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Comment Letter No. 11 – Department of Natural Resources – Washington Natural Heritage 

Program

11-1. Comment noted.  Please see the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals.  Significant natural resources will be one of the factors considered in 
the Appraisal and Feasibility studies being conducted on the off-channel storage sites. 

It is acknowledged that additional studies will be done at the time specific projects are 
identified. Refer to the Master Response for future site-specific studies. 

11-2. The Final EIS text has been revised to reflect this comment. 

11-3. Table 3-16 has been updated to include plant species that are classified as a species of 
concern by the USFWS in addition to those species that are listed as endangered, threatened, 
or candidate.  Two additional sections have been added to the Final EIS.  Section 3.7.2.2 
discusses the state listed species and 3.7.2.3 includes a description of WDNR and the Natural 
Heritage Program.   

11-4. Appendix I has been revised to include all state listed plant species. 
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Comment Letter No. 12 – Benton County Board of County Commissioners 

12-1. Section 6.2.1 has been revised in the Final EIS to reflect the broader legislative direction to 
pursue “new water supplies,” not only storage.

12-2. See the response to Comment 9-8. 

12-3. See the response to Comment 9-12. 

12-4. See the response to Comments 9-14, 9-9-15, and 9-19.  The No Action Alternative is 
included as required by the State Environmental Policy Act.  It is used primarily as a baseline 
comparison for the action alternatives.  The Black Rock project is being evaluated under a 
separate process.  See Section 2.2.2.1, New Large Storage Facilities. 

12-5. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 13 – Klickitat County 

13-1.  Comment noted.  Section 2.1.2.3 has been modified accordingly. 

13-2.  Comment noted.  Parties with legal authority to make commitments on behalf of water users 
and instream resource interests would be eligible to enter into a VRA. 

13-3.  Ecology acknowledges the role that watershed planning plays in water management.  
Watershed planning is discussed in Section 3.1.1 of the EIS.  Water storage projects proposed 
as part of watershed planning were included in the inventory and demand forecast described 
in Section 2.1.2.6 of the Final EIS. 

13-4.  Comment noted.  The project description in Chapter 2 is organized by type of project, not by 
the funding allocations.  Since similar types of facilities are likely to create similar impacts 
and require comparable mitigation measures, for purposes of the EIS, this method of 
organization makes the most sense.  It should be noted that creating new storage by 
modifying an existing reservoir (for example, raising an existing impoundment) would be 
eligible for funding under the storage portion of the account and would be subject to the one-
third/two thirds instream and out-of-stream allocation provisions.  

13-5.  See the response to Comment 13-3. 

13-6.  Consumptive savings obtained through conservation would provide access to new water 
supplies; however, that is not necessarily the case with non-consumptive savings. 

13-7.  Comment noted. 

13-8.  See the responses to Comments 13-1 and 13-2. 

13-9.  Comment noted. 

13-10. The public interest test is applicable to both surface and ground water right permit decisions. 

13-11. The reference in Section 2.1.2.4 (now renumbered as 2.1.2.5) is to the parties that actually 
participated directly in the preparation of the report, not to parties that were contacted or 
consulted with during report preparation. 

13-12. Sections 2.2.2 and Section 2.2.3 address conservation projects.  However, for those eligible 
storage proposals that would not qualify to receive funding through the two-thirds of the 
Columbia River Basin Water Supply Development Account, the provisions of these sections 
would apply. 

13-13. Comment noted. 

13-14. Modification of existing storage facilities is discussed in Section 2.1.2.1 as part of the storage 
component of the Management Program.   

13-15. The portion of Section 2.2.2 referred to in this comment is one of the alternative policy 
approaches under consideration in the Draft EIS, but is not a policy statement.  The question 
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revolves around how conservation savings obtained through use of the Columbia River Basin 
Water Supply Development Account should be allocated between instream and out-of-stream 
use.  It would not apply to water put in trust by a private party, or water savings procured 
through funds other than the Account. 

13-16. The text in the Final EIS has been revised. 

13-17. Comment noted.  See the response to Comment 9-12. 

13-18. See the response to Comment 9-14. 

13-19. The legislation does not preclude consideration of a VRA that would provide tributary 
benefits as well as mainstem benefits.  
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Comment Letter No. 14 – Stevens County Commissioners 

14-1. Additional information on the participation and interest of the Spokane Tribe has been added 
to the Final EIS text. 

14-2. See the response to Comment 14-1.  Ecology acknowledges that the Spokane Tribe is an 
important participant in discussions relating to the Lake Roosevelt drawdown.  

14-3. The paragraph in Section 3.3.5 has been revised in the Final EIS to be more consistent with 
the Water Quality section. 

14-4. The typographical error has been corrected. 

14-5. The outcome of the Biological Opinion will be incorporated into Ecology’s evaluation at the 
time it is published.  It would be speculative to attempt to address the possible outcomes of 
this judicial opinion at this time.  WAC 197-11-060(4)(a) states that “SEPA’s procedural 
provisions require the consideration of ‘environmental’ impacts…with attention to impacts 
that are likely, not merely speculative.” 

14-6. A new Section 3.1.3 has been added to the Final EIS to clarify the complex management of 
the Columbia River.  Information has been added to Section 3.9.4.1 regarding the Lake 
Roosevelt 5-Party Agreement.  See also the response to Comment 7-6. 

14-7. Federal operation of the Columbia River system is addressed in Section 3.1.1.  Additional 
information has been added to that section to further clarify the complexity of river 
operations.

14-8. Additional information on the role of the Spokane Tribe in the Management Program has 
been provided throughout the document.  Ecology will continue to coordinate with the 
Spokane Tribe and other interested parties as the Supplemental EIS on the Lake Roosevelt 
drawdowns is developed. 
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Comment Letter No. 15 – Walla Walla County 

15-1. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 16 – City of Wenatchee 

16-1. Your comments regarding the policy alternatives are noted.  Ecology has worked with a 
Policy Advisory Group and others to revise the policy alternatives.  Please see the revised 
Chapter 6 in the Final EIS. 

16-2. Water quality impacts of pump exchange projects, including potential indirect impacts 
associated with growth and/or other types of development, will be evaluated when those 
projects undergo project level environmental review. 
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Comment Letter No. 17 – PUD No. 1 of Chelan County 

17-1. Comment noted.  Additional information and analysis on the impacts from the amount and 
timing of additional drawdown will be provided in the Supplemental EIS that Ecology will 
be preparing on the Lake Roosevelt drawdown. 

17-2. See response to comment 17-1. 

17-3. Section 3.13.1 has been revised in the Final EIS. 
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Comment Letter No. 18 – Grant County PUD 

18-1. Comment noted. 

18-2.  Section 3.4.2 was revised to reflect the fact that elevated TDG occurs during spill at all of the 
Columbia mainstem dams and that Ecology has specific regulations that allow a higher 
standard for TDG during spill for the fish passage season. 

18-3.  Section 3.7.1.4 has been revised to include these issues. 

18-4.  Text and references in Table 3-23 have been updated to reflect this comment. 

18-5.  See the response to Comment 12-1. 

18-6.  See the response to Comment 9-8.  

18-7.  See the response to Comment 9-9. 

18-8.  See the response to Comment 9-11. 

18-9.  See the response to Comment 9-19. 

18-10. Comment noted. 

18-11. Ecology has worked with the Columbia River Policy Advisory Group and others to revise the 
Policy Alternatives.  See the revised Chapters 2 and 6 in the Final EIS. 

18-12. Comment noted. 



19-1

19-2

19-3

COMMENT LETTER NO. 19

19-4

19-5

19-8

19-9

19-10

19-11

19-7

19-6

COMMENT LETTER NO. 19



19-12

19-13

19-14

19-15

COMMENT LETTER NO. 19



Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 19 – East Columbia Basin Irrigation District 

19-1.  The purpose of a Programmatic EIS is to describe the range of potential impacts that might 
occur from a project.  Although it is not expected that the early action items that you list will 
substantially expand irrigated agriculture, expansion is possible.  In addition, the storage and 
conservation components of the Management Program may also expand irrigated agriculture.  
Therefore, it is appropriate to discuss the impacts associated with the potential expansion. 

19-2.  See the response to Comment 9-9. 

19-3.  Ecology has decided to include exempt wells in the inventory.  Initially, the information will 
be limited to data that are available electronically and will be modified with future 
inventories as more data are available. 

19-4.  Comment noted.  As stated in the EIS, the conservation only alternative was not carried 
forward by the Legislature. 

19-5.  The information has been added to the Final EIS text. 

19-6.  This information was added to Section 2.5.2 and Section 5.2.1.4 in the Final EIS. 

19-7.  The Final EIS text has been revised. 

19-8.  Moses Lake is not on the 2002/2004 303(d) list for phosphorus.  An additional discussion on 
water quality based on the Moses Lake TMDL was added to Section 5.2.1.3. 

19-9.  Added a discussion of how conservation could impact return flows and how a decrease in 
return flows could affect downstream users to Section 4.1.2.3. 

19-10. Comment noted. 

19-11. The text in the Final EIS has been modified. 

19-12. See the response to Comment 12-1. 

19-13. See the response to Comment 9-8. 

19-14. See the response to Comment 9-15. 

19-15. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 20 – Kennewick Irrigation District 

20-1. Comment noted. 

20-2. Comment noted.  The issues you cite will be considered as Ecology evaluates the CSRIA 
VRA.

20-3. Your comments on the Draft EIS are noted. 

20-4. Comment noted.  Your request for funding under the Management Program will be 
considered separately from the EIS. 

20-5. See the response to your Comment 20-4. 




