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CRAIG RETTKOWSKI, =T Al

S,

“‘.l"_ I 'P.g )‘8

Respondents,

)
)
)
) ~ e
v, ) ORDER CHANGING ' R
) OPINION o
THE CEPARTMENT CF ECOLOGY, - ET AL, )
)
Appellants. )
)
It is hereby ordered that the opinion in

the akove cause, as

the same appearé at 122 Wn.2d 219, be changed as follows:

1. Beginning with the word "ldentifying"
from the top of page 228, -he remaining words in that Faragraph are

deleted and the following words are inserted in their place:

tentatively determining whether there are existing water
rights with which rre procosed use will conflict. Tuank, at
£94; Stemrel warii-=.:g. Ecology investigates an acciication

..... ively, determine the existence
rights® and the availabilic-: of water.

- &

e Water

2. The words "need cnly determine the Lotential" appearing in
, =Ltentzal B d

the twentieth line from --e top of page 228 are deleted, and the

words "only tentatively determines the™ are 'inserted in their

place.

3. The word "revoked" appearing in the twenty-third line from

the top of sage 228 is deletsd, ang the word "regulated" 1is

inserted in its place.
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4. The words "Water Code" appearing in the twenty-seventh
line from the top of page 228 are deleted, and the words "water
rights registration act, RCW 90.14" are inserted in :hu; place,

5. The words "involve the re-allocation of" heginning in the
twenty-_eighth line from the top of page 228 are deleced, and the

word "implicate" ia inserted in their place.

Dated this _lst _ day of Novembaer, 19913.

.-.Om, 0-?

Chief Justice

APPROVED:

122 Wn,2d 219



CRAIG RETTKCWSKI, ET AL,

No. 3908
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T
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Respondents, :
ORDER GRANTING .
MOTICON FOR RECONSITDEPATION

WITHOUT NEW ARGUMENT

v.

THE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY, ET AL, AND
DENYING MOTIONS F~R
Appellants., RECONSIDERATIGH

e e e et e i et et e

The Court having considered the motion for reconsideration

filed by appellant Department of Ecology, and having entered an
order changing opinion in the above Cause on November 1st, 1993,
It is hereby ordered that further reconsideration is denied.
It is further ordered ~hat the motions for reccnsidarvan

filed by ag

L

peilant William E. Rosman and appellants Zinking Creek

Surface Watsr Zroject and Pollicion Conerel dearings Board are

denied.

Dated thi lst day of Novamber, 1993,

Chief})oustcice

122 Wn.2d 21¢





