERRA CLUB,
En Banc

Appellants/Cross-Respondents,

V.

STATE OF WASHINGTON, and
WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF
ECOLOGY,

Respondents,
EASTERDAY RANCHES, INC.,
Respondent/Cross-Appellant,

WASHINGTON CATTLEMEN’S
ASSOCIATION, COLUMBIA SNAKE
RIVER IRRIGATORS ASSOCIATION,
WASHINGTON STATE DAIRY
FEDERATION, NORTHWEST DAIRY
ASSOCIATION, WASHINGTON CATTLE
FEEDERS ASSOCIATION, CATTLE
PRODUCERS OF WASHINGTON,
WASHINGTON STATE SHEEP Filed December 22, 2011
PRODUCERS, and WASHINGTON FARM
BUREAU,

Respondents/Intervenors.



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Five Corners Family Farmers v. State
No.84632-4

OWENS, J. — By statute, the legislature requires a permit to withdraw public
groundwater or to construct a well to do so. RCW 90.44.650. The statute also
provides exemptions from the permit requirement for certain uses. This case concerns
the scope of one of those ecxemptions. We conclude that, under the plain language of
the statute, withdrawals of groundwater for stock-watering purposes are not limited to
any particular quantity by RCW 90:41.9@. Accordingly, we affirm the superior
court’s grant of summary judgment to the respondents. We also affirm the superior
court’s refusal to grant summary judgment against the appellants on the basis of
standing and its determination that Easterday Ranches Inc. (Easterday) is not entitled
to attorney fees as a result of the change of venue.

Facts

Easterday seeks to operate a large cattle feedlot in Franklin County. In order to
provide water for the 30,000 head of cattle operation, Easterday drilled a well into the
Grande Ronde aquifer. At the suggestion of the Department of Ecology {Department),
Easterday acquired water rights from a neighboring farm. This transfer, referred to as
the Pepiot Transfer, gave Easterday the right to withdraw 316 acre feet! of water per
year, which is approximately 282,106 gallons per day. This water is used both for
stock drinking water and other feedlot purposes; under the transfer up to 66 acre feet

per year, or approximately 58,921 gallons per day, may be used of stock drinking

! One acre foot is approximately 325,851 gallons.
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Five Corners Family Farmers v. State
No.84632-4

water. The estimated stock drinking water required is between 450,000 and 600,000
gallons per day. Easterday contends, and the Department agreed, that Easterday’s
withdrawal of the additional groundwater for stock-watering purposes is exempt from
statutory permit requirements. See RCW 90.44.050.

Scott Collin, Five Comers Family Farmers, the Center for Environmental Law
and Policy (CELP), and the Sierra Club (collectively Appellants) filed a declaratory
judgment action against the State of Washington, the Department, and Easterday in
Thurston County Superior Court. Appellants sought a declaration that the stock-
watering exemption from the permit requirement in RCW 90.44.050 is limited to uses
of less than 5,000 gallons per day. Appellants further sought an injunction ordering
Easterday to cease groundwater use without a permit. Thurston County Superior
Court granted Easterday’s motion to change venue to Franklin County but denied
Easterday’s request for attorney fees pursuant to RCW 4.12.090.

Franklin County Superior Court allowed multiple agricuitural organizations to
intervene as defendants. The parties filed cross motions for summary judgment. The
court concluded that genuine issues of material fact precluded Easterday’s motion for
summary judgment on the basis of standing but granted the summary judgment
motions of Easterday, the Department, and the intervenors (collectively Respondents)

with respect to the interpretation of RCW 90.44.050, which the court held



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Five Corners Family Farmers v. State
No.846324

unambiguously provides an exemption from the permit requirement for withdrawal of
any amount of groundwater for stock-watering purposes. Appellants filed a notice of
appeal, seeking direct review by this court. Easterday filed a notice of cross appeal,
seeking review of Thurston County Superior Court’s refusal to grant Easterday
attorney fegs for the change of venue and Franklin County Superior Court’s failure to
dismiss for lack of standing. We retained the case for decision. |
issues

1. Do Appeliants possess standing to bring this declaratory judgment action?

2. Is the stock-watering exemption in RCW 90.44.050 limited to 5,000 gallons
per day?

3. Is Easterday entitled to attorney fees under RCW 4.12.090?

Analysis

L. Standing

Appellants have standing to bring this declaratory judgment action. Standing
for purposes of the Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, chapter 7.24 RCW, is set
forth in RCW 7.24.020, which provides, in relevant part, that

[a] person . . . whose rights, status or other legal relations are affected by

a statute . . . may have determined any question of construction or

validity arising under the . . . statute . . . and obtain a declaration of

rights, status or other legal relations thereunder.

In order to establish that a party’s “rights, status or other legal relations are affected by
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
JERROD B. MACPHERSON — DIRECTOR

DATE: February 3, 2012

TO: SEPA Reviewing Agencies

FROM: Franklin County Planning and Building Department
RE: SEPA Checklist

Frapklin County Case file — CUP 2012-03

This is to notify all public and private agencies with jurisdiction and/or environmental expertise,
that the Franklin County Planning and Building Department has been established as the Lead
Agency pursuant to the Washington State Environmental Policy Act of 1971, as amended, for the

following proposal:

Project/Location: Said application is to operate a feedlot for the raising of calves and
heifers in the Agricultural Production 20 (AP-20) Zoning District. The
operation is proposed to have a maximum head count of 3,500 anirpals.
A Conditional Use Permit is required for a feedlot operation when the
headcount exceeds 1000 animals.

The property is located east of Mesa, east of Highway 395, west of the
intersection of Joyce Road and Coordes Road near sitc addres 2270
Joyce Road (Parcel Numbers 109-220-022 and 109-270-022).

Enclosed please find a Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), the Environmental
Checklist, mitigation measures, and other materials pertaining to the proposal. Receipt of these
materials constitutes designation of your agency as a possible “Agency with Jurisdiction”
pursuant to SEPA. As such, procedures and regulations set forth in WAC 197-11 must be met.

Written comments on the Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS} may be
submitted to this agency within fourteen (14) days from the date of publication (publication date
~ February 16, 2012, and comment deadline date — March 1, 2012).

This proposal was registered in the SEPA Public Information Center of this department on
February 3, 2012. Comments should be received by 5:00 p.m. Thursday March 1, 2012, at which
time the Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS) will become final.

If you have any questions, comments and/or concerns don’t hesitate to contact this office.

Jetrod MacPherson,
Director

Enclosures

LAND UsE — ZONING CODE — BUILDING CODE — FIRE CODE — CODE ENFORCEMENT — BUSINESS REGISTRATION _
1016 N, 4™ AVE. - PASCO, WA 99301 - [509] 545-3521 - FAX [508] 546-3367 - BURN LINE [508] 545-3586 - BLDG. INsP. Line [508] 545-3522 - WWW.CO.FRANKLIN.WA.US
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
JERROD B. MIACPHERSON — DIRECTOR

FRANKLIN COUNTY
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that there has been proposed to the Franklin County Planning
Comivission an application by Case VanderMeulen, PO Box 228, Mesa, WA 99343 for a

Conditional Use Permit, CUP 2012-03.

Said application i to operate a foedlot for the raising of calves and heifers in the Agricultural
Production 20 Zoning District. ‘The operation is proposed to have a maximum head count of
3,500 animals.

A Conditional Use Permit is required for a feedlot operation when the headcount exceeds 1000
animals.

The subject parcel is described as follows:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

The proposed feedlot is located on portions of the following Franklin County Tax Parcels: 109-
220-022 and 109-270-022.

NON-LEGAL DESCRIPTION: The property is located east of Mesa, cast of Highway 395,
west of the intersection of Joyce Road and Coordes Road near site addres 2270 Joyce Road

(Parcel Numbers 109-220-022 and 109-270-022).

VICINITY MAP:
/
1
dgyce Boad —
Location

LAND LisE — ZONING CODE — BUILDING CooE — FIRE CODE — CODE ENFORCEMENT — BUSINESS REGISTRATION
1016 M. 4™ AVE. - PASCO, WA 89307 - [509] 545-3521 - FAX [509] 546-3367 - BURN LINE {509] 545-3586 - BLDG. INSP. LiNE [508] 545-3522 - WWAV.CO.FRANKLIN WA.US
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Page 2
CUP 2012-03

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that said application will be considered by the Franklin
County Planning Commission. Said consideration will be a public hearing on March 6, 2012 at
the hour of 7:00 p.m. in the Frauklin County Courthouse, Commissioners Meeting Room,
1016 North 4® Avenue, Pasco, WA 99301 and all concerned may sppear and present amy
support for or objections to the application.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that said proposal has been reviewed under the requirements
of the State Environmental Policy Act, as amended, along with the Eavironmental Checklist and
other information. A determination has been made as to the environmental impacts of the
proposal and a Mitigated Declaration of Non-Significance (MDNS) has been issued.
Accordingly, an Environmental Impact Statement is mot required. This determination was made
on February 3, 2012 and comments regarding the determination and the environmental impacts

of the proposal can be made to the Planning Department by March 1, 2012.

Information concerning the proposal can be obtained at the Franklin County Planning
Department, 1016 North 4th, Pasco, Washington 99301, or by calling 545-3521.

DATED AT PASCO, WASHINGTON ON THIS 3® DAY OF FEBRUARY 2012

PUBLISH:
i&%\,

February 16,2012 _
! MacPherson, Planning and Building Director




Description of proposal:

Mitigation Measures:

Proponent:
Location of proposal,

including street address,
if any:

Lead agency:

EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

MITIGATED DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE

Said application is to operate a feedlot for the raising of dairy replacement cafves and
heifers in the Agricaltural Production 20 (AP-20) Zoning District The operation is
proposed to have a maximum head count of 3,500 animals. 4 Conditional Use Permit is
required for a feedlot aperation when the headcount exceeds 1000 animals — CUP 2012 03.

1) Apply for and obtain a Franklin County Conditional Use Permit for land use approval,
2) Iffand use approval is granted by Franklin County, the applicant shall:

a} Comply with ail conditions of the Franklin County Conditional Use Permit— if

granted.
b) Comply with the Washington Stafe Depariment of Ecology’s permit

regisirements for Confined Animal Feeding Operations.
¢} An update fo the applicant’s existing dairy matrient management plan is
required in order to incorporate the proposed culve and heifer feedlot as dairy
replacement animals. Additionally, the applicant's dairy Fly and Odor Control
Plan skall be updated and incorporated with the new feedlot proposal.
d) A well impairment analysis by a qualified professional shall be prepared to
ensure the exempt well being drilled for the feedlot operation will not impair

existing wells or water resources in the area.

3) Nothing in this MDNS shall excuse the applicant from compiving with all other Local,
State and Federal reswlations reluting to feedlot operations, etc.

Case VanderMeulen, P.O, Box 228, Mesa, WA 99343.

The property is located east of Mesa, east of Highway 395, west of the intersection of Jovce
Road and Coordes Road near site address 2270 Joyce Road (Parcel Numbers 149-220-G22

and 109-270-022).

Frankiin County, Washington.

The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the

environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43.2]

C.030 (2)(c). This decision was

made after review of a completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the lead agency. This
information is available fo the public on request.

_There is no comment period for this DNS.

_This DNS is issued after using the optional DNS process in WAC 197~11-335. There is no further comment period on

the DNS.

X This MDNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on this proposal for 14 days from the
publish date below. Comments must be submitted by: March 1, 2012.

Responsible official:
Position/title/Phone:
Address:

Date/Sigpature:
{optional)

Jerrod MacPherson
Planning and Building Director — (509) 545-3521

1016 North £ Avenue, 0
232012 - (

Publish Date:  Februarv 16, 2012

You may appeal this determination to (nzme): Franklin County Planning and Building Department

at (location):

no later than (date):

by (method):

1016 North £ Avenue
Pasco, WA 99301

March I, 2012

In writing

You should be prepared to make specific factual objections.
Contact the Lead Ageacy to read or ask about the procedures for SEPA appeals.
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PART ELEVEN - FORMS

WAC 197-11-960 Environmental checklist.
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Purpose of checklist:

The State Enviroamental Policy Act (SEPA), chapter 43.21C RCW, requires all governmental agencies to consider the
environmental impacts of a proposal before making decisions. An environmental impact statement (EIS) must be prepared for all
proposals with probable significant adverse impacts on the quality of the environment. The purpase of this checklist is to provide
information to help you and the agency identify impacts from your proposal (and to reduce or avoid impacts from the proposal, if if
can be done) and to help the agency decide whether an EIS is required.

Instructions for applicarnts: A

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Governmental agencies
use this checklist to determine whether the environmental impacts of your proposal are significant, requiring preparation of an EIS.
Answer the questions briefly, with the most precise information known, or give the best description you can. .

You must answer each question accurately and carefislly, to the best of your knowledge. In most cases, you should be able
to answer the questions from your own observations or project plans wihout the need to hire expests. If you really do not know the
answer, or if 2 question does not apply to your proposal, write "do mot know" or "does not apply." Complete aswers to the
questions now may avoid unnecessary delays later.

Some questions ask about governmental regulations, such as zoning, shoreline, and lmdmark designations. Answer these
questions if you can. If you have problems, the governmental agencies can assist you.

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 additiona! infermation that will help describe your proposal or its environmental effects. The
agency to which you submit this chedklist may ask you to explain your answers or provide additional information reasonably
related to detenmining if there may be significant adverse impact.

Use of checklist for nomproject proposals:

Complete this checklist for nonproject proposals, even though questions may be answered "does not apply.” N ADDITION,
complete the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (pact D).

For nonproject actions, the references in the checklist to the words "project,” "applicant,” and “property or site” should be
read as "proposal,” "proposer,” and "affected geographic aces,” respectively.

A. BACKGROWRD )
1. Name of proposed project, if applicable:

2. Name of applicant: CASE YA LYIL MiEa d Bny
3. Address and phone number of spplicant and contact person:
#o Box 228 s tud
132) PRLIT 26 Ga3¢,3
4. Date checklistprepared: /~2.47- 42 ’
5. Agency requesting checkdist FRAVL L4, €O Blece ra rivte + piifinving oA,
6. Proposed timing or schedule {(inchuding phasing, if applicable): o
SEX AT I Aerr8m PRoJeT OEICR 1o T ron .

Seg Fyo-oryy

7. Do you have any plaus for fisture additions, expansion, or farther activity related to or connected with fhs proposal? If yes,
explain, :
NOT AT Tuis Fraaz.
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR
AGENCY USE ONLY
3. Water

a. Surface:
1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including

year-round and seasonal streams, saftwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? Ifyes, describe type
and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. ,

Ao Stapdis on e dasEir Fon SELFRAAL il £S5

2) 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.

/l%/f)

3) 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
Indicate the source of fill material.

N

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

Ao

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

AvoT  TFTHAT ) Avis OF

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.

Ao

b. Ground: @‘w ’

v
1) Will ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water? Give Q}Q\?\o 6” b\\"’
general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. LD

; . ' v
A Livigsrock BXEMAT R il 342 DR L \

Ao Sl ag s 70 SA0kasd oA THL. A Well jmpairment
a.mﬂ.fg.STS Wi/ be reguived to ensure ro rmpact fo existm
2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septictanks or ¢ ) ffe or Wa
other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing feSources,
following chemicals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the .
number of such systems, the nnmber of houses to be served (if applicabie), or the number of animals or humans
the system(s) are expected to serve. 43/'2-

Sig fﬂcﬂ He? £ &ZSC!Z;/J‘?!QM.
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Hydrologic Impairment Analysis
No Impairment of Other Water Rights
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MESA DAIRY FEEDLOT EXEMPT DAIRY WELL
IMPAIRMENT ANALYSIS

BACKGROUND

Case Vander Muelen is proposing to develop a feedlot for replacement herd cows for his
working dairy located near Mesa, Washington. This feedlot would be located in Section 22,
‘Township 13 North, Range 31 East. As part of the establishment of this new feedlot a well is
required to provide water for the cattle. This well would fall under the exemption for needing a
water permit, now recognized by the Department of Ecology, for dairy and feedlot operations.

WATER REQUIREMENTS

This feedliot operation will entail the handling of up to 3,500 animals. The water requirement of
these cows is very dependent upon environmental conditions, especially the air temperature,
With peak temperatures reaching in excess of 100° it is anticipated that the peak water
requirement for these animals will be 40 gallons per day. This would then yield a daily peak
volume required of approximately 140,000 gallons. It is anticipated that the total usage would

not exceed 160 acre-feet per year.

It is anticipated that the well to be constructed will be cased to approximately 1,150 feet to
minimize impacts to adjacent wells. The total depth of the well will be approximately 1,300 feet
deep. At this depth it is anticipated that it will yield from the Grande Ronde Basalt Aquifer. For
purposes of this analysis we will consider the 160 acre-feet a year as the peak demand. This will
effectively yield an equivalent of approximately 100 gpm continuous demand on the aquifer.

ANALYSIS

The new well will be constructed so that the Wanapum Basalt Aquifer will be cased off and
sealed. It is anticipated that casing and sealing to an approximate depth of 1,150" will
accomplish this. Drilling approximately 150 feet below the bottom of the casing will provide the

volume of water required.

There appears to be 5 wells located within approximately 1 1/2 miles of the proposed well: They
are the following:

The Lundgren Domestic Weil is located in Section 22. It is 680 feet decp, penetrates the basalts
644 feet, and is located approximately 675 feet east of the new well. This well yields from the
Wanapum Basalt Aquifer. It is one of the wells that will be utilized by Mesa Dairy for a

domestic supply.



The Zehm Domestic Well is located in Section 22. It is 682 feet deep, penetrates the basalts 679
feet, and is located approximately 2,500 feet east of the new well. This well yields from the
Wanapum Basalt Aquifer. The new well will be cased, and sealed through the Wanapum Basalt
Aquifer, no impact to the Zehm Domestic Well will result from the pumping of the new well.

The Germain/Lundgren Well is located in Section 28. It is 1,235 feet deep, penetrates
approximately 1,229 feet of basalt, and lies approximately 3,550 feet southwest of the new well.
This well yields from the same flows/aquifers anticipated to be penetrated in the new well. This

well is utilized by the Mesa Dairy to produce crops.

The Loeber/Town of Connell Well is located in Section 14. It is 1,005 feet deep, penetrates
approximately 895 feet of basalt, and lies approximately 8,300 feet northeast of the new well.
This well yields from the Wanapum Basalt Aquifer. The new well will be cased and sealed
through the Wanapum Basalt Aquifer, no impact to the Loeber/Town of Connell Well will result

from the pumping of the new well.

The Pepiots Inc.Well is located in Section 34. Itis 1,311 feet deep, penetrates approximately
1,185 feet of basalt, and lies approximately 7,930 feet south of the new well. This well yields
from the same flows/aquifers anticipated to be penetrated in the new well. This well is currently
a non-producing irrigation well that could be utilized as a domestic or stockwater well. As such
it is the closest well that is yielding from the Grande Ronde Basait Aquifer to the new well. For
these reasons an analysis of potential impacts to that well will be run.

There are several other wells, as noted on the map, that are located within 5 miles of the new
well. These wells have either not penetrated the basalt zones that will yield water to the new
well, or are shallow gravel wells located in or near the bottom of the Esquatzel Coulee. Itis
anticipated, owing to vertical and horizontal separation, that there will be little if any impact to
the water levels in these wells caused by the pumping of the new well.

Tn order to determine the potential impacts of pumping the new well on these other wells noted
above, a model utilizing the Modified Theis Equation was utilized. This equation provides for a
very rough estimation of impacts of pumping of one well on another well in the same aquifer.
There are many assumptions that are made in order to utilize this equation, and so it is indeed

only a tool to provide a very rough estimation.
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The equation is a follows:

s = (264Q/T) (log(.3T/128))

s — feet of drawdown

Q — pumping rate in gpm’s

T — coefficient of transmissivity of the aquifer in gpd/ft
r — distance in feet from pumped well

S — coefficient of storage (which is dimensionless}

t — time since pumping started in days

This equation can be solved utilizing pump test information captured at an observation well
penetrating the same aquifer. This information is rarely available, and so a range of values for T
and S have been established for the Grande Ronde Basalt Aquifer. These ranges are 50,000 —
100,000 gpd/ft for T, and .00002 - .0005 for S. Given those values along with knowing the
maximum pumping requirement of 160 acre-feet a year with the equivalent rate of 100 gpm
instantaneous flow, and the distance to the subject well, a rough approximation of impacts to
water levels can be determined. The model graphically shows these estimated impacts. Copies
of 2 map showing the locations of the various wells along with maps showing the estimated

water surface impacts are attached.

When looking at the Pepiots Inc. Well located in Section 34 for potential impairment, the model,
the above equation and the values for the various parts of the equation noted above have been
utilized. It can be anticipated that at the end of one year of pumping the new well, the Pepiots
Inc. Well would notice a decline of the water level in the well of between .7 and 1.9 feet.

CONCILUSION

A well being constructed to supply water for a new feedlot operation is Iocated in the SW 1/4
SKE1/4 Section 22, Township 13 North, Range 31 East. This well is required to provide water for
the replacement herd for a nearby dairy. This well will be constructed under the exémption

provided for dairy and feedlot operations that now exists.

There are several wells located within 5 miles of the proposed new well. Several of these wells
are producing from sands and gravels, or shallow basalts that will not be impacted by this well.
The closest well yielding out of the Grande Ronde Basalt Aquifer that will serve the new well is
the Pepiots Inc, well. It is anticipated that after one year of pumping on the new well this well
would be impacted .7 to 1.9 feet. This falls well below the magnitude that can be described as
impairment, Any other wells yielding from this aquifer, but lying further from the new well

would be impacted even less.
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When one considers all factors of casing, penetration depths, distances from other wells, and the
relatively low withdrawal rate the resulting potential impacts to other well and water right
owners will be minimal. The magnitude of these potential impacts falls well below the
magnitude that can be described as impairment as described by statute. Additionally, from
personal experience of over 30 years of actually monitoring of pumping of wells in the area, it is
highly unlikely that the actual impacts will approach those noted.

Thomas R. Buchholtz PE — March 13, 2012

]EmeEs a0V 2014 |
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Mesa, Washington
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Lakes

location map, near Mesa, Washington.

Fig. 1. vander Menien Dairy proposed exempt well



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Fig. 2. Drawdown contours after 365 days of constant pumping at 100 gom (161 ac-ft/yr) at the Proposed Exempt
Well, assuming no aquifer recharge during that time period. Transmissivity = 100,000 gpd/ft, storativity = 0.0005.
Calculated drawdown at the Pepiot Well = 0.7 ft.

Fig. 3. Drawdown contours after 365 days of constant pumpling at 100 gpm (161 ac-ft/yr} at the Proposed Exempt
well, assuming no aguifer recharge during that time period. Transmissivity = 50,000 gpd/ft, storativity =~ 0.00002.
Calculated drawdown at the Pepiot Well = 1.9 ft.
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EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Mesa Dairy New Exempt Stock Watering Well and Nearest Existing Wells

4

s

Loeber Weils (2} &
Irr./Domestic o

!

| Loeber Well k a

yoo New Exempt and Existing | ,
Lundgren Well (2 Wells) | &l
| Germain/Lundgren Well l : T



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Mesa Dairy New Exempt Stock Watering Well and Nearest Existing Welis

Germain/Lundgren Well New Exempt Well Lundgren Well Zehm Well
{irrigation) (Stock Watering) (Domestic) (Domestic)

Location:

All within:

Germain/Lundgren Well (Irrigation):

N. 46.35.438, W. 118.55.466

New Exempt Well (Stock Watering):

N. 46.35.435, W. 118.54.532

Lundgren Well (Domestic):
N. 46.35.436, W. 118.52.461

Zehm Well (Domestic):
N. 46.35.447, W. 118.54.183

NE1/4 of NE1/4 of Section 28, T.13N, R.31 EWM.

SW1/4 of SE1/4 of Section 22, T.13N, R31 EWM.

SW1/4 of SE1/4 of Section 22, T.13N, R31 EWM.

SE1/4 of SE1/4 of Section 22, T.13, R.31 EWM.
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£
tering)

| {;} New Exempt Well (Stock Wa
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The Department of Ecology does NOT Warranty the Data and/or the Information on this Well Report.

PROPODED LB ’g Dmsts gueoe 0 Mol O
Qo WawaD ‘' ow O un:--u-:c--r-‘-"-::—s-_ .‘.':'--.:-":
MNmdeesi G Newws XX mmON0  Dwe  Tow Sojl a 3
Ressrmatarsd O fotey @ X fn Gravel & Belders 1. 22
o DRERENONE: Cweaw oiwil 5 aoes, Sand : ' 22 16
vowi_ G680 wa Dpmeempsmden 6BQ s Med. Broken Brown Basalt - a8 42
- - llln:d Ernv ﬁg_ gﬁ
CONITRUCTION DETARS: ad. own 8 &
a4 6§ - :_ + _‘:—i——-‘ Jard 'Giar . Bé 98
Adnar - O He to Soft Brdwn clny o 110
Toomaded Y S b -t R s g.:d Grav . 110 125
e w3 askk ed. Browan . 125 166
Typo of paiiasuter wind " "Hard 6rar _— ~.166 170
OFE ot padontinas iy »  Med. Brown - 170 187
et g some Tan/Grav Lisy
Prinahes b b & Mad. Brawp / Bridged over
e et e o after well drilled-5"
oweens Wl wEX liner to be sest 187 220
Sandners Ny Jiard Grav 220 33§
- e e ‘Med. HBrown ot . 216 1%A
o B = ‘am A Hard Gray - 158  14S
R am A= & Med Gray 165 269
omsipeiet: Wl wmiEk owvom - HKord Gray 260 ASA
el pased aw ’ ® Med Black/Red Hgngy Cnned 450 ARY
Guslons sonk You Tontust 20 g Med Gray &R7  LTR
u:-abzagnite e Hard Gray 476 SM
ﬂiu—ﬂﬂﬂ wm whk Mad. Brayn &M KIN
Tvos of vt Dl e ’nrll Grq 2N 271
Siamed of sasiing qugm o Mad . Rrayp/Lraan 521 XA
« Had Block &5 sas
@ PUMP: shmdiomenrs Naw Mad BArnwn ‘RQ8  AN4
T : WA Hinrd Geay &N&  A7N
g WATERLEWELY: Lawvurhes sivemes Mad. Blark/Blne H20 90 R&S
— -._--:--ud [ Hard Gray L% AAn
Anasign piates - pvapmeia et : ‘
L v } i . k
W e, ) eason LU/ 1Y/94w compume IU/2i798 .w__
) WELLTESTE Cumauum is anaunt wabe ot i inand heins s e :
-.nn-f hn hﬂ Eyen by when? mmm
Yot kA wah Aot 1 ownsiruoled dndior acospt megonalily fer cenpwucion of s well, and I
" ’ - - poaspliance wili all Vilmhington wall csnalucion siisinvs. Maisdelr ased !
12 GrM €-480 Eriarasion rapested b S5 S0 06 By S0t bnpuiedgn ot intiel
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this Well Report.

-

The Dep: The Department of Ecology does NOT Warranty the Data and/or the Information on

] EXHIBIT® = ¥» 7«72 ¥ay2, 2012
Deparindent i Eeology o WATER WELL REPORT Applisation . e
Sccond Copy — Owner's Copy - —y -
Thuird Copy — Driller's Copy STATE OF WASHINGTON Pml@. LY T
(1) OWNER: yame.. Bill Germailzn .. Address .. ... esa, Vae e

2} LOCATION OF WELL: county Frapkiin

ﬂ y-d- NE_v, . NE_1; s:r.-..._ZB T3 w. m 3 _wa

Juing and distance (rom section or subdivision corner

(5) PROPOSED USE: Domestic [ Industrial [ Municipat [J
Iigation [ Test Well [} Other O

(4) TYPE OF WORK: Qumersrumberotwel J1
Newwadl [ Method: Dug [J Bored
Deepanad a Cabls ] Ditvan [
Reconditioned [J Botary@ Jettet O

{1 -
(5) DIMENSIONS: Diarnater of wel&ia'.!..-njgg Inches.
Deilled .. ) 1335, st Depth of completea wet 1133

(6} CONSTRUCTION DETAILS:

Casing installed: 15 « plam. from #1100 .21 _n
1. to .

Threaded [} w———" Diam. from

Welded " Diam, from #® to n
Perforations: vy Mo®
Type of parforator used.
SIZE of parforations ——— . 0. DY i in.
s puriorations from K. to "
_________ perfosations From . —. t}. 10 .
— .. perforations from . to n.
- Screens: ves] Nof}

Manufaciures's Nama,
Type. - ——. Model No. .
Diam. . Slot size from . to fn
Dism. ____ Slot size fram r® o it

Gravel packed: va g 0 Size of gravel: ..

Gravel plseed from it. to n.
Surface seal: ves@m No[ To what depth? _.,.a.lé/h
Matsrial used In seal_...Camant —
Did any strats contaln unusable wrater? Yes (0 NnE
Type of waterl.. oo —wer-— Depth of strata
Method of sealiryg strata off.
(7) PUMP: manutacturers Nams
Typs: REF
(8) WATER LEVELS: m’:{:}:‘.ﬂ“““’" 1
Statie Tevel ... . eeoerneeit. Delow top of well Date. _SM&

Artesian pressure ... ...........Jhu per square inch Date......—emmcmenen-
Artesian water is controlled by.....

{Cap, valve. etc)
(9 WELL TESTS:  BUrssmiroei s =

Was a pump test made? Yesfid No O If yes, by whoml?. Ir::.gato.l:'-s-
vield: 1gqgp Fal/min. with 7208 . drawdown after nrs,

- -

Recovery datz (time taken as rero when pump turned offi (water Javal
od trom well top to water level)

MEAIUr
Tine Water Level | Time Water Level | Tima Waier Lavel
Somin. 3970 :
' min....367).. )
Date of teat e - s maetan amnrarn
Batler test . ..ol |al fmln wlt.h..._ . tt drawdown afier.......-.NTE-

e PN, Date
Ical analysis mnde? Yel O Ne D

Artesian low... ..
Teinperiture of water..

W.'u ach

,;’; .;/74

Fue re s

(USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)

(10) WELL LOG:

Descrita b and

color, cheracter. sixe of matarial and

m%?deuu of ag ercamll kind and nature ofthcmmﬂm
tratum puntmud t least ou u:ry for mu mnm of formation.
mm o “rroM~ TO
Top soil _ _ o -3
_Boulders % soft brown basalt k] 6
_Basalt. soft black 6 12
Padalt. hard gray 12 28
Basalt, soft black 28 49 _
Basalt, hard gray o 66 __
Bazalt, med. black. 66 7%
Basalt, hard black 73 102
" Basalt, soft brown 102 142
Basalt, hard black 142 186
Rasalt, med. black 186 215
Basalt, hard black = ~15  27A
Basalt, soft black & brown 276 284
Basalt, soft hrqun % red 284 311
Basalt, soft blac 31). 32%
Basalt, hard 725 Lia
Basalt, soft black & brown B2 413
Basalt., med. b X 13 4ph
Basalt. sof own (vesculer} b2k 430
black 430 443
brown hiyyy  LE>
hlack W2 Lf5
black & hrawn bAs 492
} hlack Lo> 553
Basalt, seft hlack 551 SA5
Basslt, mgd hlack SA5 A0
Basalt, soft hrown & hlack &3 BIN
Sasalt, hard black 610 RIS .
Basalt, soft tlack 615 BR22
Basalt, hard black &22 630
Bssalt. soft black 630 6A9
Basalt, herd black 669 691
Basalt. soft hlack A1 K97
Bagalt. hard black 797 70
Easal__,_ﬁ.qf_tjlack 701 710
Basalt, hard hHlack 710 PAY
" Work started........ 43 18_7G. compieted_....S/16....... . 19,25

WELL DRILLER’'S STATEMENT:

This well was drilled under ry jurisdiction and this report is
true lo the best of my knowledge and belicl.

iQpT: :)J I--n-.[l l.l’ ‘L-C._ . ::- L

NAME... - e i 4 3h o e e s mrraTEES
(Perzon. ‘Arm. or eargmrulonl {Trpe oc print)
Address_Fa.Ca.dzaner. B, Hozes.Lake,. Ha..93837 ..
. M Fpns.. P e
[Signed]. = el Deliiers
License No.j"‘-? - Date. 11/30 . 19 76
T &
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i *1 e

A

% Giighas
F e S e WATERRHLE REPORT May BodgRa No. -momem -
Bhied Copy - Drifters Copy STATE OF WASHINGTON pmﬁ;.’.’ fo’.ZZf/

Mesa, Wa.

(1) OWNER: yame..Bill Germalin Address W _
:i) LOCATION OF WELL: County Franklin ,ﬁ'j/; 7—4/ J{é_%l/g SBe‘ZZ/ T/.i_ﬂ., 5 .:_W.M.

ring and distance from section or subdivision corner

Wen Repore.

N
£ (3) PROPOSED USE: pomestic [} Industsial D munteipal 7 (10) WELL LOG:
-l
1 tion est Well Oth tion: Describ color, ch
- e 0 T WD one D B A O D
- . 2 eR or gath change o ation.
« O 1 - . g
o] (4) TYPE OF WORK: (imgr: ?h“;gb:rm?.f.e R ERR—— MATERIAY, FROM T0
D New well =] Method: Dug [1 Bored TJ P
= Deepened 03 Cable (1 Driven D _Basalt, soft black 763 7?75
g Reconditioned [J Botary [ Jetted [}  Basalt, hard black 775 Gi2
Basalt, soft black 912 942
[ - Pt
E (5) l‘fﬁlngNSIONS. . thl;eter of weil P mche: R=salt, med black glz 1015_
£ epth of completad we Basalt, soft black 1015 1018 _
@ (6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: Basalt, hard black 1018 1133 _
> Casing installed: . .- Diam. from . to ft.
3 Tareaded [J — * Dlam, ££om e T $0 e B
:5 Welded [} et DM, from ft. to ft.
E FPerforations: Ye; O Nep?
3 Type of perforator used
© SIZE of perforatlons . woe—-—nm——we ift |75 O —— | B
3 - .. perforations from . to £t
v srvesmmirms e P@FfOTations from . 1t to ft.
- eeean, perforations froM e f (T 7 R—— . It.
lfuall
3. Screens: yes ] NoQd
= Manufacturar’s Name -
E i Ty'{—" .Model No
= Diard. ... Slot size - £rofD —pre £t tO 1. -
g . Dlam. o Slot $BE ..oommnns TROM ft. to 1t
- Gravel packed: vesg Nol) Size of gravel: ——erum—
(@] Gravel placed from 1. to £, el
=
" Surface seal: yesg No[l To what depth? oo 8. ———
1] Material nsed in seal /
O Did any strata contain tnusable water? Yes [} No [ & .
o Type of WAter? . irmmtiesrmesiae Depth of strata. e
; Method of sealing strata off.
.g {7) PUMP: Mmanutacturer's Name
'3 Type: ) - 3 T
"
~ (8) WATER LEVELS: it~ o Y )
D  static level . £t. below top of Well Dale. ..o
"E Artesisn PreSsUTrs .......c.—-- - __..Ybs, per square fnch Date.. e
[1) Artegian water is controlled by. =
E (Cap, valve, etc.)
ELL TESTS: Drawdown is amount water level is . . .
E @ W TESTS lowered below static level Work started .19 Comnpleted o iy 195
o Was a pump test made? Yes [0 No 3 I yes, BY WHOMNZ. oereeemremmerme et mreemnas .. N -
g Yield: gal/min. with . drawdown after nrs.  WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
" " " i This well was drilled under my- jurisdiction and thi i
2 " " - rue to the best of my knowledgg ‘and belief; and this repart is
—_
Reocgggrng%tahg_lnma :l?kt%';‘: z: :gtc;r vg:a ’pump turned off) (water level NAME PP ;4{ L “""p'
Tire Water Level | Time Water Level l Time Water Level (Person, firm, oF norpor‘ation)l_ T (".‘l‘y'pe "“ 'printJ
S i ..................................... Address...
[Signed}
Baiter test....~e— gal./min, with. ... ft. drawdown FY LT J— ., {Well Driller)
Artesian How g.p.m. Date.
Date L 19

Tempersture of water. ... Was a chemical analysis made? Yes ) No 1 License No. oo

- ’
,ﬂ 2 / 7& (USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY) .
/ ] ; =

FECY.050-1-20
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File Original and First Copy with
Department of Ecology

Second Copy—Owner's Copy
Third Copy—Dritier's Copy

-gai) OWNER: Nsme Rnhert Tamndgren
‘-}- LOCATION OF WELL: County Franklin
{2a) STREET ADDDRESS OF WELL {or nearest address)

{3) PROPOSED USE: Domestic  jngueirial [T Municipal O

{rrigation
3 DeWaier Teast Well [] Other .

(4) TYPE OF WORK: Suner'a number of well

(i more than one)
Abandoned 3  Newwall O ™ethod: Dug [J Bored [J
Deepenad ] Cable B Driven O
Reconditioned A Rotary Jatted [
{5) .DIMENSICNS: piameter of well 14 inches.

Orited___ (0 feet. Depth of completed well 1235 ft.

L " i -

Raoavony data {fime taken as zard when gump tuned off) (water lavel neasured

o wall top towater level)
Time Water Lovel Time Watar Lavel Time Water Loval

l's_:
2
2
3
c
]
2
=
1]
o
2
g =
2
3 (6) CONSTRUCTION DETAINLS:
o Casing installed: _ 11/8 * Diam.irom B " _n
— Welded O .
~3 Liner instafied L] Diam. trom *to "
- Threaded (] *  Diam. lram ® to ft.
s Perforatiens: vea[ ] No@
E Typa of perforator used
tg SIZE of parforations in.by__ in.
B periorations from ft. 10 1N
£ parforations from o f.
- peciorations from fit.1a fr.
4 Screans: YuD N:E
E Manafacturer's Namo
t Type Model No
'g . Diam.—.. . _Slotsiza___________from ftto_ 3
> Digm._. Slolsi from 't 1o, ft.
6 Gravel packsd: "Yas L No@ Size daﬂm
- Gravel placed from it. to - .
g Surface sesl: veal ] No[ ] Towhatdepm? ft.
o Mateciatuandinseal Done Previ ausly
- bid any straia contain unpsable water? yYes '™
™y Type of water? Depthofstrata
g’ Mathod of sealing atrata oft - -
-6 (7) PUMP: pmanufectureraMame
Q Type: H.P. =
u ype: - P~
-~ (8) WATER LEVELS: ST0ass coar f.
< - Static level 10. . balow top of well Dale
“E Artesian prassure Iba. pac square inch Date
2 Arteaian water (3 irolied by (Cap. valve, stc.)
E {9) WELL TESTS: Dramuﬁ i mmoynt water lavel is fowsred balow static lavel
o Waa a pump test made? Yes No ¥ yos, by whom?
Q, Yiad; .. gal./min. with ft.d after s,
v
2
O
£

Date oftaat

Builer test gal./min, with _____ #t. drawd aflar s
Moai_SDﬂ_..mgd s withstemsetat - L1200 tror 1 hes.

Artesian Fow gp.m. Date
¥ ofwater Was & chemical anatymis made? Yeel ] No[]

T

ECY050-1-20 (10/87) -1328- L)

' IREBOS May 2, 201
WATER WELL REPORT  “ o< & “2814/

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Watar Hight Permit No.

aggress 430 Ferguson Lane Eitopia, WA 99330

N NE % NE % Sec 28 T. 13 N., R 31\1‘.“.

(10) WELL LOG or ABANDONMENT PROCEDURE DESCRIPTION

Focmation: Describe by color, characier, size of rial and o, and show
thickness of aquifers and the Kind and nature of the rial in each stratum p tad,
wilh at least one entry for sach change of information.

MATERIAL ’ FROM T

Hole is 13" to _831' .

Hole is Q 7/8™ to hottom.

Work sisrted 4/25/94 ,19. Complsted 5/9/94 e

WELL CONSTRUCTOR CERTIFICATION:

1 constructed and/or accept responsibility: for consiruction of this well,
and its compliance with ali Washington well construction standards.
Materials usad and the Information reported above are true to my best
knowledge and beliel.

waie BJ Exploration Co., Inc.
{PERSON, FIRM, OR CORPORATION) {TYPE OR PRINT}

Address Rt 4 box 4517 Clodfelter Rd Kenmewick WA

k) S ”ﬁé‘mﬂ v 0337

Contractor's weLL ’

REIRBtI1320K pate  6/8/94 @
(USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)



Well Log Search Results Page 1 of 1
. EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

— ECOLOGY Well Logs

Home Text Search Map Search Site Info Forms Contact Us

2T

Water Portal

MAP SEARCH RESULTS

Back ... [EMiNew search

« Search Criteria Used: Left Coordinate: 2037162, Right Coordinate: 2052374, Top Coordinate: 472535,
Bottom Coordinate: 457529

e There are 3 well logs that match your search criteria.

e The results are sorted by Well Owner Name.

(8 Download all 3 Imaces | [B Download all 3 Records | & Print this Page | @@ Help

Displaying 1 - 3 of 3 well log results Sort results by: Well Owner Name

1. E.C.LOEBER -{view PDF F} _ _
Public Land Survey: (blank), SE, S-14, T-13-N, R-31-E, Tax Parcel Number: (blank)
County: FRANKLIN, Well Address: NKA CONNELL, 99323
Well Log ID: 293617, Well Tag ID: (blank) , Notice of Intent Number: {blank)
Well Diameter: 16 (inches), Well Depth: 800 (feet)
Well Type: Water, Well Completion Date: 11/1/1967, Well Log Received Date: 11/7/1975

2. E.C. LOEBER & TOWN OF COUNCIL -{ view PDF Fa\}
Public Land Survey: (blank), SE, $-14, T-13-N, R-31-E, Tax Parcel Number: (blank)
County; FRANKLIN, Well Address: NKA CONNELL, 99323
Well Log 1D: 166080, Well Tag 1D: {biank) , Notice of Intent Number: (blank}

Well Diameter: 8 (inches), Well Depth: 1005 (feet) :
Well Type: Water, Well Completion Date: 11/7/1 g75, Well Log Received Date: 3/26/1976

3. ROBERT LUNDGREN -{ view PDF_I\Y}
Public Land Survey: SW, SE, S-22, T-13-N, R-31-E, Tax Parcel Number: {blank}

County: FRANKLIN, Well Address: (blank)
Well Log ID: 341547, Well Tag ID: AAQ682, Notice of Intent Number: W051047

Well Diameter: 6 {inches), Well Depth: 680 (feet)
Well Type: Water, Well Completion Date: 10/24/1994, Well Log Received Date: 10/29/1994

Ecology Home | Water Resources | Yater Portal | Wefl Log Home Page | Links | Disclaimer | Privacy Notice

©® Washington State Department of Ecology | Well Log Imaging Intarnet Verslon 1.0 | 2M12/2003

ura anviaalllan/orrinte/manracalte acnPeaceinnid=00TNT0700.51~R=20227 AT

httnv{farnne aovr



e ,6’0. 2/
¥ile Original and Fn-st Copy with
Sl T, by - WATERWHEL REPORT é&g&t A /;.5} o
" Cony -~ Driller's Copy wdl ocaliefl  STATE OF WASHINGTON (A, crss .
P (1) OWNER: yawel=0. [iocher & Towd 0F Coavglh . Cowvvel Wash AB-00fT6 E'-”**
= LOCATION OF WELL: county L S ESE L I seod ¥l LB . 23

; ring and distance from gection or subdivision corner

.7 (3) PROPOSED USE: Domestic 0 Industial O duntcipatXj  (10) WELL LOG:

Irrigation [] Test Well 1 Other {1 Formation: Descride b color character, size of material and structw d
show thickness of aqn? y nd the kind and nature of the material I: ¢g.'th
stratum. penelroied, with at lea.rt one entry j’or ca.ch change of jormation.

on

(4) TYPE OF WORK: Oyoere ‘t'ﬁ‘;“n"ﬁi,e;i‘ :eu—_ S—— o e of Jormes
New well [ ] Meatho ug
: Deepened W Cable [0 Driven [J Mﬂ._d wetl /-rom /2’
o Reconditioned [i{ Rotary f@  Jetted [ @‘dﬂ{?ﬂ ;"._P/f rroxy 390 ﬁ‘ .
-~ o g
(5) DIMENSION,S: . Diameter of well _. .o .. inghes. & l ﬁ “ o
. Drilled.... f&d..........ft. Depth of completed wel.l,( ) A . ) ) o ——
= ) . - R
<  (¢) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: &efea;g{ wet! From 3on’
- Casing installed: ____ % to . /:(‘7’ & /.on;' g dea.
5 Thresded 3 - A‘ m_ﬁ-nm 1. to tt.
Welded (1 A £t to ft. ,
= . /wa gy [Bact - Foo 978
Perforations: ves; Nog@ ’z e -
Type of perforator used
S SIZE of perforations : in. by in. . s
oF eeemarermee. reEfoTRtONS from ft. to . Yl -
t eooerrnnr Parforations from ft. to . ﬂ’m Lttrinte o fHetas df<
e pezforations from tt. to 8. | Rrosrn- — st ' Lo,

laierne Ceyflene. : 2" SO’
Screens: ves 3 No 7. < (o
Manufacturer’s Name. )

Type Model No o Ader 9_%’ By g V-

», SOy /oea.('(

‘rth

i Diami. e Slot size from . to £t.
EO Diam. . Slot size . from £t o 1. -t 2
E Gravel packed: ves 3 Nogf Size of gravel: o : 7. it p_, —
| b Gravel placed £rO10 oo T 8O e ®, R
- Surface seal: vas 0 No(J To what depth? —eeoi. - ”‘ o : ’V‘A ;
Material used in seal f ?/
pid any strata contain unusable water? Yes (J
g TYPE of WaLer? .. oworureemer DD 0L stratam._m.__/ﬂ J & §
Method of sealing strata off W )
[ ] e
| ' (7} PUMP: nenofacturer's Name {}; Z %’} /A
-— . / 7 : :
3 e - 47 4
)" (%) WATER LEVELS: Lundoutace sieqation / 29 . j 4
¢ Static level .2 307 ft. below top of well D. . ﬁf' . ¥ Vs
% Artesian pressure . .. __Ths. per square inch Date... e
- Artesian water iz controlled by.
{Cap, valve, &tc.)
. (%) WELL TESTS: Pramdows tr smoust wator tevel s -
‘5 Was a pump test made? Yes 11 ¥, o H I yes,.by whom? Work Md__&.é_zs:._....., e CMNGW_Z‘-M" 1828
o Yield: gal/min, with ~ 3 - ft.-drawdbwn after ns. WELL DRILLER’S STATEMENT:
‘. " .y " " This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report is
o " - T - true to the best of my knowledge and belief,
o Recove:ry data rrm m o :ixt:rv;hen ,pump turned off) (water level /
| ! I'mle Water Leq':el Time 'y Weley Level’{ Time Water Level NAME, ﬁ‘:l(.',‘/ M %‘{{ ng / Trpzr prin
T pdly WLl WL Dl sawes 2, /.Zar 2le 0, A
" Date af test [Signed].. /
Bailer test....—.._gal./min, with........_ft. drawdown aftehs.......——hrs. (well Drﬂleﬂ
Artesian Aow. gp.n. Date. ... o
Temperature of water._.éid.. Was a chu-niml A License No.-.- .Z.Zé_._..mm-- - BE/‘/ .............. . 19{
/}ég SAMDDITIONAL SHEETS I¥ NECESSARY)
$, F. No. T356—-0S—|Rev. 4-71} -
ECY.070-28 :
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EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Appli.8184 STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

Perm. 7740 DIVISION OF WATER RREOURCES

Cert, 6023

WELL LOG

Record by. Driliex
Source. Driller's Record

Location: State of WASHINGTON

......

Map 5

S5k % SE. 10 oon AT 1300 B B bl B

Drilling co....*J_l.t:-..n,x;xu..l.i.as.l;!...?!91..1,..9..:f-lfin.a
Address._.2904 Brackett Ave, Yakima, Wagh,

Method of Drilling....G&ble Date_NOY. 10.67.
Owner E- C. I)oeber .
Address.. Pa. Q.. Box 126, Connell, Washingteon......
Laud surface, dawmm".ﬂ.gfx \
. 431" pate NOv. ..o, 10.67. Dimna.... 16" XH0C ,.'....
SWL—356 RN Y V571 5 1605
- | |

{'Transcriba driller's terminology literally but " arsphrass as necensary, in parentheses. By
f material waier-bearing, 20 state and record static level If reported. Give deptha in feet
below land-surface datum usless otherwise indieated. Correlate with stratigraphic column, §
if tesaible. Following log of materinls, Hst il caninge, perforations, acroens, etc.) .

Irrigation ) )
Sandy soil 0 65
Sand & clay. . 65 .15
Clay 715 110 .
Basalt. black o 110 150 . §
Rock red. rotten 150 190
Basalt, black ' 190 245
Basalt. grey 245 335
Rock. red. rotten 335 355
Basalt, grey (reduced to 12" &) 355 464
Rock. broken ) 464 483
Basalt, black 483 505
Rock. red ’ 505 510
Basalt, black 510 525
Basalt, grey {reduced to 8") 525 _ 559
Basalt, black 559 585
Turn up Jezel Sheet——.— 0w -ubir0cts §




The Dep The Department of Ecology does NOT Warranty the Data and/or the Information on this Well Report.

g

" Cantngt. L6V from +1° £o 1137 -

‘Wall deepaned, 11/8/75, by Leach Well Drill

- . pard fractured basalt 1000 1005

r
!
- -
5. 7. Ne, T400—0O8—13-48.

~ EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

el \".:_E.ri R
PR & P
EE

-

-

o,
-5 JA -

R N P e

i.“- . .'~ .

- R il dan Ltk
- ' . . )
T N
!
T Nol—-—---—---’-—---m.-—.---_..
. from
© (Swaty

;‘:ﬁg-:- s_‘ 4ot ."“' . . "'- ‘“w i—
- ‘Baselt, black (rottén water) 583
‘Bagalf. Black - 610
“Rock, soft, black .- 768

‘Bagiiti.Black (cavidy snke) 773

cpopy Mpak 14" from &00° to 523' o
et 2 b 8™ from 525° to 800!

- Yietdz:-1500. xom o

Pump: 200 H,P,, Turbine, Layne Boulder

[ Bl R [

Box 243 Rt, 2, Moses Lake

Bard gray -basalt aon 975
Red vesicular basalt 975 1000 B

* n;-—i'-ted; )
1550 gr=., 1925 ae.fe, fyr, Oom. Jdoncatiche

all



rhe vepartiment or ccology does NOT vvarranty the vata anajor the information on this Wel repore. ™™

EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012
File Gngmal with WATER WELL REPORT Notice of Internt W 4 L o]
:mm 7 o TATE OF WASHINGTON onovewer 1o s AEW WS T
opy - Ovmer's Copy q
Therd Copy - Driller’'s Copy g q 7 f Water Pught Parmut No
oa Leekes aiesst U Dok 788 Conacll wan. 9932326

(1) OWNER Name

WE v NE msec 14 713 wr 31w

) LOCATION QF WELL County Frﬂu\'&‘\ LYY

=7
(2a) STREET ADDRESS OF WELL {or neares! address) Loche hd )
1ax ParceLtio (O IMGGH A
@3 PROPOSEDUSE @& Domssic O industral O Municipat (10} WELL LOG or DECOMMISSIONING PROGEDURE DESCRIPTION
0O Imgation T Test Wel O Other Formaton Descnba by color, character, size of matenat and strucfure, and
1 DeWater she kmd and nature of the material in sach stratum penetrated, with al least
{4) TYPEOFWORK  Owner's sumber of wall (f more than ono one entry for gach change ol mformations Indicate aff water encountered
ﬁa'Neww:L Method MATERIAL FROM
[ Deepe [ Dug (1 Bored s
[ Recondmoned 0 Cable 1 Drivan ' &y '-"u\t O 22
. O Decommrssion & Rotary O Jetted (;_ ,sand, \;t(-,u-'\ , e A X 3i
{5} DIMENSIONS Diamatar of well e nches hme TDN\ ) 3y Ah
Driled feet Dopth of compteled welk a3 7 w @ Jrivan, rmed 35 53
© cnusmuc‘rlon DETAILS lack,, ""\'LA -'-; g’ 13
ing Instakad + = M.‘S&. 104
5 petdod __&__ omfmm_j___nmﬁi__n salk, k. feac od 213
@ Lner mtakisd ﬂ _ Oiam from __2¥ # , ' :
03 Threaded Diam fram ft o R hasalt, r' Eﬁ:’ c3c 273 A%3
m.ml hkm 2R3 HAq
Perforalians E’V’es 3 No ﬁ‘;q' i ‘ ' 50“ qu»x
Type of perlomtorused  S3QLad t "" .SQ:L Y “{"S’ W5
§|ZE of perforatans '/ <4 n |-Ha,:) o 5
AN parfocatons fom ,5.;;__»( tng,?_ﬁ_rt mm\ ?ocu"i& S0\ 515
hi’m* ; Trac 515 525
Screans OYes @No O K-Fac Locaton
Manulacturer's Name
Frpe Model No [ ——
Diam Slot Size from it to ft S R (e N
Dram Slot Size from ft to i 'E..I E._- E ﬂ ___,_E_l[ é
Gravel/Fdter packed Clves @MNo O Sizeof gravelsand ' !' . 4 f@ . J
tatenal placed from R to ft “, fé H ¢
Surface seaf o what depth? 39 n b L
Materal used € seal E.dh.uu*'&- i EFART., : “';"‘;‘;E'r }
Oid any strata contan unusshie water? [ Yos B 2 SRR v o
Type of water? Depth of strata -
Mathed of seakag strata off
(7] PUMP Menufacturer's Nama
Type _ HP
(8) WATER LEVELS Land-guriace efevation abeve maan sea level . 14
Stahe fevel HSO T i below top of well  Date 724 ~0%  WorkSured_T-1% &) Completed T-21_ i

Ihs per square mch  Date,

Artesian pressve
Arigsian water 15 conirotied by

{Cap, valve, oic )

(@) WELL TESTS Drawdcwn s amount waler level 15 kowered helow stabc evel
Was a pump test mada? {Jves O No U yes, by whom?
Yield gadtmen with f drawdovm after hrs

Yield gal frran with ft drawdowm afier hrs ‘
Yield gat fmen with fl drawdown atler hrs

Recavary data (ime iaken as zero when pumg 'urnat off} (water level measured from
well top to water level]

Time Water Lovel Time Water Level Time \Water Level
— e

Date of test | T2 Uy

Bailer lest gal fmin with ft drawdown after________ s
Airtest _J.E.__gal Toun with ft drawclow afer, ﬁl hrs
Artesian flow ggw Date

Temparature of water, Was & cnermical analyis made? TlVes [OWNo

WELL CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATION

i constructad andfor accept responsibibly for consiruchon o tus well and ds
comphance with all Washington well construction standards  Matenals used
and tha informalian repartad above ?tme to my best Lnowledge and belmf

e
Type ar Prmd Nmnehl'}kk-?t \ B Licanse Mo gcu
[Licensed DrillerEngneer)

Trariza Name Licerize No

Dutiing COWL—"L ﬂn{lm} (..\: 1593 WO S T A
[Swgred) at "1‘: lfd(’-v' Licemise Mo o, “38:%

_ {Licensed DrilevEngmaar}
adtress 103 £ 13 Rizo M, WA \""i Y

Cantractor's . s
Ragstration Na | LERTE ML L Q‘X _Date_{ »{,:, Y
{USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)

Ecolagy 15 an Equal Cpportunity and Affirmats achon emdloyer For special
act omimadialion neats contact e Water Pesources Pragram at (360) 407



The Dep The Department of Ecology does NOT Warranty the Data and/or the Information on this Well Report.

. g'z;a?m:al and nm Capy with ; W A‘EEHIWEEL REPORT /& ! f@zawi@m NOw e

s

i

ST Bt cony ' STATE OF WASHINGTON permut ver 020 .
(1) OWNER: wame E (o {102 ber AN/ 17
) LOCATION OF WELL: county L AN KT o ME o R 28 5o f Z r AT N, n.é:t' WL

ng and distance trom section or subdivision cornes 2 29 ; (UC.ST P Ly s )A. 2 Phe Al 7 Lus Bk Com.

@ PROPOSED USE: Domestie ) Industrisl [] Munioipai [ (10) WELL LOG:

Irlllﬂo‘llﬁ"’f Othar Formatica: Describe b lov. eharacler, size of mdterial and structure, and
" et Well O a. lmmmg;sofc;u#:mmckm‘qndmuu I:Mwmd;:m:h
' gtentum penatrated, with at least ona entry Jor edach ehsnge of

(4) TYPE OF WORK: Qynersnumbsrotwes 2 MATERIAL | rRow | T
4 awwell O Mithed: I:.::h g mg Feamed (ty// 7ThHaer Aédld’
Feame . m.‘g Rotury ] Jettsd ) Hdlé fert ppﬁ![)if f}]ﬂ i
Dkl 10 b g, fé:v,(_. Il sl
{5} DIMENSIONS: Disater ot well __.______jnches. plfo /Zprpem LVdlq To to" i, iy
penae 8 ft  Degth of completed ""Jz‘m—""““’ thro deepecid )T §7° o0 docotss /_f
(6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: “""ﬁ;’ /"" f_j"“’f’_‘_’_"___”‘ < yom it "7,‘
~ Casing installed: #_-m mn'f_l_....n uﬁ_n. Pinivs Seserb g zar
Thresded 0 " Dlam. from :: n. lorag A2sarl” 287 | 207
T D Duaen. tom Biowe w0 o <a 1TCSo FTWTh ferfia) $hak) 30| ¢
Perforations: vuQ Mo Ghl.r bas it { SoFr) B | 7157
Type of pectorator use Grea b.l.sd[(;-lu—d h J7¢! l'_Z'—!ﬁ :
AIZE of parforsticoe tn. by B i £ B Busslt Q&> 230" 2%
perforations from ® 1o R Gonsg Aeselt (‘g,,,n Zus 265
partoutions trom —f.» = GJ e, 2 2.5 18
) Hw-- e € Mi \R.MT':;—) 3" 3927
Screens: vyag Ne@ G hu.h 3 ol
Manufacturse's Name ’ - _&J ol 4o’
Type Modsl No - w sl L 5 i) pace ye0
Diam. ——— Slot £ fromn :: o Moid Oney Disgh#) dpp Y90
D etk o Brourn Bectl ) wtr) ygn Sof
Gravel packed: ves ) Noly Seotwrave: o .. 6.,.‘,1 basé 1T ("' Ey-lolliE ¥4 old
Gravel placed from . to T B h,g..,. ! éﬁu_l.u. u}:L\ 5757 S€g-
.
Surface seal: ya§y No(), To what degth? o Brok ﬂﬁ“"* 057 ) g';-f? zg;r
eterial used in & eri cgﬁ.)nl’._!.'_.. 14 CS' ’fJ- T v
lain unusable wates? ex L] ¢
:;::::,::: = Deps of strata ' 7(,1") tﬂw-q‘- ffrr.flw far2’ LHG
' Method of sealing strata off . — Had') M T
. , / 2 & St aalin) WE' Tz
(7) PUME": manufacturer’s Name. - &nr Mfﬂ ﬂ&f-{ ‘J‘ N et 2* 77?
. e "" %,;,,ﬁm;f CAiZ) s Thfone P27 ¥62
(8) WATER LEVELS; [gnceaice seriran | . Eed Censina {08l ﬁuur;r)(c fF) 5L ¢S2
Statte level . SBTS * 1 below top of well Date - Brpenm. Branlt /' §5°7" Rtas
Artesian presaurs . The. par squsre inch Dats 0He £ A+ !j) ” Fo5° §70-
Astasian water 14 contralled by (Cop. vaive, SR %ﬂuﬂd &-m £ Lulee f32ty I §70° €G-
Baclen hagus Bora Lf (1. /’m. ,—psw Frn
(9) WELL TESTS: |, [RIWRs Rettevel” " work sarbi LD 1078 compiovealR J32 ) TE
s ‘“‘.1‘“;,.;?':.‘.3 R e st o, WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:
- - - . - - This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report
- - true ta the best of my l:nwled;e and bellef,

Racor! ¢atn (4me tzken sy ZTero whem pump turned off) (waler Tavel
r:;umm.;:m;::‘r:;-mwm:l )I.eut Time  Water Leval Nmi.m[\. Lu-e Il D -g i ‘-’ | '*’?—-C 2 e

Es7imalr. f_é’[__zgf}/mﬂ’tlﬂd c_,_/fm:. Mmlgr.;?,.ﬁeﬁapy_s__ﬁhs:ﬂd@“ A

el L 2my : ﬁa ‘)
Date of test _.'p_...... [Signed) —- ﬁ_ - liﬁl?

Baller test .. gal./onin, with . ft. drawdown o T S—, N

;i:::-:: ot water £27_ Woa n ;;Tmmu ? Y O Mo R Ldcense NowosS Gl o 7 /J /._ 9.7
P Mo, 7358 item. £71) (/ﬁ?/f( ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY) dabjé g




— S S

File Original and First Copy with

geepar‘t’néent of Ecolog;:: Co .
O 0 Owner's Cop

Third Com?l Driller's (’.'t:a;):fy

.

WATERxWBHs REPORT 4 w{%‘ﬁ"jﬁﬁ .

STATE OF WASHINGTON

(1) OWNER: wame bl Aocbcr
_(2) LOCATION- OF WELL: county__

\‘-‘ng and distance from section or subdivision corner

3) _PROPOSED USK: Domestic [ Industrial {1 Municipal

'I'.rxiqnlon O Test Well {1 Other 0

a4 and/On uie Imormauuis on uns Wen Report.

{4) TYPE OF WORK: 3}”%; gggg}g;;;‘ well 2.
. New well [ »} Method: Dng {0 Bored [J
Deepenad [n] Cable [1 Driven D
Reconditioned [J Rotary [T Jetted O
{5) DIMENSIONS: Dismeter of well inches.
Drilled ... ft. Depth of completed weil "
. () CONSTRUCTION DETAILS:
Casing installed: _____~ plam. from %, to %
o '.l‘hmded a — . " Diam_from . 1t to *.
dded [ * Diam. from 1t. to .
Perforahons. YesO RoO -
Type of perforator used
s SIZE of perforations n by e I
1] perforations from 1#®t_ to ®.
e perforations from ft. 1o 5
U perforations from ft. to £*.
-
> Screens: ves1 Norl
st Manufscturer's Name._
g Type Model No
—_ Plam. .ee—. Slot size — ... trom 1t ta %
" ‘- Diam. Slot sixe from . to .
, .
> W Gravel packed: ves) NoO Swzeofgravel:o. ..
. Gravel placed from ft. to .

. Suxface seal: ves1 No D

Material used In seal

Type of water?.. Depth of strats e
Method of sealing strata off.

(7) PUMP: pranufacturer’s Name VR
Type:

Land-surﬁm e‘levatwn
above mean zea

(8) WATER LEVELS:

Static level —it Delow top of well Date

Artesian pressure 1S, pEr Equara Inch Dau.____
Artesian water iz controlled by.

(Cap, valve, etc.}

Drawdown is amount water level is
Jowered below static level

v ¥ J

(9) WELL TESTS:
Was a pump test made? Yes [1 No [ If yes, by
Yield: gal./min. with, . . .2t drawdown after

- "EE”""f;”f‘;i""!"" "

e EE m 3 = e ol o
-

Recovery data (tune taken as.zuéro when pmnp turned off) (water lavel

The weparunent v ECouy Y dues NG

e

To what depth?
Did any strata contain unusable water? Yes O No i/

measured from well top to water-level)
Time Water Level | Time Water Lcﬂl Time - Water Level
YLb . s Azl
- T :“!':';:.-‘ Tew 0 3l -
Ciate of test
Bailey test__ . gal/min. with .. ft. drawdewn after, T N
Artexian flow.___ gp.m Date.

Temperature of water____. Was a chemical analysis made? Yes 1 No O

{USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS [F NECESSARY)

5. F. No. 7156—=05—[Rev. 4-71)
ECY.0r0-28

/Q_&“QLM__.-
Add.—ss._.é’.;?ﬁya// -"4/@/7} e

. M M&njﬁ TZE_N n-g '3

(10) WELL LOG:

Formation: Describe by color, character, n’.u of material
show thickness of nq-u:%j"ers end the kind end nglurae ¢of chgnrﬁ:tmeﬂa?i:f e:gg
strattim pmt'rated, with ot laast one mtry for each change of form.e:ion

Permit No.

MATERIAL | FrROM | TO.
MA%J]J Barnlt 4 /M) Sloursosd Gt %/059_
: : € 230\ /0K
™ et Sl 3 SE A gAY

W(Ml&é? 7 Qig[,@
Lk Pazeds Shinclica O 115D 1478 L
[l EBsetinar € 5 (a@ m7‘i/(?s""|l/£'¢’

[R ik B2 ndt ('Aétf . SrEn\s2l0?

I
e

Completed 19

Work started 19,

‘WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

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

NAME e
(Person, firm, or corporation) (Type or print)
Address. :
[(Signed]...__ 2
(Well Driller)
License No Date ' 1%
e




v NP N

WATER WELL REPORT

STATE OF WASHINGTON

J i Y
May 2, Z04Zuon we. oo

pgmut.g.:i’. LY T Ty

Fhe Orizwnal and First Copy with
Dwarkment of Ecology

Sccond Copy — Dmxﬂ' s Copy
Third Coby — Driller’s Copy

b‘e.sﬁ-l \aa

Address - .
/f"’ /’P MNEy JNE s:c....Zﬂ 13N, n.-ﬁl...w.u

(1) OWNER: nume.. Bill Germain
f’) LOCATION DF WEI.-L: County. Fr_a_aklin

- uing and distance from section or subdivislon corner

(!} PROPOSED USE: Domestic 1 Industrtst [} Musteipst @ (16) WELL LOG:
{1 Yormation: Dercribe by color, chamacier, siz- of W!l;;ﬂ[ end atructurs, gnd

oo DE, . he __gart.. bt ¢ w80luy, d0ee NO, cLarre...f the ~3ta /Ol w.2 IN.ee.ate... ON wus We.. REE-. ..

rigation @ Test Weli [1  Other show thickness of mpifery guid the kind and marericl in sach
stratum penetrated, with of lemt onx ntw for saeh c.‘umat of fovmatips.
{i} TYPE OF WORK: g;"’f;;fé ?{:‘;‘n‘hgéf ‘“lf o F- 1 S T MATERIAL FROM l 0
MNew wall 8] Method: Dug (3 Bered O ] . oi -3
Despenwd ooe 0 Deven D * A ~
= e @ temet O ° Bouldsrs % soft brown basalt 3| &
. ... . Beconditioned . ' Basalt. soft black 51 12
{5} DIMENSIONS: DHatetar of m&éﬂ - fncht. | Badalt, hard gray _ 12 1 28
pemes 1133 0. Dwen of cumpictea weil . Basalt, soft black o281 wa_
« h3
(6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: i::zii ﬂ_‘;‘gi—%ﬁfk gg gg—-—
3 WRGe
Casing installed: 15 » plam. from #l. s 21 = ; Basalt, hard blaglk ' 7% 102
Thesadad [ — ™ Dem. fomm . ta T - )
Boasalt, soft broyn g2 1h2
» Disam. to " ¥ -
Welded from ~ Pasalt, hard blaek k186
Perforstions: s w8 Basall, med, black B8 {75
Trpe of pecforator used Basalt, hard black M5 1774
SIZE ot perforatiens .- e ;h't_ Basalt. soft black & brown 26 _P8h |
T pmtlg:: i::: s Basalt, aoft brown & rad 2RE 1311
::..:: periorations from R ft: i - A Basalf, soft 311 | 325
- " Basalt, hard [ 325 {412
Screens: yap Mogg I Basalt. soft & brown h1o 1413
Banuisciurer’s Nama. N = JBasalt, 518 1h2h
D a0t stz from Twte— .. m - Basalt. {vesculer} ::?1; b30
. Tilam. Siot sixe o mto.n Bas 30 (443
H -~ - . soft brown - 4% (LAD
Gravel packed: vy me3 sm of s:ml ,__,,___7/ ) hard Wlack : Le= ihﬁs
Gravel placed from 5 goft hlack & hraown Il brs koo
Surface seal: yea @ No{J To what deptn? .m..gug‘h alt, hard black -p b9 531
Material med?n uu_t.,....f:.em*;t RAsalt, soft hlark 551 S45
Did any strata contaln unusable watez?  Yes O Nofg Basalt, med black e | SRS AO3
Type of waleT e v Depth of stygta m—- - Basalt, soft hrewn & hlark A1E A10
Method of seallrg strata off. Hasalt, hard black 510 €15
. 2 g b Z i
{7) PUMP: manusactuses's Neme g:z:i; ;:rd !a?l;Z; gg;g 'ngi
. HP . h
T¥pe Zasalt, soft black 63C FAD.
{8) WATER LEVELS: o e .. Sasalt. herd black 669 691
Static tevel ... @ ...n 82, below top of well Date.. 32‘11:!.?5 " Basalt. soft hlack A91 697
ATtesian DIESSMI® ..o ....n.Jias per square inch Datr . cmmonmses 3_35 _lﬁ_g nard blﬁ_ck F;Q‘? F?G]
Artesiazn water 15 controlled by... P i STy Basalt, scft hHlack 70T 710
,Bzsalt, hord black 710 17RY __
(3) WELL TESTS: D i Tt ot fevel 1a 1wuk started...__FA 2. 10 70, cumpzmn.--,ﬂflﬁ S Wi

Was # pump test made? Yes £} Ne {J If yea, by whom?. Irz;.gm:a.
visld: jggn Eal/min. with 208 . grawdowa gfter s,

- as

Recovery daty {tm= ta¥en as zemn When pump turhed of? {water level -

meaiured from well top to water level}
Tane Water Lawel ; Time Water Level | Tima Water Level

WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:
This well was drilled under my jutisdiction and this report is

true fo the heost of my knowledge and babief,

;Pemn fEthh. OF Corporationy

(T:f:e or printy

i Address Ea. Ca.Drawer B, Mosas.lake, Hae83837

Date of 1est . et e remetvanrmy speesrone s T s {Meﬂﬂ;ﬂ %"f{m‘/
Baller tesk . oo, gal fmin wl:h_.m . b drawdown aflel. e - {Weil Drittery
AMEBIAN B0W oemrminam ias « enrcre . &pm. Date.. PR J— . ; -
Tetnperiture of water.. . Wasa chamie:.l am:ym mnde? Yu EI Nof] License No.. - 2. S Date«l/ja_ lgu‘q_é_
als
A2 {USE ADDI.T’!O“A&, SHEETS IF NECESSARY)
Fw e tard / Vet i * -



Bl Dot g e cony WATER WEEE'REPORT Mapieadll o oo

| Demeiathen, o,y

a Third Cupi"-?— Driller's Copy STATE OF WASHINGTON Permit No. .... 93'_'991912_
M .

. (1) OWNER: name...Peplots, Inc, Address. 907 S.._Auburn, Keunawick, Wa..99336. ...
‘o LOCATION OF WELL: county_. Franklin _ _SW oy NE gy sec. 34 113 n . r 3l wn
= \d distance from section or subdivision comer J15' E of West Line - 2085' N of South Line

(3) PROPOSED USE: Domestic [] Industrial [] Municipal [1 (10) WELL LOG:

frrigation Oth Formation: Descrite b) i rigl and
- X Test Well O i a show thickness of aquifers and the kind and hature of the material in eac

=
[— . m penetrated, with at least one entry for mhchangofoﬂnaﬁcm.
(4) TYPE OF WORK: Oyucrs mumber ol e e MATERIAL FROM  TO
New well = Method: Dug (] Bored {4
> D::pened n] Csble O Driven (3 H
= Reconditioned RotaryX] Jetted [1 .
o © B - o Basalt, blk & Brn, med soft 123 ﬁ
(5) DIMENSIONS: Diameter of well ...3Gu--&-]15¥kes.  Basalt, blk hard 208 224
<& Driled. 1313 __ft. Depth of completed well w——H  Basalt, brn, tr of clay, blue &brn22hk 230 __
£ . Basalt, brn soft 230 287 _
(6) CONSTRUCTION DETAILS: Banalt. blk Derd | S8 hor
— Cﬂs’:mg 1;':;‘}:]““’ ----- —, Dram. om P W Basalt, soft blk & red k21 43
h e T - *  Basalt, blk soft 431 LWho
- Y .
:o Welded §]  --1l." Diam, from 43— £t to 151 Basalt, blk hard k0 507
Perforations: ves() Nofg Basalt, red soft 507 512
¥ Type of perforator used Basalt, blk med sort 512 598 -
N SIZE of P"‘““““;ﬂ p in. "’; - 3' ¥ Clay yellow 598  &60
eeememreere PEEEOTQHONE $0OM o T 40 o — % Basalt, blk soft 600 6Ok
| . pETIOFREONS TOM _nresrieeee T 10 e £, Clay, 3e1l b 0
O e eesrerreee. OTfOTAHODS FIOM e B O e *. + ¥ S
P Basalt, b brn soft, tr of clayb0s A1k
~= Screens: ves [ No & Basalt, b Mh 439
- Manufacturer's Name T Basalt. sd#t, tr clay A39 A98
r Type ot sie rom :::;“w""“—;_ Basalfy-blk hard & soft layers AD8  Tnk>
- Diam, . Slot size from #t to 1t ._lif. blk & brn soft oh2 17k
| . ~ 1t, hard gray 1074 1204
. Gravel packed: yea ) Mom Sizeourml--m mmmmm alt, blk soft, tr of alay 120k - 1220
h Gravel placed from Basalt, black hard "220 "2k
- Surface seal: ves @ No(] To what depth? ._L/J:él_ Basalt, black soft ”&A 1294 13D
Materfal used in seal ... Lement
a‘il Did any strata contain unusable water? No {1 /
o TSDe Of Waterto— o . Depth of f_.—____,.__- } }
' Method of sealing strata off & A
A |
g (1) PUMP: aunusacturers Name 5
= Type: - !
~ (8) WATER LEVELS: Lgdeutace sepation / ; 7
g Static level 578.8 . below top of well Dated '25 ..... ’ J
© Artesian pressure .. Ibs. per square inch Date . e
Artesian water is controlled by. T vaive, ey
X Drawdawn 1s smomnt, water Jevel Js
E 9 WELL TESTS: lowered Delow state lovel Work started.. Ma¥-. L., 1975, Completed... 2035 ., 195

‘.L-.-Wasapumptestmade? Yez [§ No {1 ¥ yes, by whom?... . Tad. . o'
Yiad: 300 gal/min. with 4§  ft. drawdown atter 5 . WELL DRILLER'S STATEMENT:

- " ” " " This well was drilled under my jurisdiction and this report Is
a oo . " »_ true to the best of my knowledge and beljef.
- Recov'ery data (time taken ag zero When pump turned off) (waler level
s ed from well top to water level} NAME Maddox & Mgoore, Inc.
1 6'1{-5 Wateg él'auel Time Water Level | Time Water Level {Person, Arm, or corparation) (Type or print)

61§ 570 - Address.. L:0-Drawer P, Moses Lake, Wa. 98837

!ﬂ‘ﬂ ot test OS2 A75 e . {Signed].. _Az A&}MAJ F p AJ‘*Z;\
er test . _gal/min. with..-.....2% drawdown after.. ... hrs. (Well Driller)
Artesian flow. - gpm. Date e
License No..d.. 193 Datefdesardie. |, 1875

Temperature of water.J2. ... Was a chemical amd,ysis made? Yes (] q No §d

) jj /]Q LE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)
§. F. No. 1356—0S—(Rev. 4-71). , : e 3
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WATER WELL REPORT

Ovighnal 1% copy - Ecology, l“mw-unﬂ.! copy - defiler

DecaanmORIGMLINSTALLJHM
Notice of irrtent Number -

PROPOSED USE: | [] Domestic Incustsial il .

C1Depimer %m el emag 2

TYPEOF WORK: Owner's number of well §f more than one} )

[0 Merwell [ Recondiicaed  Method: Em. Ea«d O orives

[ Deopened [ Jewed

DUMERSIONS: Ciameterof well  12” zu.m A
Deoth of cormicied well | Po 2

CONSTRUCTIONDETALLS . =

Cuing  [FlWelded _IL Dimfom+] awldf o

WE]LMMH]L_ Diap.fom+]  Ri £

. OTtvonded . " DmFom_____ A% b

Pedostions:  [JYes [ENo

Type of porforstor used

siZEofpafs__ inlby hndm.c!pua from o - &

sasens Yo E]No DK-I'-: Locatica

Manufactorer’s Nane

Type Maodel No.

Dismt, Slot size from g0 3

Diam, Slot size o | ¥ t

SurfaceSeak (5] Yes [ Mo Ta-luhﬂ! 15§ R

Meterial wped io seal _ccrpent -

Did-vmcnﬂnﬂkm‘! I:]Ys U Nn

Type of water? T .57 Depthofxms

Merhod of scxling strats off

PUMP: Manufacturer's Name

Type HP.

WATER LEVELS: Land-surface clovation above mean 363 jlevel R
Suticlevel 314 £, below wpofwell Daie

Artesisn presture: Ihe. per squars fuch  Duie

mmhunlmw - (cwp, valve, axc.)}

mmmummmumwmw
Wasapump estoeade? [ Yeo [] Mo  ifyes, by whom?

Yiekd: it Jmin. with £ dswdows aftar oy

Yield: gal Jmin. with £ deawdows shor by,

Yidd: gal/inin, with 1t drewdywn afior hrs.
"’E—tﬂnndnnumﬂmmumedoﬁ]wmmﬁunwd

10p 10 water level]

Time Wy Lewvel Time ‘Waker Leved Time Water Lewel

Dute of test

Badler Test pl.lnhwub . deawdowrn afier hes,

Ainest 600 gal/min with stem sct at it GOO Rt L. bt

Arcsian flow spm Date

+ Tomperatins of water w--wuy&w Ove ONe

M- (Or et Copy ¥

‘ Locasdbhe_14-14___

May 2, 2012

CURRENT
Notice of intent No, W242768
Unique Ecology Well ID Tag No. AHP755
Water Right Pamit No, Livestock Excmpt
Property Owner Name  Micss Dairy LLC
Well Streer Address 1120 Klundt Rd
City Paico County FRANKLIN
174 8ec32 ToniIN R 3L wem B Cpeck

(3. &, r Still REQUIRED) *:'E! Onc
latlong  LatDeg Lat Min/Soc

Long Deg Long Min/Sec

Tax Parcel No. (Required) 109-320-012

CONSTRA TR DR DECOMMISSION PROCELARE
Fomsstion: Descibe by color, charscier, size of wasterial and strecture, sd the kind end
mdhmﬁhﬁmw'&uh‘umheﬁm
of informution. (USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESIARY )}

MATERIAL FROM 0
‘Brown silt : /] 5
‘Sand gravel & cobbles : 5 b
Gravel cobbies & beown basalt 24 55
Sand & gravel ' E- 5 ST
Browa sandy clay 75 103
Caliche & reddish brown sandstone 103~ - 108
"Med. hard gray & brown besalt 108 - . 167 .
Soft broken brown (some ten clay) & gray
visicular basalt 167 80
Med. soft brown & gray basalt 180 205
_Eed.hudbmmlwhudt 205 34
Saft broken beown & gray basalt (little water) M43 356
Hard gray 56 407
Soft broken reddish brown basalt (littls wader) 7 428
Hard gray basalt 428 440
Med. hard gray & some brown besalt brokes 440 447
Hard gray basalt “7 s0z
Soft broken brown visicular basalt Little water sz 508
Med. hard porus black basait 508 553 -
Soﬁmhhﬁmmdmdly
little water 553 556
Med. hard biack basalt 556 597
Soft dlack & brown visicular basalt . 597 612
Med. hard gray bassit 612 819
Soft broken brown & biack basalt Licle waser 619 .27
m:mk 642 654
oy brown visicular basalt some tan :
Med. band derk gray porus basait 665 680
“Hard durk gray besale 680 78
* . Soft brown black & voddish brown basalt water 8 811
Start Date 6-4-07 Completed Dete 6-19-07

maamuucmuqmmm |Wmmmhmm«mmwmmmwwmmwl

] mmmmummmm-emww best knowlodge and belict.

Drilling Company B.Fibcplomﬁona-.hc -
", Address 404 N, Convay Strect ot

IF TRAINEE: Driller's Licensé No: . - WL 2,-_; mm‘z'l’ Kennewick, . WA, 9336,
Drillee's Signature: ' Regiuion No. BVEXPCTI320K Date ‘7—-/67.&7
- pEPARTI " Ecology is an Faal Oppartmeity Ecagloyer

ECY 050-1-20 (Rev 407)
EASTE" < -
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a’bé??’-l l "EXHIBIT 5 | May 2, 2012 .
WATER WELL REPORT

. ,-qg" " Qeiginal & 1* oy - Boology, 2™copy - owaer, 3™ copy - drilier CURRENT
Notice of intent No, W242768

FEoLaet

“Construction/Decommission (X In dircie} :
{X]- Construction Uniqus Boology Well ID Tag No. AHP755
O WORIGNALWM‘HM Water Right Pemit No, Livestock Exempt
Notice of intent Number : Mosa Duiry LLC
mmme. [] Damegtic Indastial Bu-ﬁ-buw Property Name g
[ DeWater (] Irvigation Tust Well Other Well Street Address 1120 Klundt Rd -
TYPEOF WORIC Owner's mumbar of weil (f more than one) - City Pasco : FRANKLIN
] Mowwdl {7 Rocooditioned Method: [Jing 1 orive County
O] Despend Cable Oisest  Locat12 1i-14___14 Sec3 TwnlSN R 3L e B Check
DIMENSIONS: Diaater of well 127 wikd_BZE A REQUIRED) : One
Pepth of compiletod well e a (s, 4 Sdll ‘ ]
CONSTRUCTION DETAILS Lat/long LatDeg Lat Min/Sec
Caeg  [XlWedod i "Damsms] awldd =« — R
iestollad [5] Liser i * Din fom+] _ R Y LongDeg ____ Long Min/Sec
Clthonsed . * Diam Pros, Ro : ’l‘axPamelNo.(Reqﬁmd) 109-320-012
Fufontions  [JYe [N : OGS 1L TP OF LRLOMASSION b e ANE
Type of perforior wsod . mﬁmmﬁ.mbdﬁ:&mﬁ:ﬁwm
. . setare of the materisl sirsiam peatisaied,
SiEofperts ___ia by inmdoo of puti fiom Lo L3 o = b ) change
Sowens: [Jye [ENo Ul:-k: Location. TERIAL FROM
s teme Har ey bt 180y SBdegrors m ms
Type Modd No. Ll §
‘ Dimn. St size fom B0 * 8 :
Dizn. Blot sive fom Lo .
Gr-in&-rud-l O Ys ONe slnot.ﬂdlunl
Materialy piaced €om x
Surface Seel; .vs (i '!bwhnhdﬂ]ﬁ 3
Material used in sesl  COmENt .
Did ry sivets ontsin snessbio watcr? [}¥es [ N _
‘fype of waizx? Depth of srats 160 of 12 casé
Mathod of scaling stoats aff : 360 w 40 14 34"
PUMP: Manufacturer's Name w52 14"
T . HP, bottorrs G255
WATER LEVELS: Land-sisface slevation Above mean sea evel n )
Suatic level 3!4' £ bolow iop of well Duie .
Astesian water s chatrolled by (cap, valve, etc) .
mmmmmmuh«dwmw . - _
Wsapumpuatmade? [J Ye [] No  Iifyes, by whom?
Yield: eal/inin. with . demwdowns after brs.
Yidd T pliawih  fdnwiowndds T b
Vieid: slinin with R dnwdiwyatter —__ hem.
mm-mmmwmmmmmu‘g
top to waderlavel} -

Tine' Watarbeved  Timo Water Lovel Thno Water Love

Date ol test

BelerTem .-u-h.m Rduwdownsller b

Alrtent _____ﬂldl.wiluuntu_m_tlx] T m

Ancsimatfion __ gpm Dee 0 .

Temperature of waier Was s chomical ssalysiziande? [] Yes [0 Start Date 6-4-07 Completed Date 6-19-07

-
~

WELL CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATION: IMWWM&WdMMWBWM&WM
construction standards. Matrists wed end the hhmmtad nbmre-emb mry best knowlodge and belief. -

@DrillerJEngivcer[] Trainee Nawe (st - Drﬂ!wOmm\BJB:phﬂonCo..Im

[xinu!oﬁrgmdl‘nmrnn 4,..-7 l’z_%'i'_ﬁ L; \j . ‘mmy.emwm

IF TRAINEE: Driler’s Licesss No: ToeTe Ciy, Sete, Zip—Keanowick, . WA . 99336
m ;

Driiter's Signature: JUL Regatration No, BIEXPCI132QK Dam %/4_0'7

ECY 050-1-20 (Rav 4417) DEPARTME: éﬁ%{E " Bcology i %o Baual Opportesity Exeployer

EASTERN F.+



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

MESA DAIRY LLC EXEMPT DAIRY WELL
IMPAIRMENT ANALYSIS

BACKGROUND

Case Vander Menlen is proposing to relocate a working dairy to an existing irrigated
farm near Mesa, Washington. This dairy would be located in Section 32, Township 13
North, Range 31 East. As part of the establishment of this new dairy a well is required to
provide drinking water for the cattle, and potentially for the milking parlor operation.
This well would fall under the exemption for needing a water permit, now recognized by

the Department of Ecology, for dairy operations.
WATER REQUIREMENTS

This dairy operation will entail the milking of up to 4,300 cows, with an additional 900
dry cows, 3,000 heifers and 1,000 calves. The drinking water requirement of these cows
is very dependant upon environmental conditions, especially the air temperature. In order
to determine the peak drinking water needs of these cows we will look at the estimated
requirements that the various types of cows would have at 100 degrees F, as it can be
expected that the temperature will reach this level in Mesa several days each year.

DAILY WATER REQUIREMENTS AT 100 DEGREES F - Summer

4,300 Lactating Cows @ 53 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 227,900 Gallons

900 Dry Cows @ 21 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 18,900 Gallons
3,000 Heifers @19 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 57,000 Gallons
1,000 Calves @ 4 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 4.000 Gallons
Total Peak Gallons Required Per Day 307,800 Gallons

DAILY WATER REQUIREMENTS AT 40 DEGREES F - Winter.

4,300 Lactating Cows @ 32 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 137,600 Gallons

900 Dry Cows @ 12 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 10,800 Gallons
3,000 Heifers @ 9 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 27,000 Gallons
1,000 Calves @ 2 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 2,000 Gallons

Total Peak Gallons Required Per Day 177,400 Gallons
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| DAILY WATER REQUIREMENTS AT 64 DEGREES F — Spring & Fall

\ 4300 Lactating Cows @ 42 Gallons Per DayPer Cow 180,600 Gallons

900 Dry Cows @ 15 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 13,500 Gallons
; 3,000 Heifers (@ 12.5 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 37,500 Gallons
| 1,000 Calves @ 2.9 Gallons Per Day Per Cow 2,900 Gallons
‘ ' Total Peak Daily Water Requirement 234,500 Galions

DAILY MILK HOUSE AND MILK PARLOR WATER REQUIREMENTS

Bulk Tank Automatic Washing 1,200 Gallons
Milk House & Parlor Pipeline Washing 500 Gallons
Milkers Washing 160 Gallons
Cow Prep Washing 38,700 Gallons
Extra Cow Prep Washing 3 Months fn Winter 270,000 Gallons
Cooling Water 4 Months In Summer 156,000 Gallons
Milk House Washing 190 Gailons
Misc. ) 60 Gallons
Total Milk House & Parlor Gallons Required Per Day 40,810 Gallons
Spring & Fall

Total Milk House & Parlor Gallons Required Per Day 310,810 Gallons
Winter Months

Total Milk House & Parlor Gallons Required Per Day 196,810 Gallons
Summer Months

Grand Total Peak Daily Water Requirement 275,310 Gallons
Spring & Fall

Grand Total Peak Dailv Water Requirement 488.210 Gallons
Winter

Grand Total Peak Daily Water Requirement 504,610 Gallons
Summer

Assuming a 90% operating factor, the peak instantaneous water requirement would
ther be approximately 390 Gallons Per Minute on a 100 degree day in the Summer.
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In order to determine the estimated annual water consumption of this proposed dairy the
average annual high temperature for Mesa was determined to be 64 degrees F. Utilizing
a similar analysis to that used to determine the peak daily water requirement yields the
following:

The average year round daily water requirement for lactating cows, dry cows, heifers and
calves is 234,500 gallons. For 5 months during the Spring and Fall months the average
daily milk house and parlor water requirements will be 40,810 gallons. During the 4
hottest Summer months the average daily milk house and parlor water requirements will
be 196,810 gallons. During the 3 coldest Winter months the average daily milk house
and parlor water requirements will be 310,810 gallons.

Averaging these average daily requirements over a year yields an average annual daily
requirement of 394,810 gallons. This yields an average annual withdrawal of
144,105,650 gallons, or approximately 442 acre-feet.

It is anticipated that the well to be constructed will be similar to the existing irrigation
well that is currently located in Section 32, and is 800° deep, yielding from the Wanapum
Basait Aquifer. The new well will be located approximately 700” from the existing well.
When looking at the anticipated well, available pumps, and the fact that a pond will be
utilized the pump that is being proposed will pump 420 Gallons Per Minute. This will
meet and exceed the peak instantaneous requirement of 390 Gallons Per Minute. Based
on the 420 Gallons Per Minute instantancous capacity, the pump will only be running
65% of the time annually to meet the annual water requirement. 420 Gallons Per Minute
pumping 65% of the time will be the basis for the foilowing impairment analysis.

ANALYSIS

The new well will be constructed to nearly fully penetrate the Wanapum Aquifer, similar
to the well noted on the attached map as the Germain Well that is located in Section 32.
This well is 800° deep and penetrated approximately 645” of basalt. The original well
 driller, Larry McLanahan was contacted, and he indicated that the vast majority of the
water encountered in this well is located in the two lower soft black and brown basalt
zones located near the bottom of this well. These zones were located at depths of 670 —

685 and 782’ — 794’ respectively.

When looking at the wells located within 3 miles of the proposed well, there appears to
be 4 wells that have penetrated the same basalt zones that are anticipated to be the
yielding zone in the new well. They are the following:

As previously noted the Germain Well located in Section 32, and penetrated the basalts
645, and is located approximately 700°east of the new well, and is one of the wells that
will be utilized by the new dairy operation for irrigation of crops.
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Next closest is the well noted as the Germain/Lungren Well on the map, that is located in
Section 28, and penetrated approximately 1229’ of basait. This well is located
approximately 10,500 northeast of the new well, and is another well that will be utilized
by the new dairy operation for the irrigation of crops. Several additional water bearing
zones have been penetrated in this well that will not be penetrated in the new well

At approximately 11,600 east of the new well lies the well noted as the Pepiots Well
located in Section 34 on the map, and penetrated approximately 1185’ of basait. This
well is owned by other parties, and will be the subject of the final analysis.

Lastly, at approximately 3 miles northeast of the new well lies a domestic well, noted as
the Lundgren Well located in Section 22 on the map that penetrated approximately 644’
of basalt. This well provides domestic water for another area of the operation currently
owned by the new dairy.

There are several other wells, as noted on the map that are located within 3 miles of the
new well. These wells have either not penetrated the basalt zones that will yield water to
the new well, or are shallow gravel wells located in or near the bottom of the Esquatzel
Coulee. It is anticipated, owing fo vertical and horizontal separation, that there will be
little if any impact to the water levels in these wells caused by the pumping of the new
well.

In order to determine the potential impacts of pumping the new well on these other wells
noted above, the Modified Theis Equation was utilized. This equation provides for a very
rough estimation of impacts of pumping of one weil on another well in the same aquifer.
There are many assumptions that are made in order to utilize this equation, and so it is
indeed only a tool to provide a very rough estimation. The equation is a follows:

s = (264Q/T) (log(.3T/12S))

s — feet of drawdown

Q — pumping rate in gpm’s

T — coefficient of transmissivity of the aquifer in gpd/ft
r — distance in feet from pumped well

S — coefficient of storage (which is dimensionless)

t — time since pumping started in days
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This equation can be solved utilizing pump test information captured at a observation
well penetrating the same aquifer. This information is rarely available, and so a range of
values for T and S have been established. These ranges are 50,000 — 100,000 gpd/ft for
T, and .00002 - .0005 for S. Given those values along with knowing the pumping rate of
420 gpm’s, annual pumping requirement of 65% operating time, looking at a 365 day
time period, and the distance to the subject wells, a rough approximation of impacts to
water levels can be determined.

We will look at the Germain Well located in Section 32, and the Pepiots Well located in
Section 34. Utilizing the above equation and the values for the various parts of the
equation noted above, it can be anticipated that at the end of one year of pumping the new
well, the Germain Well would notice a decline of the water level in the well of between
3.4’ and 8.3°. Assuming that the Pepiots Well only yielded from the same zones as the
new well it could be assumed that it would see a decline of 1.5” and 4.7” after one year of
pumping the new well. Since this well penetrated approximately 540° deeper into the
basalts it can be anticipated that other water bearing zones were penetrated and that this
estimate is far larger than what will actually take place.

CONCLUSION

A new well, being constructed to supply water for a new dairy operation, is located in the
NE 1/4 SW1/4 Section 32, Township 13 North, Range 31 East. This well is required to
provide drinking water for the dairy herd, as well as providing the milk house and milk
parlor needs. This well will be constructed under the exemption provided for dairy
operations that now exist.

There are several wells located within 3 miles of the proposed new well. Several of these
wells are producing from sands and gravels, or shallow basalts that will not be impacted
by this well. The worst impact will be to the new dairy operations own irrigation well,
where an annual impact of a few feet will be experienced. The closest well serving
othets is the Pepiots Well located nearly 2 % miles away. This well penetrates more than
500’ decper into the basalts, and that along with the worst case scenario of a potential
1.5" to 5 impact, lead one to believe that there will likely be little or minimal impact to
this well by pumping the new well. When these factors are taken into account, certainly
the impacts to the existing dairy operation irrigation wells, the adjacent shallow wells,
and to the Pepiots Well fall well below the magnitude that can be described as:
impairment to these adjacent well and water permit holders.

Thomas R. Buchholtz PE - July 16, 2007
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Memorandum

Date: 9/15/08

TO: Keith Stoffel
FROM: John Covert

SUBJECT:  Easterday CAFO: Impact to nearby groundwater wells.

On behalf of the project proponent, Tom Buchholtz of Water Man Consulting petformed a series
of calculations to determine pofential impacts to existing wells from pumping a new well at the
feedlot location in the SWY% SW¥ Section 13, T 12N R31E. We received these calculations
attached to SEPA documents following the decision by Franklin County Planning.

The consultant used the Modified Theis Equation to calculate drawdown after one year of
continuous pumping. The numbers he used for the variables needed to perform the calculation
were reasonable for Wanapum basalt wells. The variables used in his calculations are
conservative (given the specific capacity numbers listed on nearby well logs), thus this approach
probably over-estimated potential drawdown effects. I verified his calcuiations.

1 do believe he should have added additional calculations for 2 other potential well locations at
what appears to be two separate home sites that straddle the proposed feedlot’s location. From
the 2006 NAIP aerial photo, it looks like there could be an exempt well located within about
4,000 feet of the proposed well, and another additional well about 6000 feet from the proposed
feedlot well. The Consultant’s closest calculation assumed a distance of 8,500 feet to the nearest
well. Utilizing appropriate numbers, the Modified Theis Equation indicates that a well at 4,000
feet from the feedlot well will experience approximately 4.5 feet of drawdown at the end of one
year’s continuous pumping (300gpm) assuming both wells are completed in the same aquifer.

The Consultant is proposing that the feedlot well be cased and sealed to a depth of 1200 feet with
the remainder of the well being completed open hole to a total depth sufficient to produce the
required volumes. The Department’s well log website has almost no well logs for domestic
exempt wells in the vicinity of the proposed feedlot. It is unclear how deep these existing
exempt wells have been constructed. The irrigation wells drilled in the vicinity are typically
completed to depths in the 1150 to 1300 foot range with limited surface seals and open hole
construction. It would seem reasonable to assume that most of the domestic wells in the area
have shallower completion depths. If the feedlot well(s) are completed with 1200 foot surface
seals, this will provide vertical separation between the aquifers being pumped by the feedlot well
and the surrounding domestic exempt wells. This separation would further reduce the drawdown
_ impacts that have been calculated by the project’s Consultant. It is likely that the drawdown

impact to existing wells caused by the pumping of the new feedlot well(s) will be minimal and
will not cause impairment to existing wells. '

Exhibit 1



]
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A WRTS pull of pending groundwater applications for new water rights in Franklin County lists
90 applications requesting more than 150,000 gpm of new withdrawals. The oldest of these
pending applications dates back to 1983, The majority of these pending applications have been
waiting for more than a decade. Three pending applications for more than 11,000 gpm are

located within six miles of this proposed feedlot.
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Scott J. Collin, Secretary for Five Corners Family Farmers e
PO Box 3157
Pasco WA 99302

Franklin County Planning Department
1016 North 4™ Ave.

Pasco, WA 99301

RE: CUP 2012-03

Attention: Jerrod B. MacPherson, Director

Dear Sir:

Five Corners Family Farmers is a registered non-profit organization of the State
of Washington. Furthermore it is a local Franklin County grass-roots organization,
whose membership includes Franklin County Farmers of the Five Corners area.

Our request to you, Mr, MacPherson, as a representative of Franklin County
government, is that through you, this letter be submitted to the Franklin County Planning
Commission, when they consider this current Conditional Use Permit. I am submitting
this letter in regards to the proposed new feedlot near Pepiot, Coordes and Joyce Roads in
North Franklin County, CUP 2012-03.

It is my concern as well as the concerns of many of my neighbors, that this new
establishment represents a significant impact to our local health and environment,
specifically as a significant cumulative addition, to air quality health concerns for people
residing in and around North Franklin County.

The addition of another large confined animal feeding operation is this area, has a
significant environmental impact, due to the on-going expansion of feeding operations, in
this area over the last several years. Impact to our water, air quality, the enjoyment of our
own personal property (including our homes), and general health issues generated from
this continuing development is affecting, the health, enjoyment of property and well
being, of the people who reside in the immediate area.

We request an in depth study of this development, and that the Department of
Ecology handle the study and issuance of any findings, in regard to safe water usage,
waste disposal, air quality, health, and impact studies in regards to the loss of use of
property, in any manner, to neighboring landowners. Further more we specifically
request a withdrawal of any “Determination of Non-Significance” and we request
formally a full Environmental Impact Study.

As stated above it is this continuing development of large confined animal feeding
operations that adds to and constitutes the issue of cumulative effect. Finally it is our
understanding that Franklin County limits these types of developments to a “two mile
rule”. It is our belief that this new feedlot lies within that area in regard to the proximity
of the current dairy located on Pepiot Road. We therefore request these further studies be
conducted before any “Conditional Use” is considered.

Respe: ﬁ%j
dﬁ%&um %’ocrc;iry% Comers Family Farmers

—to
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March 12, 2012

Franklin County Planning and Building Department
Jerrod B MacPherson, Director

RE: CUP 2012-03 Case VanderMeulen Feedlot at 2270 Joyce Road

| am writing in protest of the VanderMuelen Feedlot. We have existing wells in an Aguafer that has
limited supply, government has set up by Department of Ecology to monitor. Are they going to
abolish Dept of Ecology in Spokane? Dairies basically have a free for all and will undoubtedly tap out

the water supply.

A current supreme ruling granting water was not thought out well. It will result in farmers like myself
who have been pumping water since the 1960s undue hardship. Odessa farmers and some by Lind
had to deal with the sinking water table to the point they had to disolve their business.

Peopie on the planning department should ask themselves if they would like to live downwind of
feedlots and dairies. That is their job to put themselves in my position. When someone has a job
they should treat it as if it was their own (put yourself in someone else's position). All of Connell is
down wind of this project. We were told that when the 1st dairy went in, we would have no smeil-
NOT TRUE! We smelled the dairy many times in the last year. Case VanderMuelen, if you let him
will overextend his operation. You need to think how you would like the smell in your back yard. He
was kicked out of Sunnyside area for smell and ruining ground water. Why should we have him

here?

The governmental agency in Spokane has placed a moratoreum on our deep well projects to protect
the investment of those who are there and protect their economic livelihood.

{ am Ron Loeber, 2nd generation farmer, located just 1 1/2 miles north of the proposed
VanderMuelen feelot. My dad purchased a permit to drill deep wells for irrigation. Over the years the
water table has gone down. Domestic wells throughout Franklin County have had to be deepened.
The Aguafer is not an endless supply of water.

| have talked with Mr. VanderMuelen and | know that he is ambitious to the extent that he can cause
our irrigation and farming livelihood to end.

Xon



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

LOEBER FARMS
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Frankiin County Planning and Building Department
Jerrod B MacPherson, Director

RE: CUP 2012-03 Case VanderMeulen Feedlot at 2270 Joyce Road-Additional Info

The facts | used in my first letter regarding the water level in the aquafer were received from Jim in
the Department of Ecology in Spokane. He measured our wells as part of a group for study to see if
the level was dropping. He told me levels dropped 4'/year and more with new wells, such as
Bennett's. | was farming the irrigated ground then and remember losing over 5 pounds of pressure at
the pumps in the middle of the season when he fired up the well by the Connell Airport, loss of water
height=loss of pressure. The Department of Ecology has a moritorium for new irrigation welis. A lot
of local domestic wells, including Havlina and ours have had to be deepened. They are generaly at
400 to 500 feet. The water supply seems to move down. The commercial wells are_at a aquafer
level of 1000 to 1100 feet. Esterday, VanderMeulen and ours. I'm not sure of the others, as over the
years well work has been done and | do not stay current of all the wells.

Sincérely,

/

M

Ron Loeber



EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

Robert Koch

From: Jim Riddell [im@tultamoor.comj
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2012 2:37 PM
To: Brad Peck; Robert Koch; Rick Miller
Cc: Fred Bowen; Steve Taylor

Subject: Proposed Feedlot - VanderMeulen

Dear Commissioners, Beck, Koch and Miller

| am 100% against the approval of the additional feed lot proposed by VanderMeulen. This lot would have
financial devastating effect on the future development of Tullamoor in Connell, Washington.

We already have a problem with the feed lot just constructed in Mesa that has created a smell on our
property. This lot we were assured would not create a problem, well we have one and now we have to spend
a great amount of money with attorneys to deal with it.

With the uncontrolled growth in our county of dairy and feed lots we will forever destroy any possibility for
other developments in North County. These feed lots ventures feave no one else around because of the smell.

| request advance notice of any hearings that might be connected to this proposal so that we would have time
to prepare for the hearings. | do not want to wake up one day and find it approved and that | am now out of
business and have lost millions in investment.

Thank you

Jim Riddeli - 3/26/2012 2:33:12 PM

/—\Q\
TULLAMOOR

A Destinstion Community

Jim Riddell

P.O. Bax 280

Connell, WA 99326
360-281-4400 - Mobile
425 354-3239 - Fax
fim@tullamoor.com
www.tullamoor.com
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Robert Koch

From: Jim Riddell [jim@tullamoor.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2012 5:31 AM

To: Brad Peck; Robert Koch; Rick Milier

Cc: Fred Bowen; Steve Taylor

Subject: Additional information - FW: Proposed Feedlot - VanderMeulen

Tullamoor is an approved PUD located within the City of Connell, 1,400 acres and designed around over 2,000
home sites, golf courses, RV resort, commerce areas and other amenities. When completed the build out will

he over $1 Billion and employee hundreds of people. This project was approved by the City of Connell before

the approval and construction of the dairy and feed lots in the Mesa area.

At this time our primary market is from the West of the Cascade — any increase of smell will kill this
development. When | moved here and purchased the property for development there was no smell. The
approval of the dairy and feed lots in the Mesa area has changed that. That issue will be dealt with in separate
communications.

This communications is about additional approvals that will push the locking out of other development
activities in North County beyond the tipping point. Dairies and feed lots do not allow tourist based business
to survive.

lust drive down 395 to Tri Cities from Connell today and most of the time you have to hold your breath when
coming near Mesa and after that you get attacked by the chicken smell just south of Eltopia. These projects
should have had restrictions requiring them not to pollute the air for people. When the feed and dairy lots was
going through approval | was informed that air quality issues were being required. If they were they are not
being enforced.

In a county that has 1,242 square miles and a wind pattern that blows 95% of the time from the Southwest
you would hope that these feed lots would be approved someplace other than next to the freeway just south
of Connell and this development.

People from other areas will not invest with increases to this air problem. Living in Seattle and having a
vacation home in Connell at Tullamoor with the advantage of 395 and 25 minutes to Tri Cities for shopping
will be lost forever with increases to the smell around Connell.

| would be happy to send any additional information that you might wish regarding the development.
Commissioner Koch is aware of the development because he lives in Connell.

My best

Jim Riddell 3/27/2012 4:57:04 AM
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o Brian H. Wolfe, P.C.

M@ ATTORNEY ar LAW
bwolfe@bhw-law.com
105 W, Evergreen Blvd, Suite 200 Telephone: (360) 693-5883
Vancouver, WA 98660 Facsimile: (360) 693-1777

April 10, 2012

Franklin County Planning Commission
1016 N. Fourth Avenue
Pasco, WA 99301

Re: CUP2012-03
Applicant: VanderMeulen
Proposed: Replacement Feed Lot

Dear Planning Commission:

Please accept this letter as an addition to your Public Record. Iam unable to
attend tonight’s meeting because of learning of your hearing late in the process.

I represent Jim Riddell, the owner and developer of Tullamoor, a destination
community. Mr. Riddell’s project is in the southeast portion of the City of Connell,
shown on the overhead photo of the application before you to be 5.2 miles, as the crow
flies, from the proposed site location, Mr, Riddell has already spent hundreds of
thousands of dollars in site preparation, acquisition and development of this site for a
destination resort. He anticipates that he could, in fact, spend hundreds of thousands
more.

Tullamoor is an approved Planned Unit Development (PUD) 1,400 acres in size
and designed around over 2000 home sites, golf courses, RV resort, commercial areas
and other amenities. When completed the build-out will be in excess of one billion
dollars and should employ hundreds of people. This project was approved by the City of
Connell before the approval and construction of any dairy and feed lots in the Mesa
area.

Franklin County is an agricultural county. However, I want to bring to your
attention some facts that would adversely affect Tullamoor if the VanderMeulen feed lot
is approved. There were some cattle and feed lots prior to Tullamoor. Mr. Bennett's
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Franklin County Planning Commission
April 10, 2012
Page 2

property is to the north and ConAg is to the west and the Curtis feed lot is also to the
west, These were all here before. No odors from any of those operations get to the
Tullamoor location.

However, when the dairy opened in Mesa, some ten (10) miles from Connell
along Highway 395, the odors began. A feed lot was created southeast from the dairy in
Mesa and the odors increased,

The prevailing winds in this part of the County are from the southwest, estimated
at 95% of the time. The proposed VanderMeulen feed lot lies to the southwest of the
Tullamoor project. Unfortunately, the market for the type of facility being created at
Tullamoor will most likely be non-agricultural people from more urban areas. While
they will tremendously enjoy seeing cows in the field, they will not appreciate at all the
odors associated with a feed lot.

I note in the Staff Report that the proposed facility is to be limited to a maximum
head count of 3,500 animals. Under the County Code a conditional use permit is
required for a feed lot operation when the head count exceeds 1,000 animals. 1 would
strongly recommend that the head count be limited even more severely. It is proposed
that this is a "replacement facility” for the applicant’s dairy operation. The information
needs to be put in the record about exactly how many cows per year need to be replaced
at the applicant’s dairy farm. I note below that the current inventory at the existing
dairy is approximately 5,000 cows. A Conditional Use Permit should not be granted
unless and until it is demonstrated by the applicant that such an increase in size is
required . . . not just because he wants it.

Under County Resolution 2001-238, the applicant is to be required to complete a
Fly and Odor Control Plan. What kind of safeguards is there for people downwind of
such a facility? Please note that in the SEPA checklist the County Planner has made a
note on page 3 that the air quality will require updated Odor and Fly Control Plan as the
feed lot increases in size.

The Staff Report indicates that the proposal will not be more objectionable to
nearby properties by reason of noise, fumes, vibration, dust, traffic, or flashing lights,
then would be the operation of any permitted use within a district. That list of
objectionable criteria omits the criteria of odor.

The Staff Report also indicates that the proposal will not endanger the public
health, safety or general welfare if located where proposed. I take issue with that
finding, Anytime there is a feed lot with odor and fly issues, there will be a threat to
public health and general weifare, even with the implication of an odor control plan.

I note that the recommendations of County staff include a suggestion that the
applicant shall begin the new animal operation with one-year after the effective date of
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Franklin County Planning Commission
April 10, 2012
Page 3

the special permit or the special permit shall expire. Yet at the same time, the Odor and
Fly Control Plan does not need to be completed except within eighteen (18) months of
the project approval, Certainly there should be some better coordination of the Odor
and Fly Control Plan with the commencement of operation.

I understand that the zoning in the area of the proposed feed lot is an
Agricultural Production 20 (AP-20). In leoking at Franklin County Code 5.2.0 under
Ordinance 7-2005 permitted uses in this zone is for feed lots of 1,000 head. The head
count numbers may be exceeded only upon approval of a conditional or special use
permit. I urge the planning commission to limit the feed lot to 1,000 as allowed in the
zoning code and therefore deny the conditional use permit or the special permit as
applied for as indicated above. There is no shown need for more than 1,000 head in a
replacement lot..

In his application, Mr. VanderMeulen indicates that the total head count for the
application is 3,500 head including the current corrals, but to build for around 1,800
head initially and expand “as needed” but applied for 3,500 head so he doesn’t have to
come back again. At the same time his application under the Dairy Nutrient
Management Program Inspection Report dated December 6, 2011 indicates a current
inventory as follows:

1. Milking cows 4,446;

2. Dry cows 438;

3. Calves 1,361 (which apparently are on the site and 0-6 months in age); and
4.  Anadditional 221 heifers are indicated to be in Royal City.

In the same report, he is currently milking 4,300 head which is the size that the
NMP was developed for.

In the document labeled the “Columbia—Snake River Irrigators Association
Documentation Packet, in a Declaration signed by Mr, VanderMenlen on March 20,
2012, he indicates this is a “replacement herd feed lot project” with a major undertaking,
But the nature of the project requires that it be carried out in stages over time. The
owners of Tullamoor also want this project to be carried out in stages over a period of
time. Asindicated above the odor created by a feed lot of this nature could be
enormously adverse to the project being proposed at Tullamoor. Both projects have
some development ahead of them. One not necessarily precludes the other but the
odors generated by the feed lot project will not be confined to the feed lot itself.

In summary, I urge the planning commission to reach the following conclusions:

1, That the proposed feed lot should not exceed 1,000 head;
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Franklin County Planning Commission
April 10, 2012
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2, That if a greater head count is approved that it should be phased in in
stages so that it's affect, if any, to areas surrounding the feed lot are
monitored;

3. That the Odor and Fly Control plan required by County Resolution 2001-
238 be completed in conjunction with the commencement of operation;
and

4 That the Odor and Fly Control Plan assure surrounding areas that there
will be no odor., Only under that condition should the feed lot be allowed
to expand.

Sincerely,
BRIAN H. WOLFE, P.C.

Pt~

Brian H, Wolfe

BHW:rw

F:\Clients\Riddell\Riddel} Development Company\Franklin Cty planning commission 4-10-2012.doc




EXHIBIT 5 May 2, 2012

EASTERN
WASHINGTON'S
HARVESTLAND

City of Connell

PO. BOX 1200 « CONNELL, WASHINGTON » 99326-1200 _
March 20, 2012 (509) 234-2701
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Franklin County Planning Commission
1016 N. 4™ Avenue '
Pasco, Washington 99301

RE: CUP Application 2012-03 — Proposed Feedlot

Dear Commissioners:

The following comments are being provided at the direction of the Connell City Council to
address community concerns regarding the proposed placement of a calf and heifer feedlot
approximately three miles south and west of the City’s borders. The feedlot is proposed under
Conditional Use Permit Application 2012-03 through Franklin County.

Numerous Connell residents have shared their concerns with me and City Councilmembers, and
the matter has been heard twice at the regular Council meetings of March 7" and March 19",
The Council also provided an opportunity for the applicant to describe and discuss the proposed
feedlot in open session, which he chose to take on March 7%,

In preface to the concerns of potential impacts the feedlot may have on City residents, it is
important to note Connell’s geographical location in relation to prevailing winds and existing
agricultural operations in northern Franklin County. Presently, Connell residents experience
various odors from féedlot operaiions wesi of city limits, ConAgra Lamb Weston potato
processing operations within city boundaries, and dairy operations located outside of Mesa.
Winds generally move through the city from the west, south, and southwest and regularly carry
odors of varying types and intensities depending upon climate conditions, season, and
agricultural operations conducted at the time of the wind events.

City residents have expressed concerns toward the proliferation of additional odors and flies
emanating from the proposed new source. Comments were heard relative to potential impacts on
ground water quality and whether the authorization of additional groundwater withdrawal points
in a declining aquifer will have negative effects on existing wells, including municipal facilities.
The City acknowledges the current allowed uses within Franklin County’s zoning code as it
relates to animal feedlot operations, and it appreciates that the applicant has chosen to undergo
the conditional use permitting process as well as the regulatory oversight inherent within that
process. The City’s primary concern is not to single out this application for additional scrutiny,
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but rather ask the Planning Commission and County Commission to carefully review the
cumulative impact of concentrating current and potential future intensive-use feedlot operations
in such close proximity to the Connell Urban Growth Area (UGA).

Connell is a rural city with a long history of agricultural support. Agriculture and agri-business
makes up the greater portion of the City’s economic base. Connell’s residents and elected
leaders strongly support agricultural development both within the City and the surrounding area.
However, the City serves to protect its residents’ quality of life to keep the community a
desirable location to live, work, recreate, and retire.

The City recognizes that the MDNS issued by Franklin County and the Department of Bcology’s
Air Quality Control Program correspondence has outlined various measures to mitigate the
potential impacts of this project and ensure the application of best available control technology in
addressing emissions concerns. Adherence to these measures over the short and long terms is
essential to protecting Connell’s air quality. Itis also encouraging to note that the applicant’s
existing dairy operations in Mesa have a consistent history of compliance with the Department of
Agriculture’s Livestock Nutrient Management Program guidelines and regulations.

Finally, the City Council is interested in discussing the consideration and employment of a
buffering strategy as it relates to the siting of new or expansion of existing intense livestock-
feeding operations or other odor-producing enterprises near the Connell UGA. Defining such an
area and restricting the concentration of these uses within such may provide a long term solution
to prevent further degradation of the City’s air quality and reduce future conflicts between
community and agricultural interests.

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment on the Conditional Use Permit application,
and for your consideration of the City’s concerns.

Sincerely, :

Garland D. Walton
Mayor
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

4607 N Monroe Street » Spokane, Washington 99205-1295 » (509)329-3400

Ma rch_ 14,2012
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Case Vander Mf_’UIEﬂ ' ' é FRANSR sy ey porw

~ Coulee Flats Dairy, LLC LW‘PJ(.;.{ ey "}"t’, PNy
P.O. Box 228 : _ R .J

Mesa, WA 99343

Dear Mr. Vander Meulen:

The Ecologv Air Quality Program (AQP) was notified under the State Enwronmental Policy Act {SEPA)
that you have proposed a heifer replacement feedlot in Franklin County. The proposed feedlot would
be located approx:mately 4 miles northeast of Mesa at the west end of Joyce Road.

The AQP considers a helfer replacement feedlot to be a source of air contaminants and that your praject
constitutes a new source that requires approvat prior to construction under Washmgton Administrative
Code (WAC) 173-400-110, New source review. All Ecology rules and laws, including Chapters 173-400
WAC and 173-460 WAC, can be found on-line linked to the Ecology homepage. | have enclosed a copy
of a focus sheet that should be helpfu! in explaining what pre-construction activities are restricted
before permit issuance. Because the focus sheet is general in nature, the AQP can provide further

- information on what pre-canstructuon actwmes are allowed for your project. :

Enclosed is a Notice of Construction (NOC) applucatlon that should be submitted to the AQP. An
electranic copy of the NOC application, as.well as information on the permitting process can be found
linked to the Ecology homepage. Please fill out the NOC application and include sufficient supporting
documentation so that we can fully understand all of the emissions units that will be part of your
project. We consider the animal pens, vehicle access areas, wastewater impoundrhents, feed alleys, and
feed handling and processing equipment to be emission units that will require approval.

The AQP worked with the Washington Cattle Feeders Association and area feed lots during the mid
1990’s on fugitive dust control for existing feedlots. All parties agreed on the development of a fugitive
dust control plan for existing feedlots to minimize fugitive dust emissions. A fugitive dust control plan
may be required as part of a NOC approval Order for a heifer replacement feedlot.

Since your proposed project is considered a new source, all emission units will be required to meet best
available control technology (BACT) for each air contaminant being discharged. Best available control
technology is determined by cost analysis of the technologies or practices used to controf emissions.

The air contaminants that should be evaluated include particulate matter (PMyp and PM_s), ammonia,

and hydrogen sulfide, It is anticipated that modeling will be required to evaluate any toxic air '
contaminant emission impacts and compliance with the state and federal ambient air quality standards.
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Case Vander Meulen
Coulee Flats Dairy, LLC
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The largest emission units at the feedlot will be the animal pens, the wastewater lagoons, and manure
storage. For the cattle pens, BACT for particulate matter may be a sprinkler system that provides

complete coverage and can apply water at a rate that is equal to or greater than daily evaporation. The
- AQP may also require you to evaluate the odor potential for manure stockpiles and runoff water lagoons

due to anaerobic decompesition. The formation and release of highly odoriferous compounds from
_ other confined animal feeding operations in the Mesa.area has resulted in impacts to surrounding
neighbors. R . :

Please contact me at {509) 329-3452 if you have any questions.”
Sincerely,

Gregory S. Flibbert, Manager

Ecology Air Quality Program

Enclosures:  Notice of Construction application under cover dated July 1, 2011 '
Focus Sheet: Requirements for New Sources of Air Pallution, Pre-Construction Approval, June 2011

cc: * Jerrod ﬂﬂacPherson, Planning Director, 1016 North 4™ Avenue, Pasco, WA 99301
Mayor Walton, City of Conneli, P.O. Box 1200, Connell, WA 99326-1200
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FRANKLIN COUNTY

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Malcolm Bowie, P.E., County Engineer
Guy Walters, Interim Public Works Director

DATE: April 26, 2012

GW-12-001
TO: Board of County Commissioners

Franklin County, Washington

FROM: Guy Walters
Interim Public Works Director

SUBJECT:  Award of Bid: THREE (3) NEW MOTOR GRADERS

We received bids from four vendors for our 2012 Motor Grader Purchase. Rowand Machinery of Pasco,
Washington was the apparent low bid. I have attached the Bid Tabulation as well as the recommendation
letter of Darrel Farnsworth, Franklin County Public Works Shop Superintendant.

I recommend that the bid be awarded to Rowand Machinery of Pasco, Washington, Option 1, for two
new motor graders with the option open for a third. $94,762.50 is the total cost per motor grader which
includes sales tax and trade in.

Your review and approval is hereby requested.

~+h .
Dated this 2o of (}Pm\ ,2012

Recommended:

=+ UlasxZ
Guy Walters
Interim Public Works Director

A d:
T DB ot

Ch%\

Chair Pro Tem

LA

Attest: K/Iember
7/7 Lk,
Clerk’of t oard

3416 Stearman Ave. » Pasco, WA 99301-3776 « (509)545-3514 « FAX (509)545-2133
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Malcolm Bowie, P.E., County Engineer
Guy Walters, Interim Public Works Director

DATE: April 25, 2012
DF-12-005
TO: Guy Walters

FROM: Darrel Farnsworth ﬂ PPPREE S

SUBIJECT: Motor Grader Bids

1 recommend we accept Rowand Machinery’s bid for motor graders. | recommend the purchase of two new
motor graders, with the option open for the third. Rowand Machinery’s’ bid is the best value for Franklin
County. The guaranteed repurchase price of $135,000.00 for each new motor grader, warranty and included
services and filters fixes most of cost of operation. From the bid, this is Motor grader 1 and Motor Grader 2
options number 1, trading in MG-1259 and MG-1269. With sales tax and trade the total is $94,762.50 per
Motor Grader.

3416 Stearman Ave. ¢ Pasco, WA 99301-3776 » (509)545-3514 « FAX (509)545-2133
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EXHIBIT 6 : May 2, 2012

WAND

MACHINERY

www.rowand.com

27 April 2012

Mr. Darrel Farnsworth

Equipment Superintendent

Franklin County Public Works Department

3416 Stearman Ave. ' ,
Pasco, WA 99301

Re: Clerical Error in Bid
Dear Mr. Farnsworth;

Tn our bid dated 2/29/2012 for three motor graders, we made a clerical error that we
would hope to correct at this time. On the page for Motor Grader #3, Option 1, we
inadvertently typed the figure of $240,967.50 instead of the correct figure of $94,762.50.
Both of the previous grader offers in this bid indicated our intent to provide these graders
for the same price for all three. The incorrect figure was for the machines without trades,
and because of its similarity to other figures in the bid, it was not caught in our review.
Addition of the other figures in Motor Grader #3, Option 1 also-supports our intention to
provide all three graders for the same price under the same conditions as required by the
bid.

We apologize for this error, and ask your organization to accept this correction to our
offer. All other terms and conditions outlined in the bid will be met as stated in our offer.

Since
% a(/_MJ d HITACHI DYRASPALD
Jay/Allen . JOHNDeERE TRAL IGNG Incustries
Branch Manager Blaine Hu
) laine Hulse
Rowand Machinery Co. o ' Tercitory Manager
Pasco, WA o Cell: 509/539-2361
‘%5—;_;;_;5:___ . ':__;,i,__gl:ihl-IISE@rowand.com T
i 107 Eastes @
509/547-8813
800/338-1052 @
Fax: 509/547-7959
6210 W Rowand Rd 53 W. Boekel Road 1607 E. James
Spokane, WA 99224 Hayden, ID 83835 Pasco, WA 99301
509.838.5252 - 800.541.0847 208.762.20657 509.547.8813 - 800.338.1052

Fax 509.747.2949 Fax: 208.762.5687 Fax 509.747.7959



