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Comment Letter No. 60 – Morrison, Harvey

60-1. See the response to Comment 36-2 regarding meeting locations. 
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Comment Letter No. 61 – Peterson, Mark 

61-1. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 62 – Peterson, Mark 

62-1. Your comments regarding your preferences for the Policy Alternatives are noted.  See the 
revised Chapters 2 and 6 in the Final EIS and the responses to Comments 12-1 and 
Comments 9-9 through 9-19 for information Ecology’s revised Policy Alternatives. 
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Comment Letter No. 63 – Prchal, Joan 

63-1. Comment noted.  See the response to Comment 36-2 regarding public notification and 
meeting locations.   

63-2. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals.

63-3. Ecology is coordinating with a variety of interest in the Columbia Basin, including Grant 
County PUD.  The PUD’s Hydro Fish Bypass System is one component to improve fish 
passage.  The Management Program includes other components that would benefit the entire 
Columbia River Basin in Washington.   
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Comment Letter No. 64 – Soeldner, W. Thomas 

64-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Opposition to Dams and Reservoirs. 
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 65
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Comment Letter No. 65 – Stewart, Don D. 

65-1. The Crab Creek off-channel reservoir site is being studied under a separate process by 
Ecology and Reclamation.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off 
Channel Reservoir Proposals.  Seismic studies are included as part of the appraisal studies for 
the Crab Creek site. 

65-2. See the response to Comment 65-1. 

65-3. Potential impacts to the Hanford site will be considered in the appraisal study for the Crab 
Creek site. 

65-4. Hydrologic studies will be part of the future studies done on the Crab Creek site.  It is not 
known at this time whether Crab Creek would be dredged if it were selected as a storage site. 
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Comment Letter No. 66 – Tansy, Kelly 

66-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Opposition to Dams and Reservoirs. 
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Comment Letter No. 67 – Treecraft, Jan 

67-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Opposition to Dams and Reservoirs. 
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Comment Letter No. 68 – Verret, Cathy 

68-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals.

68-2. Water quality impacts of the proposed storage facilities will be evaluated in future 
environmental review if a reservoir site is selected. 
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Comment Letter No. 69 – Vinsonhaler, Larry 

69-1. See the response to Comment 12-1. 

69-2. See the responses to Comments 9-8, 9-9, 9-10, and 9-14. 

69-3. See the response to Comment 9-8. 

69-4. See the response to Comment 9-8. 

69-5. See the response to Comments 9-9 and 21-15.  

69-6. See the response to Comments 9-10 and 21-17. 

69-7. See the response to Comment 9-14. 
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Comment Letter No. 70 – Virgin, Helen, PhD 

70-1. Comment noted. 

70-2. The Hawk Creek site has not been selected for a reservoir site and is undergoing additional 
studies for feasibility.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals.

70-3. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 71 – Wells, Lynn Fackenthall 

71-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding opposition to dams. 
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Comment Letter No. 72 – Winkle, Barbara 

72-1. Comment noted.  See the Master Response regarding opposition to dams. 
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Comment Letter No. 73 – Indecipherable Signature 

73-1. See the response to Comment 36-2 regarding public notification and meeting locations. 

73-2. Ecology is implementing the Management Program that was enacted by the state legislature.
Impacts to the resources you mention will be evaluated in future project level review (See 
Section S.4 of the Final EIS). 

73-3. Comment noted. 
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Comment Letter No. 74 – Anonymous

74-1. See the response to Comment 9-11. 
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Comment Letter No. 75 – (Indecipherable First Name) Johnson 

75-1. Hawk Creek has not been selected as a reservoir location and is undergoing additional 
feasibility studies.  See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals.

75-2. See the response to Comment 36-2 regarding meeting locations and public notification. 
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Comment Letter No. 76 – Transcript Moses Lake Public Open House 

76-1. Louis Nevsimal See the response to Comment 29-1. 

76-2.  See the response to Comment 29-4.  

76-3.  Comment noted.  Additional information on Banks Lake has been included in the Final EIS. 

76-4.  The projected water levels for Crab Creek have not yet been determined and are the subject 
of a study and environmental review being performed by Reclamation as part of the 
Supplemental Feed Route Study. The proposal to withdraw 30,000 acre-feet for Odessa 
Subarea groundwater users could slightly change operating levels in Banks Lake; however, 
the future operating levels have not been determined and are subject to an environmental 
review that Ecology will prepare for the drawdown proposal.  Billy Clapp Lake is small and 
does not have significant storage and the water levels would not likely change for this 
drawdown proposal. The water levels for Potholes Reservoir should not change as no 
additional water is being delivered to Potholes with this proposal.  The water level for 
Scooteney Reservoir also will not change as the operations of the East Low Canal would not 
change near its terminus.

76-5. Terese Schrom   If a reservoir location is selected at Crab Creek, compensation for property 
acquisition and displacement would be negotiated according to federal and state regulations.  
Impacts to existing residents, including displacement impacts, would be incorporated into 
site-specific studies of reservoir alternatives.

76-6.  The impact of the studies on property values is difficult to predict.  Because of the high 
degree of uncertainty about locating a reservoir at any of the locations, it is unlikely that 
property values will be affected in the short-term.  See the Master Response regarding Future 
Studies for Off Channel Reservoir Proposals for the expected timeline of studies, including 
future economic studies.   Site specific impacts, including potential impacts to property 
values, will be incorporated into the feasibility analyses and environmental evaluations for 
specific reservoir proposals.

76-7. Anita Sather See the response to Comment 76-6. 

76-8. Teresa Schrom All proposed projects will be evaluated in terms of economic cost-
effectiveness. Impacts to property owners, including potential for displacement of 
homeowners, will be incorporated into this analysis.  Impacts to property owners resulting 
from proposed projects associated with the Management Program will be mitigated in 
accordance with applicable federal and state guidelines.  Implementation schedules for 
proposed projects will be publicly available, and project proponents will coordinate with all 
potentially affected property owners, to reduce uncertainty and provide notification well in 
advance of proposed actions.  Ecology acknowledges the potentially disruptive effects on 
property owners and will work with them to reduce impacts to their livelihood as proposals 
are being evaluated. 



Columbia River Water Management Program Final Programmatic EIS

76-9. Shirley Stewart See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel 
Reservoir Proposals for the anticipated timeline.   

76-10. M.L. Serosky Comment noted.   



From: Paneen Allen [mailto:paneenallen@msn.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 20, 2006 9:32 AM 
To: Sandison, Derek 

Subject: Columbia River Water Resource Management Program

TO:  Washington State Department of Ecology 
FM:  Paneen Allen 
RE:  Proposed Dam of Hawk Creek Canyon 

I am a resident of Hawk Creek Ranch.  The proposed dam is an example of short sightedness.  
The US Government has not taken on such a project in decades.  In fact, we can't even build a 
wall along our southern border.  We need to think of other ways to solve the water needs of the 
agricultural industry that is located outside of Lincoln County.  

Your stated objective "Sustains growing communities and a healthy economy and meets the 
needs of fish and healthy watersheds."  Growing beyond the sustainability of the natural resources 
is surely illogical.  And, it seems that the Dept of Ecology is playing God, trying to make a 
garden in the desert and full it with people beyond natural capacity.  It is absurd.  Perhaps 
Washington should also try to grow bananas, pineapples, coconuts and coffee. 

Solutions.  Stop pushing growth.  Just say no to more water use.  The bigger the farms, the more 
illegal aliens will flood here to pick the fruit, the more water they will need to use.  Improve 
existing irrigation systems.  Use non-violent prison labor to pick fruit and work on upgrading the 
existing irrigation. Why not dig a reservoir near the places that need water?  A driving trip into 
the heart of the Washington desert reveals less inhabited and closer sites for a reservoir than 
Hawk Creek. 

First you propose to build a huge dam. (billions of dollars).  Then pump water from the Columbia 
River into the reservoir.  Then pump the water many miles to the areas in need. (billions of 
dollars)  We may as well construct a canal from the Columbia and divert a portion to the desert 
like what was done to the Colorado River.  Digging a reservoir closer to the needed areas (billions 
of dollars) and pumping water from the Columbia (billions of dollars) could be cost effective.  
And, there are the long-term maintenance of the dam and pumping stations that will cost forever.  

Who will pay for this project? -Tax payers from Florida? The farmers? The Yakima Valley 
residents?  I know that the residents of Hawk Creek will be paying hefty legal fees to stop this 
absurd dam project.  It is rather deceitful that none of the residents of the effected areas have had 
any notification nor been invited to attend any of the meetings that you have conducted.   

We understand that your department is just trying to solve a problem that exists all over the 
world, even in the animal world - "who gets the water?"  Surly the highly educated minds of your 
department can be creative and design a water use plan that has less environmental impact.  
Obviously the old model of "dam and pump" has not worked. 

Paneen C. Allen 
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Comment Letter No. 77 – Paneen C. Allen 

77-1 See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel Reservoir Proposals.
See the response to Comment 36-2 regarding meeting locations and notification. 



From: Paneen Allen [mailto:paneenallen@msn.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 20, 2006 9:33 AM 
To: Sandison, Derek 

Subject: Columbia River Water Resource Management Program

TO: Washington State Department of Ecology 

FM: Baron Allen 

RE: Proposed Dam of Hawk Creek Canyon 

Our family was driven out of Southern Arizona because the Federal Government would 
not enforce immigration law.  Violence and crime became so pervasive that we couldn't 
even go for a walk in the desert.  I had to guard our son at the bus stop because there 
might be young men walking down the highway from Mexico, some sporting gang 
tattoos.  Even our Representative, Jim Kolby's home was invaded.  So, I retired from a 
30-year teaching career and moved our family business to Hawk Creek last year only to 
learn that we may be submerged by more government insanity. 

Hawk Creek is located far from the place where the irrigation water is needed as wheat is 
not irrigated.  This valley is full of families, animals and is sacred Indian land. Expect a 
large class action lawsuit from the property owners immediately upon the announcement 
of a dam as no one can sell and no one will invest in the area. 

Because the Hawk Creek site is the most illogical, I'm sure the government will choose it 
for the dam, casting a pall on all of our property values. Remember, the government 
subsidized many of the agricultural wells that have depleted the aquifers. 

In my 56 years on Earth, I have seen growth destroy the quality of life throughout the 
nation.  It is ironic that this growth has come from outside the country. The US, Canada 
and Japan have stagnant population growth, yet the US has absorbed 90 million legal and 
illegal immigrants in the last 32 years 

There are enough dams on Washington's rivers.  We need to change the way we use 
water. We cannot grow forever.  Conservation techniques should be the thrust, not the 
demands of California on the BPA.  How many pumping stations using electricity would 
be required to move this water?  Is Rube Goldberg the Chief Engineer? 
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Comment Letter No. 78 – Baron Allen 

78-1 See the Master Response regarding Future Studies for Off Channel Reservoir Proposals. 




