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a. Funding Update, Beyond Feasibility--What’s Next?

b. Impact of Budget Reductions

1. On Staff Resources

2. On Grant Program

3. On Columbia River Webmap

4. On Lake Roosevelt Storage Releases Permitting





Project Title Kickoff 
Meeting Held 

Yes/No

Draft Scope 
Prepared 
Yes/No

Contract 
Executed 
Yes/No

Barker Ranch - Horn Rapids Canal Piping YES YES NO

Lincoln County Conservation District (CD) Passive Rehydration YES NO NO

Foster Creek CD - Surface Water Storage WRIA 44/50 YES YES NO

Stevens PUD - Mill Creek Water Storage Project YES YES NO

Palouse-Rock Lake CD - Rock Lake Water Supply & Habitat 
Enhancement Study

YES YES NO

Kittitas CD - Manastash Creek Restoration Project YES NO* NO

Boise White Paper, LLC, Wallula Aquifer Storage & Recovery (ASR) YES YES NO

Lands Council - Beaver Population Enhancement & Water Storage YES YES NO

White Salmon - Buck Creek to Grand Ronde Aquifer ASR YES NO NO

Chelan County - Campbell Creek Reservoir YES YES NO

Franklin CD - Irrigation Water Management Scheduling NO NO

Conf. Tribes of the Colvilles - Goose Lake & 9 Mile Flat Water Storage YES Negotiating NO

Klickitat County - Horse Heaven Hills Surface Storage & Conveyance YES YES NO

WSU - Spokane Valley – Rathdrum Prairie ASR YES YES NO

Conservation Commission Pilot Project YES NO NO

Phase II Feed Route (Pinto Dam Modifications, Upper Crab Flows)** YES YES YES

Odessa Subarea Groundwater Replacement Study ** YES YES YES

KID Pump Exchange YES NO NO

*On hold pending other funding source(s)

** Partnership with Bureau of Reclamation



a. Ecology is investing Columbia River and watershed planning monies in 
storage feasibility studies.

b. If storage is feasible, can it be permitted?

c. Under RCW 90.03.370, permits to store water and remove water from 
storage can be priority processed. Permits to divert water into 
storage cannot. There are nearly 500 new applications currently in 
the Columbia River one-mile corridor.

d. Without new storage, many of these 
applications would not be processed.

Storage

Permits



a. Ecology’s rule (Hillis) on priority processing does not cover 
diversion into storage. Ecology is considering how the Hillis Rule 
could be amended to address this. For example, the following 
criteria might be considered:
i. If the timing of the diversion into storage doesn’t conflict with fisheries 

objectives.

ii. If the type and magnitude of the storage was appropriate (e.g. perhaps 
ASR and “small” storage only).

iii. Project is feasible (studies, environmental review?).

iv. Process is transparent (consultation process, public review)?

b. Non-Columbia River amendments to Hillis are also being 
considered.
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a. Ecology cannot currently fill vacancies.

b. Ecology is currently carrying two vacancies in key positions in 
the OCR.

c. Two other OCR positions are affected in the short-term (leave & 
job share).

d. The hiring freeze is not expected to be lifted through July 2009. 

e. Additional agency cuts are expected.

f. Bonding authority may be impacted.





a. OCR and Water Resources considering ways to “do more with less”. 
Creating efficiencies—aerial photo and landsat review vs. field visits, 
batch processing by permit type (e.g. drought, muni), kickoff QA/QC’s.

b. Prioritizing work—changes vs. new permits.

i. Choices can create impacts on conservancy boards, water marketing, permit 
backlogs.

c. Prioritizing work—other permit functions vs. new permits.

ii. Delays in moving permits to certificates, splitting rights, issuing reservoir 
permits, providing technical assistance, metering compliance, etc.
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a. Move to a Biennial Cycle (by 2010, short-term flexibility 2009)
i. Permit writers needed for preapplication/application cycle.

ii. Integrate with Water Resources funding for Watershed Planning.

b. Delay to next cycle allows staff to focus on permitting.
i. FDR water, permits necessary for 20+ existing projects (reservoir, trust, 

temporary permits, etc.), acquisition program with WRC and WWT.

c. Delay allows learning. Key studies on Columbia River issues.
i. Retiming of return flows (CSRIA VRA, Franklin CD IWM, Conservation 

Commission On-Farm Efficiency).

ii. ASR (cost, treatment issues).

iii. Demand (climate change, agricultural demand, municipal demand).

d. Transparency and Repeatability.
i. Implement changes recommended from first cycle, prepare grant manual, 

use on-line inventory submittals to solicit projects, opportunistic TAG. 
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Requirement: RCW 90.90.050 “department of Ecology 
shall establish and maintain a Columbia river mainstem 
water resources information system that provides the 
information necessary for effective mainstem water 
resource planning and management”. Included shall be 
the “total aggregate quantity of water rights” and “total 
aggregate volume”.



Currently available: Mapped water rights, water right data, images, aerial photos, 
provisions (metering, interruptibility), & water right quantity reports



a. By 2009: Some metering data (Phase 1, not Phase 2 or 3). Overall compliance goal is 90% 
of use. By 2009, probably about 75% reported and available. Remaining 15% by 2011.

b. By 2009: 1st Generation Water Budget Module 



c. By 2011: Accurate Water Budget Module (Supergroup Example)
i. Diversionary Right = 100 ac-ft.

ii. Storage Right = 100 ac-ft.

iii. Secondary Use Right = 100 ac-ft.

iv. Metering data = 100 ac-ft.

v. 2009 Report will show 300 ac-ft ≠ 100 ac-ft.

vi. 2011 Report will show 100 ac-ft = 100 ac-ft.

vii. Longterm features (Landsat imagery, crop statistics, image QA/QC, 
county parcel integration, DIP, etc.). 
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a. Appeal—PCHB Hearing in July 2009

b. Secondary Use Permits—Releases Targeted for 2009

c. Adaptive Management Fisheries Group

d. Trust Water Decisions 2009



a. M&I Supply (100+ permits)

i. Trust Water 2009, Developing Master Workplan, Permitting 2010

ii. Intersection with MWL Litigation—Definition of Municipal

iii.Coordination with DOH on Conservation/Per Capita Demand

b. Instream Flow (2 or 3 trust water decisions)

c. Odessa (a few dozen permits)

i. Coordinate with ECBID to identify lands

ii. Construction issues, LID’s, syphon, funding and timing

iii.Farm - water budgets, groundwater rights to standby/reserve

d. Drought Supply (350+ permits)

i. Coordinate with Bureau on Permits and Water Service Contracts
ii. Launch Drought Insurance Program

1. Develop Streamlined Application Process

2. SEIS Criteria (conservation, cost recovery, 1-800 tracking, marketing, 
compliance)



a. 2006 Fiscal Note, 4 Permit Writers @ 15 permits/year = 60 permit/year.

b. At about 500 FDR Permits, > 8 years to permit all the water.

c. Hiring freeze and permitting vacancy makes it tougher.

d. More water coming in from other supply efforts.

e. Same staff do grants, tech assistance, etc.

f. Few opportunities for staff increases in current budget climate.

g. Opportunities to re‐task non‐OCR water resources staff comes at a cost.



a. Still moving forward on water supply development.

b. Current budget climate may slow some work.

c. Considering opportunities for streamlining, efficiency 
and better integration of common program goals.


	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Slide Number 4
	Slide Number 5
	Slide Number 6
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Slide Number 14
	Slide Number 15
	Slide Number 16
	Slide Number 17
	Slide Number 18
	Slide Number 19
	Slide Number 20
	Slide Number 21
	Slide Number 22

