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Wi are writing 1o submic formal comnmeses regandieg chis proposed Concentraved Animal Freding,
Cperaiion projec proposal, which we sirongly oppose as baving extremely detrimental effeces an
neighhoring praperty. We are the owners of residential and undeveloped native Bahin propeny locaced
witkin a % mile downwind of the proposed CAFO, parcels 23000843002 and 230808230038, These
commenis are heing prepared under am exireme dme consirain, & we had wo sozice from che county as
to this proposed proje, and ooly recemly became aware of . Therefore, we strosgly requess as a
munimum a 30 day exiension of the comement period, a5 we will need more time o Rse @ deail
olyjections, based on research amd survey, oo the many problematic aspecis of this propoesal.

In the meantdme, there would be cemain deleicriows effecs of chis proposed pmject which would
ohviously Impam nelghboring, propery owners, most of which are addnessed, if ar all, weally
imadequately s the project SEFA Environmental Review. The probable impacis, which cenainly
cutend well beyond the boundaries of che project site include -

= Cidar

= st

= Lircamnd and surface water SOt nuira ton
= Lircamd woner depletion

= Habizat desiruction

= Pdnlse

= Flys

= Light podlution

= Blosecurity [spread of disease)
= Fire hazand

These are all commaon problems esocaied with CAFD operatoes, and are all aggravared by the
paminaar daracieriszics and environment of te proposed site. These problems increase exponeagially
with the size and conceniracian of the operatbon. Many can be midgaved hy cosly practioes, b we see
ni imcdicaiion thar this is de inteni of the projec deseloper.

Father tham answer cach paint lm dwe SEPA questiannalre that seems m be inadequately ar incomectly
covered, IF addressed at all, we will amemps 1o summarize some of the major discrepancies. than
caniribiuie 1o our serious conoerm about de abnes lmpacs.



The proposed sive has been dry land sage sieppee, with fairky bow rolling hills, inierseoed by numeros
drainage dhanncls. It is a1 the foor of several square miles of fairly seep opography that drains
itrough the sibe. Since this propeny & dry, with nio ierigation rights, and has a very dry local
micrnclimaie it has remained for over a busdned yvears wich mosidy mailve vegeailon cover and has wo
berm proviously culiivaied. 10 s not undevelopsed For agriculoural use, however, having heen used fer
generations for seasonal grazing tha kas mainained essenidally the native habitar in 2 sesainable
manner. We have chserved that stiempis @ oshivaion of simdlar ground in this area has inevicably led

to the replacement of native plans by invasive species (cheat grass and nessiam chiste] acoompanied by
musch wind crostan. The site, while usually very dry, experiences periodic flooding, evenes, cosed by
ttemndersinrms and rapid snow meli. Having lived here for over 30 years, we hinve experienoed several
seypre flood evems. Any of these pvenis would be expeoed o camy contaminaied waser from che
proposed siie 10 other semounding propenies & the flood water makes fs way imio the exlszing
drainage downsiream of the site. The developer's proposed migigagion i diven amound or capiuee all of
thits water seems rotally infeasible with the small size of the proposed stomge lagoon, In fac,
cabrulation would indicaie thae just te dralmage off of jest the siie jiself of a 1% m@in, even (€ it could be
entirely contained, woukl overwhelm the proposed 1,000,000 gallon lagoon several tmes over

A large concern is the amoum of wasie that would be generaied om che sioe. This would be a
comhinaiion of animal wastes greeraced in the pens, feed sinrage leachaie, wasee soeckpiled or siored,
cic. Kerping all of chis wasoe, which would include any siorm water tha crossed the she, which would
ieself be comne comaminaced, from leaving dwe sive would seem to he impossible given the plan
presented. The amount of wasee generaced may be considerable. While the numbers of canle proposed
to b hosted & this sie are consploscisly not addressed in amy of the permi documeniation, simple
cuirapelation from the propesed slze and layout of the pens (siaming with G000 nursery huiches) leads
to pammibiers a5 high & several tens of thousands. 1f so, these numbers would isdicate chat che mitigmion
proposed by the applicase is insadficient by orders of magniiude. The compleeely inadequace wasie
senrage lagoon has already been mendioned; chis coukd no reasonabldy be expecied 1o siore indefiniuely
the amount of wasee produced by this many amimals. There & no concevable way thar dhis amouse of
wasie could be spread an the siie propeny, even I i was o be able o be copped (highly dubious due
to the dry microclimace]. The only alicrmaiive is oo haul de wisse away and find sufficiess cropland 1o
spread in an, wiich, of cowrse can anly be dane during the nammnal growing seasom, and the animals will
produce wisse all year long, The inevitabde conceniracion of wasies will also make odor and dust
conirol exrremely costly and difficult, if noi impossible. In addickon, such a high concenimacion of
wisles coniainieg bénlogical contaminans leads eo likelihood of growsdwater contamination, through
leachisg direcely through the kighly permeable sol profile both on siie and from suface waier mnoff o
oiher areas.

The amoiss of water that will be necessary 1o suppon chis proposed use [s nod ad eguately addressed,
oifwer tham vo claim that wells om sie will draw approcimaiely S0000 gal ‘day {per Karmative)l This
figure s unbelievahbly low. Even For 25000 canle, thar woukd be only 2 gallons per cow per day. Thae
wiould not even be sufficlent for drinking waier, and does not consider the water thai will be needed for
dusz abamemnent, coolisg and other wses. The amount of waeer actually extracied will impace the above
wasie concemns, & | will cleady not all be cossumed or evaporaced, but will conoribee 1o the wasie
siream. This also direcly impaces the poieseial for ground waier depletion bevond naneral recharge
raves which could have negative impaces an surmoundieg domestic wells. [ is very impona 1o address
i cumenn hvdrodogic groundwacer profiles and dynamics in the enire area o fully assess potemial
negative impacis on existeg wells; this does not seem o have heen addressed aiall im che SERA filing.
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Cne disiurhing consequence of the proposed deselopmem | dw wtal desiruczion of che natlve habiaar
ot the sive a5 described inothe SEPS declaraion. This will remove a large block of whar has been far
gencrations a condinums ara of sage steppe kahian tar approcimaces e native environment that
prodaies agriculneal development s dwe area. This will put addiional pressse an an existing
eoosysiem that inchedes binds, mammals, repeiles ad che comples desen food web that suppons Ic
Enown species that will be affecied inclsde numerces maptors, such as howls, berowing amd ocher
oo ls, deer, covoees, badgers, and various saller mammals,

A panticulady dangerous concern is the inoreased risk of wildfire thant may result from operational
activity and sinrage of combustible feed. Besides the obwious desiruction of vegetation, causieg boss of
hahitt and exposieg the sadl 1o erosion, wildfire inthis arca can sasily spread o adjacent propemies
and threaien residences and coher sirucures. This concen wirs not addressed at all s che proposal. At
tEe very least this chreat needs (o be midgated by providing on sie water and ofher means of
suppressing fires. This shoadd also require annexation ieeo a fire districe so thae the propeny can
cantribuie 1o additional fine fightieg cosis

wie nealize that we bave noe been able 1o duis shon Tetier oo fully address the many concems mised by
i preseniation of this proposed project. However, we hope that we have been able 1o commenunicate
the sense that che SEPA filing made by the applicant has complezely failed o address the masy
concerns that we are raisieg. The doosnent presents figeres tha are inconssient, demoestrably wrong
and does mot even address masy obvious negatlve eevirorenenial impacts. e belleyve that chere i
ample reasan for the Flanning Division to deny this project application ouright. Falling in that, we
cerainly freel thar all concermed and affecved panics should be gheen the opporunicy w mare Fully
preseit their case fior denial by exending tee commens perlod for ar beast 30 days and grascing a full
hearing wheere mare detalled evidence can be preseeged. In the meantene, the project applicass appears
to ber proce eding with development of the proposed site, pven as the permiing process has bardly
begun. Masy acres of vegetation have already been desoroyed, 2 well is Being drilled, and it appears
road construction has been stamed. 1 seems vo us than this showld be prevented umil, and 1€, such time

as the project s amaally approved.

Thene |s nie doube chat §F chis project Is constucked and becomes operaional the impact on de qualicy
of life for thase of ws living on propertes = che area will be immediagely and negatvely Enpacied. |
addidom, chere will cenainly be an Inenediaie magken devaluation of all of our properndes which will
amaunt 1o considerable finaecial loss.

Thank wou for your aientan io this mater,

Divid Sorsz
Suzanne Sirauss

T2 South Phallips Road
Bahion, WA 9H935
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