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Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 30 – Columbia-Snake River Irrigators Association 

30-1. Your comments in support of the Management Program are noted. 

30-2. Comment noted.  At the time of printing of this Final EIS, Ecology had completed the 
consultation process required under RCW 90.90.030.  

30-3. Your support of the Kennewick Irrigation District application is noted.

30-4. Comment noted.  Ecology will be preparing a Supplemental EIS on the Lake Roosevelt 
drawdowns that will address some of the issues you raise. 

30-5. Comment noted. 

30-6. Comment noted.   

30-7. Comment noted. 

30-8. Comment noted. 

30-9. Comment noted. 
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Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 31 – Northwest Pulp and Paper Association 

31-1. Comment noted. 

31-2. The effects of new on and off channel storage systems on water temperature in the 
Columbia River will be assessed on a project specific basis.  See the Master Response 
regarding future review of off-channel reservoirs. 

31-3. Information has been added to Section 3.4.2 to clarify the relative contribution of point 
sources and dams to temperature increases in the mainstem. 
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Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 32 – Stevens County Farm Bureau 

32-1. Ecology acknowledges the importance of coordinating with WRIA managers regarding 
approved WRIA plans, and will continue to coordinate closely with watershed managers 
in support of WRIA efforts.  There is no formal approval process required, although 
Ecology will continue to consult with WRIA managers.  

32-2. Comment noted.  Additional information on impacts, both positive and negative, are 
included in the main body of the EIS, Chapters 4, 5, and 6.  Section S is a summary. 

32-3. See the response to Comment 7-6.   

32-4. Ecology has determined that additional environmental review of the Lake Roosevelt 
drawdowns is required and will be preparing a Supplemental EIS.  As part of this process, 
Ecology will coordinate with a wide range of stakeholders, including surrounding 
jurisdictions, agencies, and individuals. The Final EIS includes additional discussion of 
impacts to recreation, and the Supplemental EIS will include additional information on 
impacts to recreational facilities.  

32-5. The discussion of nutrients was clarified in Section 3.4.2 to include the contribution of 
nutrients from natural sources.   
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Comment Letter No. 33 – Ackerman, Laura and Larry Hampson

33-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Opposition to Dams and Reservoirs. 
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Comment Letter No. 34 – Albright, Nancy 

34-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals. 
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Comment Letter No. 35 – Aldrich, Lois  

35-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Opposition to Dams and Reservoirs. 
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Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 36 – Bowdish, Barney  

36-1. Comment noted.  Additional environmental review will be conducted on the proposed 
reservoir sites.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals. 

36-2. Ecology welcomes public input on the Management Program and has attempted to 
provide timely information on the process and meetings.  There is a link to the Columbia 
River Water Management Program on Ecology’s home page with extension information 
on the components of the Program.  Meetings were scheduled in four locations in eastern 
Washington—Moses Lake, Colville, Kennewick, and Wenatchee.   

The Columbia River Mainstem Off-Channel Storage Study is considered part of the 
storage component of the Columbia River Water Management Program and is briefly 
described in Section 2.1.2.1 of this Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).   
However, this EIS is intended to address the Columbia River Water Management Program 
(Management Program) as a whole, and is not intended to provide detailed information or 
analysis regarding potential new storage sites.  Such information would be provided in  
future project-level EISs specifically addressing the storage sites, which would be 
prepared if the study proceeds beyond an appraisal level of evaluation to a feasibility 
study.

Ecology chose to conduct four open houses on both the scoping process for the EIS 
regarding the Management Program and for the public comment process regarding the 
Draft EIS.  There is no requirement in the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) or the 
SEPA Rules for Ecology to hold such open houses, but such events are viewed by 
Ecology as important vehicles for public outreach regarding the Management Program.  
The locations of those open houses were selected by the SEPA Responsible Official based 
primarily two criteria.  The first criterion is their proximity to the first projects that are 
likely to be implemented as part of Management Program, identified in the EIS as “Early 
Actions.”   Those actions are the Supplemental Feed Route Project, Lake Roosevelt 
Drawdown Project, and the Columbia-Snake River Irrigators Voluntary Regional 
Agreement.  The second criterion was to attempt to provide broad geographic coverage 
within the Columbia River watershed in Washington State. 

Should Congressional authorization be provided to perform a feasibility study on potential 
storages sites, a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) EIS would be prepared and a 
SEPA EIS would either be prepared jointly with the NEPA document, or subsequent to 
the completion of the NEPA EIS.  As part of the EIS process, it is anticipated that public 
meetings would be held in locations near any sites under active consideration. 

36-3. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 37 – Bryant, Paul 

37-1. Comment noted.  The Management Program does include a substantial conservation 
component.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel Reservoir 
Proposals.
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Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 38 – Buday, Bernie 

38-1. Comment noted.  The Washington Legislature created the Columbia River Water 
Management Program specifically to address water issues in the Columbia River Basin.  
Chapter 90.90 RCW applies to the portion of the Columbia River Basin in the state of 
Washington from the Canadian border to Bonneville Dam.  It is intended to address on-
going problems in that area.  The Management Program does not apply to other portions 
of the state.  Ecology has other programs, including the Watershed Planning process, to 
address water issues in other parts of the state.

38-2. Comment noted.  The public meetings were scheduled in eastern Washington, the area to 
which the Columbia River Water Management Act applies. 

38-3. See the response to your comment 38-1 regarding applicability of the Columbia River 
Management Program to eastern Washington.   
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Comment Letter No. 39 – Burgoon, Peter 

39-1. Comment noted.  Reclamation is performing the evaluation of the Supplemental Feed Routes 
and the routes you suggest were not selected for study 

39-2. The potential impacts to Rocky Ford Creek from the Crab Creek Alternative are discussed in 
Section 5.2.1.3 and 5.2.1.4.  Those sections address the water that would flow from Crab 
Creek to Rocky Ford Creek, the impacts to flows in Rocky Ford Creek from the Crab Creek 
Alternative, and the highly permeable sand and gravel near Adrian that could provide a 
subsurface transport route from Crab Creek to Rocky Ford Creek.  Reclamation will 
determine if it is appropriate to install a real time flow station on Rocky Ford Creek if that 
route is selected. 
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Comment Letter No. 40 – Daehlin, Wanda 

40-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Opposition to Dams and Reservoirs. 
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Comment Letter No. 41 – Dalsaso, Julie 

41-1. Comment noted. 

41-2. The projects that you mention will undergo additional environmental review.  See the 
Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel Reservoir Proposals.
Expanding the Columbia Basin Project eastward is not a part of the Management Program 
and will undergo separate environmental review by Reclamation and Ecology.  See 
Section 2.1.2.1 and Section S.4 of the EIS.

41-3. Comment noted. 

41-4. Comment noted.  See the response to your Comment 41-2 regarding additional 
environmental review. 
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Comment Letter No. 42 – Droz, Susan   

42-1. The off-channel storage proposals are being evaluated under a separate process from the 
Management Program.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off 
Channel Reservoir Proposals.  The Moses Coulee site was eliminated from further 
consideration because it did not meet the review criteria for feasibility. 
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Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 43 – Duba, Jason 

43-1. Comment noted.  The off-channel reservoir sites are being evaluated under a separate process 
from the Management Program.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off 
Channel Reservoir Proposals. 

43-2. See the response to your Comment 43-1. 

43-3. The one-third/two-third allocation would apply to the portion of water resulting from state 
funding of a storage project (RCW 90.90.010).  The allocation was established by the 
legislation.

43-4. See the response to Comment 41-2. 

43-5. Ecology has determined that additional review of the Lake Roosevelt drawdowns is required 
and will be preparing a Supplemental EIS.  The Supplemental EIS will consider 
contaminated sediments and exposure of cultural sites.  The exposure of archaeological sites 
along the shore of Lake Roosevelt is addressed in Section 5.1.1.9 of the Final EIS. 

43-6. Comment noted. 

43-7. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 44 – Eykel, Frans 

44-1. The liquefied natural gas facility in Bradwood, Oregon is outside the scope of the 
Management program.  The facility is being evaluated separately by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission and the state of Oregon. 
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Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

Comment Letter No. 45 – Eyler, Yvonne (Letter) 

45-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Responses regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals and Opposition to Dams and Reservoirs.   

45-2. Comment noted. 

45-3. See the response to Comment 36-2 regarding meeting locations. 

45-4. Comment noted. 

45-5. See the response to your Comment 45-1. 

45-6. There were approximately 60 people in attendance at the Moses Lake meeting. 

45-7. Comment noted. 




