
       

    

                   

                     

           

                     

                  

                

                     

           

                  

                      

              

                   

                   

                  

                      

                      

     

             

                 

                     

                    

        

                  

                     

                      

                   

                  

                    

                 

                  

                

                 

               

                  

                   

                

                

                     

       

           

           

                     

                  

           

                     

                    

                       

   

            

                        

               

                       

                    

                     

                       

                    

                  

            

Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed Long-Term Management Project 

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Comments 

Submitter Comment Attachment 

1 Zena Hartung Natural systems are the most sustainable. Deschutes River had a useful Estuary before the dam created a trap 

for sediments. Now the summer temps rise and the algae love it but the water isn’t good for much else. Remove 

the dam! Let the water flow out, the sediment feed the beaches. 

No 

2 Trae Dunn Free the damned estuary! Remove the 5th Ave dam. Restore the estuary according to the plan put forth by the 

Deschutes Estuary Restoration Team (DERT). In it's current state the 'man made' lake is essentially a backed up 

septic system and is unusable for recreation and environmental education. Opening the estuary will allow the 

sea to mix with the river and restore the original healthy brackish environment. This in turn will flush out the 

non native, intrusive species which have been allowed to take up residence. 

The tribes have the longest history of the estuary; listen to their wisdom regarding the restoration of the estuary. 

No 

3 Ben Cody I'm pretty much only interested in seeing a restored estuary. The lake" is a serious mess and taking out the dam 

is an easy thing we can do to help salmon and our resident Orca populations." 

No 

4 Dani Madrone I feel confident that a review of the current legitimate, peer-reviewed science and the multitude of studies on 

this issue will provide good direction for this EIS. This project is the highest priority for protecting salmon and 

enhancing water quality in Budd Inlet. These goals are shared across the community. In addition, there are legal 

obligations around tribal treaty rights and the Clean Water Act. Please, please, please: at the end of this EIS, 

let's have a clear direction forward. Let's narrow four alternatives down to one. Let's be ready to move forward. 

Thanks for your work on this! 

No 

5 James 

Lengenfelder 

Previous Dept of Enterprise Services (DES) Capitol Lake Long-Term Management Planning identified sediment 

management as the top concern. It must be addressed for all options selected for evaluation. Regardless of 

which "lake or no- Lake Option" is selected a plan for how the sediment is going to be handled must be 

evaluated." 

An item not spoken to any previous study" is the impact of the railroad bridge that separates the middle and 

north basins. It is man-made and does restrict flow." 

A third item is the future impact of the planned Tumwater fish hatchery. Regardless that WDFW's determination 

of non-significance we all know that fish poop and some of it is going to get into Capitol Lake and/or Budd Inlet. 

No 

6 William Golding Thank you for providing a vital public service to assess Capitol Lake and the Lower Deschutes Watershed. I 

would like to comment on the need to assess the historic implications of the development of Capitol Lake. The 

creation of Capitol Lake built on fill material over the estuary of the Deschutes River violated reserved treaty 

rights of peoples of the Medicine Creek Treaty of 1854, signed by the United States and a number of Southern 

Salish Sea Indigenous Nations who some are and some who are not federally recognized presently. The creation 

of this artificial lake through the development of the 5th Avenue dam violates the reserved rights established by 

the Medicine Creek Treaty to fishing, hunting, and gathering at Usual and Accustomed areas. The Steh-chass 

people were signers to this treaty and inhabited the area that now encompasses Capitol Lake, clearly signifying 

this place as Usual and Accustomed area that should have been provided reserved protection from 

development. It is imperative that the Environmental Impact Statement address the historic fact of initially 

violating the treaty rights of Medicine Creek Treaty tribes and provide reasoning for why this was allowed, as well 

as provide reasoning on how this existing development continues to violate reserved treaty rights of the 

sovereign Indigenous Nations of this land and water. All potential development alternatives for this area should 

address if the reserved treaty rights will continue to be violated, or if reparations will be provided in an effort to 

restore these treaty rights to their required terms 

No 

7 Liz Howe I would love to see this area returned to an estuary! No 

8 Liz Howe I would love to have Capitol Lake made into an estuary! No 

9 John Miller I believe that Capital Lake is the centerpiece of downtown Olympia. On a daily basis there are joggers, bikers and 

families walking around the lake. While I understand the relative merits of the estuary option, I believe that 

detracting from the open space of the lake would be a mistake. 

The hybrid option would appear to be the best realistic option that would fit the needs of all groups to some 

degree. While I understand this would be the most expensive option I do believe this is an investment in the 

future of Olympia and cost should be the secondary issue. This is the one chance to make a change and the best 

option should be chosen. 

No 

10 Byron Rhoades I would prefer the restored estuary option. Estuaries are very bio-diverse. No 

11 Rose Webster Keep Capitol Lake as it is with appropriate dredging as will be required in the future. Do NOT turn it into an 

estuary. Please do nothing if that is what the solution is to keep the lake. 

No 

12 Mark Ausman Please leave the lake as is except dredge it out. We and hundreds of other people, enjoy walking around the lake 

and enjoying the view and cool breeze that comes across the water. An estuary would not provide the same 

beauty and enjoyable walking and viewing environment. After about 70 years of having the lake where it is, 

acting as if it's not an environmental fixture and it needs to be removed is somewhat ludicrous. Years and years 

of neglecting to dredge the lake raises the cost of improving and maintaining the status quo. However, years of 

neglect and doing nothing is the cause of the higher initial cost of dredging. Thank you. 

No 
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Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed Long-Term Management Project 

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Comments 

Submitter Comment Attachment 

13 Gerald Cichlar My opinion on the Capitol Lake project options is to revert the lake to its natural state as an estuary by opening 

the Fifth Avenue dam. The actions taken at this site should concentrate on the most natural and wildlife friendly 

option. The restoration of this site to a wetlands/estuary would provide the greatest habitat potential to the 

largest number of native fish, waterfowl and other wildlife. With Puget Sound beleaguered with problems such 

as pollution, species diversity decline and the crashing salmon population; a project aimed at habitat restoration 

to its closest original state possible is the best option. 

No 

14 Paul Brice I vote for the Managed Lake Alternative. No 

15 Gillian Spencer The main lake is a community meeting place, and a jewel in the centre of town, and also a home to a lot of 

Schadt wildlife. We all care about the environment, certainly I do, but I think we can allow ourselves the joy of using this 

lake, and maintaining it to be attractive and healthy. 

The cost of maintaining it is certainly worth the money, it contributes to the health and wellbeing of the 

community and is a huge plus for people who visit here, which puts additional dollars into the local economy. 

We have been trying to decide this for so long, and haven't we already done studies on environmental impact, 

and still arrive at a stalemate, so nothing gets done. How about we use that $4 million to hold a referendum of 

area citizens, to see what the majority of the residents want to do, and then we stick to it, that is how 

democracy works. 

No 

16 Richard Hurst Keep the lake. It is beautiful! Do dredging, cleaning or whatever to keep it pristine. 15 years ago, when I first 

came to Olympia, there were hydroplane races and people enjoyed the water. We can do it again. 

No 

17 Mike Duffy My wife, kids and grandkids(8) love the old Capitol Lake. We need to combine state, county, and city money to 

make the lake sparkle again. Get the vegetation out of the lake. Cut the bushes and trees growing wild along the 

south side path by the lake. Keep the bushes along the north side of of the lake low so walkers can see the lake 

but Geese will not be attracted. Raise the lake to a level where there could be kayaks and canoes and maybe RC 

toy boats. I'd like to see swimming return to the lake, but too many opponents. As far as estuary, NO. Allow fish 

to continue to get to Deschutes through the lake. The Capitol Lake is a Capitol gem. Make it a fine asset. 

No 

18 Kathy Leitch I want to make sure that the environmental impact statements for the various options take into account the 

effect on Puget Sound. During the previous process that EIS sponsored to analyze Capitol Lake Options they 

specifically stated publicly that the scope for that project did not include any effect on Puget Sound. All options 

analyzed should include environmental impact on Puget sound, a fragile body of water. The statement should 

include the impact of removing the dam --if it is true that Capitol Lake water and sediment includes fecal 

coliform, invasive species and accumulation of silt any environmental impact should look at whether it is 

expected that these issues will become part of a Puget Sound problem if the dam is removed. 

It should also include information about the cost to mitigate negative effects of dam removal to create an 

estuary. The Deschutes river has several issues that effects its water quality including failing or not monitored 

septic systems and inadequate management of farmland animal waste and fertilizer. Silt will undoubtedly 

accumulate in Puget Sound as well and may need to be dredged. Removing the dam also has effects on the City 

of Olympia which may need to build a new bridge, Bayview Grocery Store, the Olympia Yacht Club and other 

businesses that will need to be relocated and/or purchased as part of eminent domain. The Port of Olympia may 

need to consider the cost of dredging in Puget Sound. 

No 

19 Dianne Hurst Capitol Lake was created to enhance the Capitol of Washington. I remember when it was clean and beautiful. I 

remember small hydroplane races on the lake. Had it been maintained it would not be in its current state. 

The flow through the lake carries a great deal of sediment, both onto the lake and into Budd Inlet. That should 

be addressed if you hope to have a usable Port. 

Letting it revert to an estuary will be an eyesore which will not do anything to enhance the Capitol or the City of 

Olympia. Why are we building new high-rises and hoping to entice people to move downtown? Do people want 

to live next to an estuary, that may have many species but smell like salty rotten mud? Clean up the Lake and 

keep it that way. 

No 

20 Beverly Torguson I'm in favor of the hybrid alternative for Capital Lake in Olympia. No 

21 Thomas Byun The main topic I would like to see a study of is the recreation portion. There is a state funded hatchery upstream 

at Tumwater falls and fishing isnt allowed downstream of the hatchery. With the two proposals of either 

removing or making a hybrid I would like to see study done on the potential impact for tourism if fishing is 

allowed downstream of the hatchery and maybe even an extra licensing fee to help maintain the watershed. 

No 

22 John Parry I support the retention of the northern reflecting pond (Capitol Lake). No 
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Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed Long-Term Management Project 

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Comments 

Submitter Comment Attachment 

23 Brett Riedmayer After reviewing the alternatives proposed for Capitol Lake, I am advocating for the restored estuary alternative. 

Based on previous environmental studies the estuary option is the best alternative in my opinion. In lieu of 

climate change and the impacts of sea level rise it would behove the City of Olympia and DES to consider this 

option as a method to address the storm surge and other changes to the downtown landscape is will be 

occurring. 

No 

24 Sharon Bergquist- I speak for no one organization but have volunteered and financially supported over the years the Nisqually Land 

Moody Trust, Capitol Land Trust, Native Plant Society, Olympia Parks, and the former People for Puget Sound now 

merged with Washington Environmental Council. I think the best alternative is to return the lake to its natural 

state as an estuary by opening the 5th ave. bridge. It will be cost prohibitive to maintain the lake in its current 

state so I consider that option not even viable. There could be berms on the park side as shown in the sea level 

reports that might help protect the downtown core from water. 

Native plantings would help with water quality, promote wildlife habitat, add asthetic beauty, and provide cover 

for resting juvenile salmon. 

When the tide is in canoes and kyaks could enjoy going upstream to the dam as we now do at the mouth of the 

Nisqually Medicine Creek site. As far as complaints about odor, I don't buy it. I grew up in Bremerton and when 

the tide is out on the Puget Sound it smells wonderful....this is where we live and I love it. Let's make the 

Deschutes Estuary beautiful and usable again. 

No 

25 hayley gamble Hello, Please weight the environmental benefits heavily in this EIS. Please consider the very long-term benefits 

and costs associated with each option. While historical plans should be considered, at the time the lake was 

planned designers did not foresee issues of water quality, invasive species and closing the lake to public use. The 

value of having a lake very limited given these issues. Please base final decisions on science and the health 

benefits to people and other living things that use the lake/Budd Inlet. This is a huge opportunity to restore and 

important ecosystem and improve the health of the Sound. Please consider the environmental impacts beyond 

the immediate community, improving the health of the Sound is a regional-wide impact. It is possible resources 

to complete this project will also be available beyond the immediate community (federal/state funding.) The EIS 

should include options that provide examples of mitigation to those negatively impacted by Estuary restoration, 

such as dredging schedules or relocation options for the Yacht club. 

No 

26 H Algiere I have lived here my entire life. I don’t want the lake removed and have a smelly mudflat to walk around on our 

beautiful summer days. Why did we spend taxpayer money on beautifying the area around the lake and now 

some groups want to screw it up with tidal flats. This area is not Nisqually Valley and should not be compared. 

Let’s clean the lake and keep it beautiful like it was when I was growing up! 

No 

27 Cameron Smith Please find a way to dismantle the capitol lake dam and restore the area to its natural state. Many of us now 

understand the disruptive impacts of the dam and the lake to the local wildlife. Please do not consider 

arguments based on beauty as estuaries are quite beautiful, and the lake as it is now is decidedly not. Consider 

also that if we are to be responsible stewards of the land, we need to learn to live alongside natural patterns, not 

demand their conformity. We should also be mature enough to admit when we've made a mistake. I think the 

dismantling of the dam could be of some national ecological interest if it is properly documented and publicized. 

No 

28 Jennifer RESTORED ESTUARY ALTERNATIVE. Capitol Lake is a sick, toxic, infested, artificial body of water that the public 

Stockwell cannot even use as it is. RESTORE THE ESTUARY. Let nature do the work of combating the invasive freshwater 

species. Increase our estuarine habitat to support our salmon. I read the CLAMP report ELEVEN years ago in 2007 

and restoring the estuary still stands as the best and most economic option to address issues with Capitol Lake 

that are only going to get worse. 

It is wrong to call the lake a historic reflecting pool" when the estuary is actually the historic body of water and 

the "reflecting pool" can't reflect for half the year due to being covered with stinking unsightly algae mats. 

Restoring the estuary is the only option that makes environmental and economic sense" 

No 

29 Daniel Einstein In addition to the basin/dam/estuary question that is the core to this process, I recommend that the scope 

include untreated stormwater into the current Capitol Lake Basin as well as the entirety of the Percival Creek 

Watershed. Of the approximately 40 untreated stormwater outfalls that spill into Capitol Lake, more than half 

belong to the State of Washington. Untreated stormwater is lethal to young and adult Coho. Two out of three of 

our local Coho runs have been declared functionally extinct by WDFW. That decline has been most marked over 

the past 15 years. Percival Creek is as integral to the Deschutes Estuary as the Deschutes River. Impacts and 

enhancement of the water quality in Percival Creek should be considered. 

No 

30 Joenne McGerr I want to see this returned to an estuary. It will be beautiful, and it's right to restore it completely. Let our fish 

come home... Thank you 

No 

31 Angela Ruiz I participated in the CLAMP work and other meetings since regarding what to do about the lake. I will not be 

attending any of these “new scoping meetings” because it appears to be another re-hash of the same issues that 

have already been studied to death. What is needed now is for someone to actually commit to a decision! My 

recommendation is to stop stalling with meetings and take action 

No 
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Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed Long-Term Management Project 

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Comments 

Submitter Comment Attachment 

I strongly prefer to see the lake maintained, with dredging, as an established habitat for bird and mammal 

populations that have taken residence in the current configuration. 

No 

32 Jim Flynn I prefer a managed lake or hybrid option. I am nearing 80 years of age and remember the unsightly appearance 

and foul odors prior to construction of the dam when the tide was out. When Heritage Park was constructed, 

spawning grounds for salmon appear to have been destroyed where artesian springs bubble up, below the 

General Administration building. I had a Fourth floor office and could view the salmon congregating there. 

I believe consideration should be given to the the beauty of the reflecting lake. 

Much money, time and public testimony were contributed to develop the Open Space and Recreation Plan for 

Capitol Lakes Project No. P-114 December 1966." Good plan never funded. Hope this time consuming energy-

draining effort doesn't meet the same fate." 

No 

33 David Palazzi 1. In considering the economic effects consider the following factors: a. Costs to maintain lake under current 

conditions; essentially an unusable water body that support several invasive flora and faun with serious water 

quality issues. b. What would be the economic benefit of creating a waterbody that could be used by the 

community for swimming, boating Lake Fair activities and other uses. 2. Cost to maintain the Port of Olympia 

marine terminal (note: this should be done in coordination with the ports long term plans for use of the port. 

The marine terminal has a long history of operating at a loss and the community has shown interest in 

eliminating it) 3. Comparable cost of dredging the yacht club and downtown marinas versus establishing and 

maintaining the hybrid alternative." 4. What is the best alternative that provides the greatest long-range benefits 

from a cost perspective and community value. ie. is a clean function lake/estuary provide more value to the 

community than maintenance cost to the marine termnal, yacht club and downtown marinas?" 

5. How/would the estuary alternaive or hybrid alternative benefit water quality in Budd Bay? 

6. How would removing the dam at 5th benefit the salmon runs on Percival Creek? 

What would be the benefit to the recreational and commercial fisheries? What if any other fisheries would 

benenfit from removing the dam? 

7. Cost to maintain current dredging of downtown marinas and port versus maintaining the estuary alternative 

or hybrid alternative? 

No 

34 Lisa Palazzi I prefer the hybrid alternative, in that it accomplishes some of what both of the far divided stakeholders desire --

some estuary and some reflecting pool. That said, I know there are challenges in accomplishing the task. 

I know there are toe slope seeps and a great deal of stormwater runoff from the Capital Campus that can be 

used to feed the freshwater reflecting pool, because I have worked on defining some of the toe slope wetlands 

and hydrology in past projects. However, I am not sure there is enough of that water to support the reflecting 

pool during extended summer droughts. I think we could perhaps use some of the treated water from LOTT if 

available, or possibly find other water resources for that purpose, but I have not done that research. I would 

assume the reflecting pool would simply be a landscape amenity, and therefore could be managed differently 

than a natural wetland or estuary. For example, the snails could be hopefully eradicated through a series of 

actions with careful draining, dredging and flooding with salt water during the transition to creating the pool 

separate from the estuary; weeds in the lake could be harvested mechanically without needing a permit; lake 

water could be aerated to increase O2 levels and reduce growth of algae. Because the lake would inevitably 

overflow to the estuary during high rainfall months, it would still be important to avoid use of chemicals, or to 

use the lake to receive untreated stormwater runoff, or to otherwise impact water quality draining to the 

estuary. 

As for the estuary, I am very excited about the possibility of seeing the Deschutes River flow naturally again, and 

to see the daily rise and fall of tide in the basin. The biggest impact to downstream areas will of course be 

sediment, and the initial impacts will be great -- such as we have been watching in the Elwha River recovery. We 

can reduce some of those initial impacts by dredging to remove excess sediment that has been collecting for 

decades, however, even that dredging work will be redistributed by nature -- such as we see happening in the 

Nisqually delta restoration area. Overall, I believe, particularly in this time when our world is so divided that it is 

important to find a process that gives something to both parties. 

As for the concept drawings, I favor an oval reflecting pool that is more reflective of a natural shape, not a stark 

vertical line between the pool and the estuary. I also think that a gradual sloped shoreline on both sides of the 

eventual barrier between the two systems will provide a more natural, attractive functional habitat that is 

physically beautiful. I know these comments are about details that are far down the road, but I also think that 

presenting these options with the concepts of beauty are important in helping with the decision making process. 

Thanks for listening. 

No 
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Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed Long-Term Management Project 

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Comments 

Submitter Comment Attachment 

35 Erica Benoit I am really curious about the methods to inform the public about both this scoping process and the EIS, and 

therefore the subsequent actions that will be taken. Our methods of consuming information have really 

changed, and social media could be a really useful avenue for sharing this information, especially using Facebook 

to create scoping" events that people can use to both share and RSVP. It will be really important to include the 

public throughout the entire process especially considering the historical and cultural value of Capitol Lake." 

I believe that Olympia really has a chance to write a new history that we can be proud of, rather than hold on to 

a decades-long history of a dead lake that is associated with ecological issues, contamination, lack of recreation, 

etc. To get the general public on board could create a broader community-based history, in which we can be 

proud of our proactive efforts to both solve an environmental problem and sustain a natural resource through 

the ever increasing effects of climate change. In the EIS, it could be also be useful to consider the positive 

impacts to the public of the developing recreational, social, community, and educational uses of whatever 

solution is proposed and implemented. 

No 

36 Alma Gaeta The process proposed for harvesting nutrients from Capitol Lake is still in an experimental phase, which itself 

presents a significant level of risk for inefficiency or failure. If the responsibility of nutrient harvesting is placed in 

the private sector, what ensures that the nutrient harvesting will be sustainable in the long term? 

While there has been significant input from tribal members and representatives, how will these concerns be 

represented in the EIS in a way that is reflective of those values? 

No 

37 Philip Pearson The restored estuary alternative should be considered for two primary reasons. First, it seems the most likely 

alternative to deal with invasive species. Salt water should take care of removing the fresh water invasive species 

that currently occupy the lake. 

Second, as sea level continues to rise, the restored estuary would seem to be the most economical to maintain 

as the other alternatives would likely be expensive to maintain. The restored estuary could accommodate sea 

level rise without the need to maintain some artificial, human-made feature. 

No 

38 Matthew Karas I am curious if the Deschutes estuary restoration/Capitol lake management project is working in collaboration 

with the West Bay Restoration project. A major assessment for West Bay restoration was performed by Coast & 

Harbor Engineering and completed in February of 2016. Public meetings were held in January of 2018 and a final 

master plan is scheduled to be completed in December of this year. During the public meeting last winter 

representatives from the engineering firm repeatedly emphasized that the West Bay Restoration project would 

not preclude dam removal and would be approached in a manner that would compliment estuary restoration. 

While these comments were meant to reassure those concerned about the dam, they also suggested that the 

west bay project was independent from estuary restoration. If these two projects are being studied 

concurrently should they not be merged into one? Both projects share similar visions and involve similar 

mitigation efforts. Both projects have to confront contaminated sediment and will require extensive dredging or 

possible capping. Both projects hope to restore tidal estuary functions, riparian buffers, and improve water 

quality and marine biology. Both projects are meant to beautify downtown and create recreational opportunities 

for the community. These projects are inherently connected, so why are they seemingly being approached 

separately? Can the City afford both projects? West Bay Restoration is estimated to cost between $24.7 

Million to $33 Million, depending on which option is pursued. If it is not financially feasible, which project takes 

priority? 

No 

39 Gerald Sheehan I feel that a tidal estuary is inappropriate in an urban setting. First and foremost tide flats smell at low tide and 

would detract from the ambience of the city and would limit the opportunities for additional tourism. I believe it 

would adversely affect business in the downtown area leading to an economic decline. 

Both the lake and estuary options would require periodic dredging but the lake option would benefit many more 

citizens (children, swimming, lake actiivities and views. Even if the lake dredging costs more it should be viewed 

as the cost to maintain an attractive park with the benefits accruing to the citizens far outweighing its cost. I'm 

not sure what changed, but when we first moved here in 1977, the lake support swimming, sailing, boating, 

windsurfing, and fishing. It served as a reflecting lake highlighting the capitol grounds. 

I think the state, which I believe owns the lake, should work with the city of Olympia to retain the lake and find 

an equitable way to fund the periodic dredging that would be required even if that dredging would cost more 

than the estuary option. Thank you for the opportunity for me to make my voice heard. 

No 

40 Karen Messmer Marinas need deep water that may not be possible to maintain with the estuary option. So, find another location 

for marina activities such as an expansion of West Bay marina or the Port marina at East Bay. Moving the Yacht 

Club may be a lower cost alternative than continuous dredging to keep the water deep for the boats 

No 

41 Blank 
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Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed Long-Term Management Project 

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Comments 

Submitter Comment Attachment 

42 Susan Southwick My husband and I have lived on Olympia’s Westside since 1980. During this time I have walked down to and 

around the lake many many times. I have also walked along Percival Landing many times. I have enjoyed these 

walks but I have become increasing concerned about the state of the lake. I much prefer looking into the bay, I 

love to watch how it changes with the tide. I was very excited when I first heard talk of taking out the dam and 

returning the lake to an estuary. I waited patiently while a study was performed. My understanding is that study 

found that, yes, it is the correct action to take. This is not too much of the surprise considering the very positive 

outcomes of the dams that have been taken out other places such as the Elwha River. I do enjoy walking 

around the lake because it is a convenient distance. I would love to be able to walk around the reclaimed 

estuary. I would like the EIS to address designs for a similar trail to surround the ever changing estuary. 

No 

43 Lewis Cox I think Mud Bay is one of the most beautiful places in the world. No 

44 Pyke Johnson I believe we should maintain Capitol Lake as a recreational lake for the citizens of this area to enjoy. While 

turning it into an estuary might be appeal to some, I fell the detrimental effects on downtown development and 

use would outweigh the benefits. If it cost more money to dredge and maintain the lake in order to return it to 

good health, so be it. 

I, for one, would be willing to accept a tax increase to pay for it. The city of Olympia is trying to restore the 

downtown area in an effort to encourage development and use. Turning the lake back into an estuary would be 

counterproductive to that goal. 

No 

45 Cathy Freer I believe that anything other than complete estuary restoration would be a waste of time and money. I have 

seen the restoration of tidal flood lands in Snohomish County and ongoing project there. It is the right thing to do 

for the environment and would reap the most benefit for all. Other measures being considered are simply stop 

gap. Don’t waste our money with stop gap measures or by doing nothing. Restore it to its natural state! Thank 

you for the opportunity to voicecan opinion. 

No 

46 Anonymous Removing the dam will not equate to restoring the estuary. Des chutes Parkway runs almost the entire length of 

Anonymous the western shore. Road, bridge and other modifications would be subjected to tidal flux and need to be either 

eliminated or armored. 

At least half of the historic estuary was outside and north of the dam. East Bay, the historic estuary of Moxlie 

Creek, was a significant part of the historic estuary occupying about 1/3 of the area of nearshore and tide flats. 

The Westman Mill development which has moved through the regulatory process would forever eliminate the 

option of restoring the Moxlie Creek estuary. There were no salmon runs in the Deschutes River because of the 

waterfall. Native salmon spawned in the streams. If we're going to have a meaningful debate, let's at least put 

everything on the table. What would a restored estuary include? 

No 

47 Laurie Pierce I believe that whatever options are considered to resolve the legacy issues associated with Capitol Lake should 

include improved infrastructure which addresses as many issues as possible. Simply basing this process on 

aesthetics, individual concerns, or sentimentality will not meet the ultimate community need to manage 

stormwater, reduce nutrient impacts on Budd Inlet, and mitigate the impacts of Sea Level Rise. We need to do 

whatever it takes to sustain both our natural and built environments and repair the mistakes that were made by 

our forefathers (who may not have understood the long-term impacts of their actions). Our community has 

made incredible investments in our Capitol City - lets make sure that those investments are protected as much 

as we possibly can. I understand that every option will have a downside, so we must all enter into this process 

knowing that some of us will not be entirely pleased with the outcome. However, if we can see that DES is 

making a good faith effort to consider all viewpoints, it will be much easier to support the final outcome. It has 

taken so long to get to this point, so much work has already been done, I would hate to see us waste those 

efforts. If there is any usable, relevant information from prior work, I hope that the facilitators of this effort will 

include it in their deliberations. 

I also hope that the final project will be something that we can all be proud of, that represents our community 

values and that is manageable as we move forward. If the state is not willing to maintain whatever asset is 

created when this is all through, this will not be a successful project. If there is some way to preserve/ conserve 

some of our natural resources through this project, I would also consider that as a measure of success. Thank 

you for allowing me to be involved and for hearing me out - painful as it may be. I have much more specific ideas 

about what could be done, but I will keep them to myself and leave the outcome to greater minds with far more 

experience. Again, if we remain true to our overarching values and environmentally sustainable goals, I am 

certain we will derive the best solution for all involved. Your patience and consideration are greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

No 

48 Erica Williamson I am all for restoring Capitol Lake to an estuary alternative. I am interested to see the environmental impacts 

from this EIS to get to the point of restoration. Or dredging maintenance that would need to take place. 

I love the south Budd Bay, but being at the end" of the sound has some disadvantages. Restoring the Lake seems 

like a natural step to take st this point. How would this affect people who use the lake or downtown frequently? 

How could we help prevention of people littering? " 

How would we get rid of the invasive snails? Thank you for your time, 

No 
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49 Tom Fell We, Ilke some other lucky people In Thurston County, live on an estuary. In our case, the Henderson Inlet 

estuary. The day-to-day and season-to-season diversity of bird and mammal life is astounding. Birds are present 

at all phases of the tidal changes. Seals and atters are frequent visitors. All kinds of little altters Ilve In the mud 

and there must be enough fish to help support all of the activity. 

Because of govemment action, the water quality has Improved and there is a flourishing shellfish farm. When 

the tides In, small boat rotation is not only possible but common during every season. The Deschutes estuary 

could be the same If the tides are allowed to retum. 

Yes (3 pages) 

50 Jim Rush I have told others about this idea and they all think it is a good plan. First make the reflecting lake smaller, by 

filling in with dredged silt and other fill. Second create a meandering Deschutes river by dreading and filling in 

the lake South of the railroad while creating a silt traps that would collect silt that could be used a fill. This would 

take years to accomplish but would give us a huge park area for all kinds of activities and provide healthy habitat 

for ll kinds of animals. The reflection lake size would be determined by the GPM of the Deschutes and Percival 

rivers that would allow for a clean water lake that maybe just maybe kids could even wade in. See Attachment. 

Yes (1 page) 

51 Judy Thompson I am all for environmental issues, especially renewing the health of Puget Sound and our rivers in Washington. 

Compromise seems to be a dirty word in today's world, but when looking at the progress that is being made on 

other projects at state wide level, I think preserving Capitol Lake is deserving of some compromise. 

Olympia is the capitol of our state. Capitol Lake is the Jewel of Olympia". I wonder how many people who are 

involved in the decision making for this proposed project have had the pleasure of walking around the lake on a 

beautiful fall day. Everyone needs to do that and then tell me it isn't worth preserving! Is there no value placed 

on sheer beauty or walking trails or parks or tourists. Every time we have guests visit from out of town we 

always take them for a walk around our beautiful lake. I say let's spend whatever it takes to dredge the lake kill 

the snails maintain the dam and keep the "Jewel of Olympia" shining." 

No 

52 Ed Zabel Around the late 70's, a berm was built from Deschutes Parkway across the lake to the 1-5 bridge, creating a 

reservoir pond on the south end of the main lake, now called the Interpretive park. That reservoir pond was 

supposed to be an area where dredged material from the lake could be deposited. That never happened and 

now that area is now called a park. So, after 40 years of innumerable studies, an EIS study is still needed? The 

lake needs to be dredged. Why not build a retaining wall parallel to Deschutes Parkway from the 5th street dam 

to the railroad bridge, dredge the lake, and deposit the dredgings behind the wall. Eventually those dredgings 

could fill the area, and a park could be created to keep Park supporters happy. 

No 

53 Orion Albro Providing a comprise plan that will include an estuary that many want, and retaining the reflective pool and the 

public lake/park for everyone seems to be the best compromise solution. Money of course to construct and 

maintain will always be an issue. 

Rather than the concrete wall, has anyone looked at the concept of dividing the north and south basin at the 

railroad opening with a fixed dam to hold sediment in the south basin. Dredging from the north basin could be 

used to construct islands in the south basin. The islands could be planted with native vegetation friendly to 

wildlife. Nesting boxes could be installed for water fowl on the islands. About 20 years ago the City of Centralis 

went through a relicensing process for their Yelm Hydroelectric project. Their canal was widened out and islands 

constructed and planted. Today the islands contain numerous species of wildlife along with two bald eagle 

nesting pair. The south basin is ideally suited for such a wildlife preserve and natural estuary. 

No 

54 Joe Holliday Assuming that a long-term management plan for Capitol Lake is needed, per the instructions of the Washington 

state Legislature, I think doing nothing" is neither an option nor a plan. Something needs to be done. If we are 

not going to figure out how to give access to the lake to people for boating fishing etc then it makes sense to 

return it to its natural estuarial state or to pursue a hybrid option that preserves some of its reflective and 

aesthetic features." 

No 

55 Penny Black I endorse keeping Capital Lake and managing sediment. I also recommend that Floyd/Snider include in it's study 

the impact of removing the dam on Bayview Market, the Port of Olympia, the yacht club and the marinas. Will 

removal of the dam and reconstruction of the downtown bridges cause removal of the parking currently 

available at Bayview and impact the ability of the Market to stay viable. Will the movement of sediment into 

Budd Bay require periodic dredging so that the yacht club and marinas can remain viable. 

The lake ( when not accumulating algae and filling with sediment) was an attractive landmark that has drawn 

tourists and local residents to the downtown business community. I live on Mud Bay; when the tide is out the 

bay is not attractive, grasses and plants do not grow in the mud flat. In the summer months the tide is out 

primarily in the daylight hours, providing unobstructed views of mud with the accompanying stench. 

No 
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56 Dennis Burke Hello my name is Dennis Burke and my email address is xxxxx stands for xx for xxxxx for xxxx@xx.com. I'd like to 

give a presentation at the scoping meeting. So I said that people could understand the full nature of of what is 

going on with Capital Lake. I made comments earlier in the previous public participation and I've also made a 

number of submittals but unfortunately I think they've gotten lost in the shuffle the the technology that I was 

proposing namely one that would remove the nutrients from Capital Lake on the shoots river if installed there 

would solve the problem and that was I think selected as a as an alternate or as a something to be looked at you 

might say in the EIS but I think I would like to make a more detailed presentation or I can make another 

submission of five page document that would give some insight into two people that may not be going on but 

anyway my name is Dennis Burke my phone number is xxx-xxx-xxxx. That's xxx-xxx-xxxx. I would like to make a 

presentation at the upcoming events. Thank you." 

No 

57 Molly Carmody I'm not sure where I should be submitting comment, but here goes: I appreciate the whole estuary idea, but I 

really love the lake as a visual and recreational benefit to Olympia. Can we somehow combine the two ideas so 

that both wildlife and people can use the system? I'm tired of looking at a nasty green swamp, so let's do 

SOMETHING to change what we have now. 

No 

58 Mary Chramiec I am writing to express my thoughts on the proposals set forth for managing what is now Capitol Lake. In my 

mind, restoring it as an estuary is the best approach. Not only would this approach benefit wildlife, it would 

increase the beauty of our downtown. The lake is disgusting! Cleaning it up and maintaining it as a lake is not a 

good solution. Allowing the Deschutes River to flow naturally and allowing the tides to shape the landscape as 

they are meant to do would be an incredible change. People complain that it will smell but guess what - olympia 

smells at low tide no matter what. That's not going to change by keeping the lake. 

An estuary will bring added tourism and the money required to maintain a lake could go into nature paths, 

interpretive centers, and all around habitat restoration. Using Woodard Bay and Nisqually Basin as examples, 

what is there not to like about it? Lastly, I believe restoration will promote the health of our waterways (Budd 

Bay and beyond) which is so desperately needed. Thanks for providing the opportunity to comment. 

No 

59 Ester 

Kronenberg 

As a member of the League of Women Voters, I have been studying water issues in Thurston County. It seems 

clear, for many reasons, that the best solution to the problems of Capitol Lake is to restore the estuary. 

Department of Ecology has learned that the largest contributor to low dissolved oxygen in Budd Inlet is the 5th 

avenue dam. Trying to maintain Capitol Lake will require continual dredging. The ecosystem present now is 

unsustainable. 

We know that salmon will return in greater numbers once the dam is removed and the Deschutes is free to flow. 

We know that the orcas depend on the chinook salmon that inhabit the Deschutes, and that their continued 

existence is at risk without more chinook. The damming of the Des chutes has been a failed experiment in 

environmental manipulation. We see how quickly the Nisqually and the Elwha have recuperated once they were 

restored from artificial constraints. Let nature takes its wise course once more and restore the Deschutes 

estuary. 

No 

60 Ann Clark How many more studies and monies will be spent on yet another study of Capitol Lake?? This is ridiculous and 

now the results of this study will not be available until 2020. The bottom line is that no-one or no agency is 

willing to make a decision. If find this ludicrous and a waste of money that could be put towards a workable 

solution to dredge the lake or make it a estuary and remove the dam. I vote to dredge the lake and make it the 

beautiful showcase to our Capital and downtown Olympia that it once was and could be in the future. 

No 

61 Larry Mccallum The purpose of these comments is to list areas that should be emphasized in developing the EIS and determining 

future development scenarios. As a broad statement, I would emphasize the need to be aware of the 

complexity and critical nature of this study going forward. This is not just a lake or reflecting pool, but a critical 

link to the entire South Puget Sound area; the watershed, estuary, uplands, and ultimately, the sound itself. The 

EIS needs to address not only the impacts to each assessment areas listed below, but take a holistic approach 

and model the entire ecosystem and the changes that will occur under all alternatives. As a general comment, 

past studies should be reviewed and, when found lacking should be supplemented with new data Each 

alternative will have specific impacts on all topics listed below and some not emphasized here: 

CRITICAL EIS ASSESSMENT AREAS • Deschutes River Watershed The EIS should focus on what's 

happening in the watershed and impacts to the river mouth. Topics for analysis should include: -Plants and 

Animals; how they will be impacted by each alternative -Erosion; what rate is the upland eroding and impacts to 

the mouth and Budd Inlet, based on implementation of each alternative -Water quality; metrics on quantities 

and types of non-point source pollution and impacts on the ecology of the river mouth and Budd Inlet; which 

alternative will mitigate the impacts to water quality and help mitigate existing clean water violations in the 

current lake. Of note: The Capitol Lake dam causes the largest negative impact on dissolved oxygen of any 

activity evaluated due to the dam's combined effects of changing circulation as well as nitrogen and carbon 

loads. The EIS should include how all alternatives will mitigate water quality issues. -Critical watershed areas 

(wetlands springs etc); linkages not only in the watershed but to the estuary ecosystem." 

No 
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Sediment Transport and Geomorphology -Rate of sedimentation under each alternative and impacts to benthic 

macro and micro flora and fauna. How will each alternative support naturally occurring erosion and filling 

activities that will be closest to natural conditions. -Economic impacts due to cutting and filling from dredging 

activities in the fresh water and marine environments -Impacts to nearshore areas; what types of development 

would be suitable for enhancing or preserving future ecosystems -How does each alternative impact natural 

water circulation patterns in the current degraded estuary and Budd Inlet. Models should be developed to show 

how each alternative will either mitigate or impact natural erosion and sedimentation forces. The DEIS should 

concentrate on how the tide regulates sediment load and deposition and how each alternative will have 

negative and positive impacts on the ecosystem. This will require modeling of tidal currents, sediment loads, etc. 

Land and Shoreline Use -Impacts to future land use of the shoreline; how the shoreline resource will be altered, 

especially how each alternative, if implemented will alter the upland, nearshore, and benthic flora and fauna. 

What mitigation measures will minimize the impacts? -Recreation activities possible under each alternative; 

emphasis on public access, and intensive vs non-intensive impacts to the natural environment 

Water Resources -Impacts to fresh water flow in Deschutes River, due to increased withdrawal of ground water 

aquifers, continued development in the watershed, and increases in impervious surfaces, such as roads, etc. 

from land use activities. The flashy" characteristics of the Deschutes during heavy rains and flooding (extreme 

flows and lack of flow over short periods)has a major impact to the estuary and Budd Inlet. How can this be 

mitigated under the existing alternatives." 

Sea Level Rise and Climate Change -The effect of each option on the blue carbon ecosystems for this area and 

the potential to store carbon (carbon sequestering) to mitigate against global warming, In essence, if wetlands 

are created, or if that option is not available, what are the impacts? 

Invasive Species -Impacts/effects of each alternative on protecting and enhancing native flora and fauna and 

eliminating invasive species 

Historical and Cultural Preservation -Evaluate the intrinsic values in the landscape that will be evident from 

implementation of each alternative. In essence, which alternative will provide Native Peoples maximum access 

and benefit to their natural and cultural heritage.. How can the alternative enhance, create, and/or protect 

historical resources, both cultural and natural. 

Economics and Recreation -Beneficial and adverse impacts from each management alternative. The economics 

should cover maintenance, shoreline use, future scientific study, if an estuary is restored, salmonid migrations 

and fishery potential, and other parameters, associated with implementation. The study needs to review other 

on-going projects that are now being implemented that restored the water and land use interface and created 

economic opportunities. 

In summary, the DEIS should examine all management options in light of the overall impact to the ecosystem. 

This not only includes the upper watershed and mouth of the Deschutes River, but also Budd Inlet and, 

ultimately the Sound, as a whole. The study should ferret out the connections and provide solid data, whether 

by modeling or additional on-site surveys to provide a solid base for decision-making. I believe this is one of the 

most critical studies to be undertaken for this area. 

62 John Parry I am for keeping and maintaining Capitol Lake (the northern reflecting pool) No 

63 Doug&Lillian 

Ryan 

In my opinion, the option of removing the 5th Street tide gate and restoring the lower Deschutes into a tidal 

estuary presents the State of Washington with a golden opportunity to benefit both the Deschutes River and the 

Salish Sea ecosystems as well as the people who live in the surrounding communities. This option would restore 

a healthy tidal channel and mudflats in the area that is currently occupied by Capitol Lake. This Lake presently 

becomes choked with floating algae each summer causing life within it to die as it experiences nutrient-induced 

low dissolved oxygen. 

Restoring a healthy tidal estuary would end this summer die-off and thus enhance the survival of migrating 

salmon and sea-run trout to and from the Deschutes River and the Salish Sea. Restored tidal flows of salt water 

would also eliminate the aquatic invasive species, including New Zealand mud snails, which currently inhabit this 

artificial Lake. Removal of these invasive species would benefit the surrounding communities by permitting 

water-contact recreation once again in the Lake such as rowing, kayaking and fishing. 

Removing the tide gate would also remove the need for regularly dredging the mud that accumulates in the 

bottom of the current Lake, saving the surrounding communities the considerable expense of dredging and 

dredge spoil disposal. Altogether I think that removal of the tide gate to restore the natural tidal estuary is the 

best option because it would bring the most important benefits to the natural ecosystems and to the 

surrounding communities at a reasonable cost. 

No 

64 Dick Wadley I am fundamentally opposed to removing Capitol Lake. But, perhaps, some accommodations can be made with a 

different dam design. While I don't have access to all the science, but it occurs to me that a possible general 

approach may be to replace the dam with a new dam which would change lake levels based upon tidal levels. 

And at times, open the dam to flush sediment layers out of the basin. Thanks for the opportunity to voice an 

opinion. 

No 
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65 Mary 

Wildenhaus 

For years now the debate concerning what to do with our lake has been studied, debated and shelved yet again. 

We need to MOVE toward resolving the issue. While I respect the studied views of those who want to return the 

lake to an estuary, I strongly support dredging the lake to make it once again a jewel - a clean lake for our 

community and visitors - a place to relax, stroll around and perhaps even swim in again. Olympia sorely needs 

beautiful places to attract people to the downtown. And the reflection lake is a lovely spot to make us all proud 

of our capitol. PLEASE stop the incessant discussion and ordering of yet another study. There are two sides both 

of which have good points. We NEED a beautiful place in Olympia.Keep our lake! 

No 

66 Patty Finnegan Thank you for soliciting public comment about the future of the Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed. I live 

and work in the immediate area and would like to see the following actions: 1. Develop the Hybrid Alternative" 

with the tidal estuary in the western and North Basin and throughout the Middle and South Basins. 

2. Create a wildlife preserve that encompasses, at minimum, the current heron rookeries. With appreciation, 

No 

67 Dale Putnam The publication A River Flows Through It: Thurston County's Deschutes River - A publication from the Stream 

Team" states that “Unlike most rivers in the Pacific Northwest the Deschutes did not have a native run of 

salmon." Given this supporting dam removal and letting the lower Deschutes (Capitol Lake) run free to 

encourage a salmon run shouldn't be characterized as returning the river to a natural state as it never had a 

natural salmon run. It is likely dredging will be required sooner or later no matter which alternative is chosen I 

fully endorse a reflecting pool that can and will be enjoyed by far more people than a smelly mud flat. With a 

mud flat visitors parking and walking around it will soon make their thoughts known. The "aroma of Tacoma" 

was known far and wide. With a mud flat what will Olympia become known for?" 

No 

68 William 

Campbell 

Firstly I prefer the Estuary Alternative. I believe there are opportunities regarding this project. 1) I think handicap 

access can be improved, also Fishery opportunities. 

2) Dredging is drastically needed, but consideration should be made for shade and woody debris. 

3) Additional efforts need to be made to include a salish" tribes (acknowledging there are areas of conflict 

between Tribes) Still All should beincluded where possible. " 

4) The 5th Ave bridge should be removed replacing the bridge with a wider bridge. Analysis should be to made 

regarding traffic patterns. Ideally, The 5th Ave bridge should become a pedestrian bridge. 

5) A moratorium should be considered on development until such time as proper assessments can be made 

Associated with the project. 

6) A hydrology survey should be conducted to ensure adequate water is available for Wells and Aquifer 

contributions 

7) water treatment facilities need to be considered with sea- level rise possible inundation of treatment facility 

and if so what would be the impacts of that contamination source. 

8) Treaty Tribes should be encouraged to avoid Gill nets in Budd Inlet 

Corps of engineers dredging is a concern at sensitive points; such as salmonid releases/returns 

Salish voices need to be at the table. Every effort should be made to encourage their involvement. Perhaps offer 

grants to be used for staff - If FTEs Are a cocern. SQAX'n representative is not sufficient, Their absense could lead 

to future litigation. 

Ignore comments re: remove of DES as lead agency 

No 

69 Ben Dennis See Attachment Yes (53 pages) 

70 Judy Thompson I am all for environmental issues, especially renewing the health of Puget Sound and our rivers in Washington. 

Compromise seems to be a dirty word in today's world, but when looking at the progress that is being made on 

other projects at state wide level, I think preserving Capitol Lake is deserving of some compromise. 

Olympia is the capitol of our state. Capitol Lake is the Jewel of Olympia". I wonder how many people who are 

involved in the decision making for this proposed project have had the pleasure of walking around the lake on a 

beautiful fall day. Everyone needs to do that and then tell me it isn't worth preserving! Is there no value placed 

on sheer beauty or walking trails or parks or tourists? Every time we have guests visit from out of town we 

always take them for a walk around our beautiful lake. I say let's spend whatever it takes to dredge the lake kill 

the snails maintain the dam and keep the "Jewel of Olympia" shining." 

No 

71 Elizabeth 

Bachman 

Before I die, I want to see the tide ebb and flow the DeSchutes River estuary. part of the time it would be lake 

and inlet; part of the time, tide sculpted mud flats. . If the mud flats actually have a polluted stink, there is more 

work to do before dam removal. But why not open the dam |gates and, at least, give it a try? Work with nature 

not against it. 

No 

73 Sue Patnude Include a study of projected climate impacts localized to the study area; including sea level rise and the likely 

frequent inundation of downtown Olympia particularly in high river flow events and king tides". 

No 
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Include a thorough technical analysis of sediment transport. Include several scenarios for sediment management 

along the lower stretch of the river (from Tumwater falls to Budd Inlet). Include a study on flooding. DERT 

believes a restored estuary would hold more capacity for flood waters than the current dammed sediment 

reservoir. This idea needs to be modeled using available data and current sea level rise predictions taking into 

consideration water coming in and water coming up through filled areas. 

Examine the ability of each outcome presented to sustain itself; with minimal long-term maintenance and 

associated cost. Outcomes compared should be compared in terms of resiliency to climate change. See Our 

history comes at a perpetual cost" an editorial in the Olympian dated 9/7/18: 

https://www.theolympian.com/opinion/editorials/article218004115.html" 

Analyze the potential for and amount of salmon habitat created for juvenile salmon and returning adults; 

(reference Squaxin Island Tribe's juvenile salmon use of a restored Deschutes estuary graphics and in the context 

of Governor Inslee's Orca Task Force) 

Consider the sources of Budd Inlet's current violation of federal water quality standards, and which alternatives 

will improve and maintain water quality. 

Address the best way to return native plants and wildlife to an estuary, as well as which natural conditions 

discourage invasive species. Determine potential impacts to bat populations (migrations between Woodard Bay 

and Capitol Lake) and develop mitigation scenarios for those impacts 

Include blue carbon science in mitigation projects to sequester carbon and offset methane release from existing 

sediment reservoir/lake. 

Watershed and Budd Inlet ecosystems including the use and quality of these areas for future generations. 

Relating to Economics The EIS should address: Ecosystem services should be studied for each alternative to 

determine the economic value of improving the environment and the economy now and into the future. What 

legacy are we leaving our kids, grandkids? What are the impacts to LOTT? • Tourism attractions for Washington 

State and beyond including access to the shoreline for kayaking, bird watching. • Supportive forms of recreation 

and aesthetics from study area to Boston Harbor (Doffelmeyer Point) • Re-opening of recreational access in the 

lower river area - now called Capitol Lake. • Job creation during construction. 

Relating to Historic and Cultural Preservation The EIS should address: The analysis of existing conditions should 

trace the environmental history from estuary to its current configuration, making use of geotechnical, 

archaeological, and historical data in conjunction with tribal knowledge because of its current altered state. 

Native treaty rights in Washington State: o The ElS must consider the impacts that the dam and settlement basin 

have on rights reserved by tribes in Article III of the Treaty of Medicine Creek. The Boldt Part 2" decision 

mandates that the State not allow fish and other species to decline or become extinct and therefore options 

considered by the EIS must address outcomes through the lens of treaty-guaranteed fishing and gathering rights 

past present and future. • Cultural resource studies: o Cultural resource discussion needs to address the ways in 

which tribes managed natural resources for cultural purposes. This is especially important because the project 

area includes and surrounds ancient settlements. o Cultural resource investigations informing the EIS will need to 

improve on archaeological data; we know that some sites exist but do not have a good handle on their exact 

locations or ages. The known and likely resources range from ancient habitation and resource use areas to early 

historic sites of Olympia." 
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