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36 Alma   Gaeta The  process  proposed  for  harvesting  nutrients  from  Capitol  Lake  is  still  in  an  experimental  phase,  which  itself  No 

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? 

hilip  Pearson The  restored  estuary  alternative  should  be  considered  for  two  primary  reasons.  First,  it  seems  the  most  likely  No 

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. 

atthew   Karas I  am  curious  if  the  Deschutes  estuary  restoration/Capitol  lake  management  project  is  working  in  collaboration  with  No 

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 p rojects  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? 

erald  Sheehan I  feel  that  a  tidal  estuary  is  inappropriate  in  an  urban  setting.   First  and  foremost t ide  flats  smell  at  low  tide  and  No 

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. 

aren  Messmer Marinas  need  deep  water  that  may  not  be  possible  to  maintain  with  the  estuary  option.  So,  find  another  location  No 

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 

Blank 

usan  Southwick My  husband  and  I  have  lived  on  Olympia’s  Westside  since  1980.  During  this  time  I  have  walked  down  to  and  around  No 

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. 

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

yke  Johnson I  believe  we  should  maintain  Capitol  Lake  as  a  recreational  lake  for  the  citizens  of  this  area  to  enjoy.   While  turning  No 

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. 

athy  Freer I  believe  that  anything  other  than  complete  estuary  restoration  would  be  a  waste  of  time  and  money.   I  have  seen  No 

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. 
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72 Bob  Wubbena As  you  requested,  CLIPA  is  providing  a  'New  or  Modified  Lake  Management  Alternative'  for  inclusion  in  the  EIS  Yes  (2  pages) 

process.  This  alternative  could  be  considered  a  Lake  Management  Alternative  or  a  Split  Lake  Hybrid,  and  is  similar  to  

one  of  the  five  alternatives  that  were  identified  in  the  State  EIS  in  the  May  1999  Final  EIS.  We  have  expanded  the  

benefits  and  increased  the  identified  'mitigation  values'  for  many  of  the  optional  designs  provided  in  the  2017  DES  

Report  to  the  legislature.  As  noted  in  your  instructions  for  Scoping  Comments,  we  have  provided  as  our  alternative  

the  'Community  Waterfront  Management  Plan--A  Balanced  Community  &  Environmental  Management  Program  as  

a  Hybrid/Split  Lake  With  Restored  Estuary  and  Waterfront  Plan'.  We  also  list  a  series  of  potential  'mitigation  actions  

the  CLIPA  Community  Plan  Provides'  and  highlight  some  specific  studies  that  we  believe  the  EIS  Team  must  

undertake  to  confirm  the  facts  and  field  findings  for  critical  EIS  responses  to  existing  and  identified  '  Community  and  

Environmental  Impacts'  that  the  other  options  listed  will  have  on  the  Community  and  the  Environment.  CLIPA  has  a  

web  (www.savecapitollake.org)  that  has  an  extensive  library  of  studies  that  support  the  Community  Plan  

Alternative  Design.  We  will  provide  many  of  these  studies  to  support  our  anticipated  comments  related  to  the  

drafting  of  the  EIS  after  the  scoping  process  is  completed.  Following  is  the  list  of  potential  'mitigation  needs  or  

mitigation  potential  strategies'  that  we  believe  will  be  a  part  of  the  List  of  Alternatives  in  the  DES  Public  Documents  

and  that  are  also  reflected  in  the  CLIPA  Managed  Lake  alternative.  The  CLIPA  Alternative  is  presented  after  the  list.  

CAPITOL  LAKE &   LOWER  DESCHUTES  WATERSHED - -MITIGATION  NEEDS  AND P OTENTIAL:  1)  The  CLIPA  Alternative  

is  designed  as  an  environmental  enhancement  program  that  efficiently  manages  sediment,  protects  the  listed  

species  of  concern  (potentially  endangered)that  are  found  in  Capitol  Lake,  provides  for  community  use  of  the  Lake  

for  family  water  recreation(north  basin)  and  family  environmental  &  naturalist  access  on  water  &  around  the  Lake  

(mid  and  south  basins).  2)  The  CLIPA  Alternative  provides  for  tribal  use  of  the  Lake  consistent  with  historical  

pathways  and  shoreline  usage  via  a  portage.  3)  The  CLIPA  Alternative  serves  as  a  major  natural  treatment  system  

for  contaminants  flowing  into  the  Lake  from  the  entire  watershed.  4)  The  CLIPA  Alternative  provides  for  recycling  of  

sediments  for  landscaping  to  reduce  the  need  for  landfill  or  deep  water  disposal.  5)  CLIPA  contracted  with  an  

independent  national  expert  on  the  NZMS  to  identify  the  current  inconsistency  in  the  Lake  control  program,  

identifies  a  possible  disposal  of  dredge  material  disposal  that  will  reduce  cost  and  outlines  a  Lake  management  

strategy  for  the  NZMS  that  would  be  lost  with  the  estuary  Alternative  6)  The  CLIPA  Alternative  design  minimizes  

new  disruptive  infrastructure  requirements  and  can  be  built  in  'adaptive  management  phases'  to  accommodate  

new  information  and  changes  in  water  front  use.  7)  The  CLIPA  Alternative  identifies  two  near  by  marine  mud  flat  

areas  that  currently  sit  ored  but  immediate  opportunity  mitigation)  to  test  the  'estuary  restoration' c oncept  in  a  

similar  setting  in  the  tidal  mudflat  zone  of  lower  Budd  Inlet.  8)  The  CLIPA  Alternative  would  provide  for  an  

immediate  field  sampling  program  from  Henderson  Boulevard  to  Priest  Point  Park  in  2019  to  2022  to  collect  real  

data  that  will  validate  or  not,  the  findings  of  the  Ecology  TMDL  model.  The  results  may  significantly  impact  the  

regulatory  findings  and  the  ultimate  TMDL  recommended  program  by  EPA.  This  will  impact  the  final  management  

plans  being  evaluated  in  the  EIS  and  so  it  is  a  significant  mitigation  opportunity. 

9)  Each  Alternative  being  evaluated  by  the  EIS  and  considered  in  the  TMDL  recommendations  must  be  addressed  

under  a  common  set  of  project  design  assumptions,  water  quality  impacts  and  achievable  environmental  

improvements  that  the  entire  community  will  consider.  This  means  that  the  'stated  Scoping  and  EIS  project  

definitions'  must  include  critical  features  that  are  'not  inconsistent'  with  the  Ecology  TMDL  water  quality  studies,  or  

the  Ecology  data  must  be  invalidated  in  the  EIS  process  if  it  is  linked  to  hydraulics  (.  See  Dr  Milnes'  140  page  

critique).  Also  the  'estuary  dam  breach/opening  of  200  meters  (220  yards=660  feet)  must  be  consistent.  These  

mitigation  needs  and  potential  strategies  need  to  be  based  on  current  field  sampling  results.  They  should  not  be  

based  on  a  mathematical  model  (the  Ecology  TMDL  Model)  that  is  not  field  verified  and  using  in-consistent  design  

parameters  related  to  hydraulics  and  twice  daily  tidal  influences.. 

COMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  A  BALANCED C OMMUNITY  &  ENVIRONMENTAL  MANAGEMENT  

PROGRAM  PROVIDING A   HYBRID/SPLIT  LAKE W ITH  RESTORED  ESTUARY  AND W ATERFRONT  PLAN  ,August  1,  2018  

BRIEF  BACKGROUND:  The  Deschutes  River  Urban  Watershed,  extending  from  the  Pioneer  Park  area  near  

Henderson  Boulevard  to  Priest  Point  Park  in  lower  Budd  Inlet,  is  the  premier  active  community  area  for  almost  

300,000  residents  of  Thurston  County.  The  population  of  Thurston  County  is  projected  to  grow  to  almost 5 00,000  

people  over  the  next  25  years.  The  community  and  state  government  plan  for  this  'front  yard'  area  will  impact  the  

quality  of  life,  the  economic  future  of  its  citizens  and  importantly,  the  urban  environment.  A  properly  managed  

shared  use  of  this  vital  area  is  imperative.  In  May  1999  the  then  'Final  EIS',  for  the  Capitol  Lake  Adaptive  

Management  Plan  was  prepared  by  the  State  DES/General  Administration  and  the  Thurston  County  Regional  

Planning  Council.  Five  Alternatives  wereevaluated,  plus  a  sixth  'no  action  alternative'.  The  focus,  benefits  and  costs  

were  limited  primarily  to  the  perspective  of  the  State  of  Washington,  and  limited  to  only  the  Capitol  Lake.  Little  

attention  was  given  to  the  impacts  of  the  Capitol  Lake  Management  on  the  larger  Thurston  County  community.  

Particularly  significant  omissions  included  how  to m anage  the  sediments,  the  economy  of  the  Downtown  Olympia  

area,  and  how  local/state  governments  will  fund  the  plan's  implementation.  Early  in  2000,  a  new  group,  the  Capitol  

Lake  Adaptive  Management  Plan  (CLAMP)  team  contracted  with  the  State's  Department  of  General  Administration  

(now  DES)  for  about  $3.0  million  in  State  funded  new  studies  to  evaluate  three  of  the  1999  Alternatives,  inexplicably  

leaving  behind  two  of  the  hybrid  Lake  Management  alternatives.  
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WHY  A  BALANCED ' COMMUNITY  PLAN'IS  NEEDED:  In  2016  the  DES'  Capitol  Lake  Long-Term  Planning  Group,  

consisting  of  the  Cities  of  Olympia  &  Tumwater,  Thurston  County,  the  Port  of  Olympia  &  the  Squaxin  Tribe,  

reformatted  the  work  of  CLAMP,  continuing  to  ignore  most  of  the  alternatives  and  work  included  in  the  1999  EIS.  

Important  considerations  regarding  impacts  to  the  entire  community  were  often  only  partially  included  or  simply  

excluded.  With  meaningful  input  from  informed  community  members  being  severely  limited,  this  government  

group  recommended  that  another  EIS  costing  $5  million  be  funded  by  the  State  Legislature.  The  2018  Legislature  

partially  funded  that  request.  Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  the  State  Legislature  and  agency  leaders  understand  

what  the  community  desires.  As  it  now  stands,  information  provided  to  the  Legislature  from  the  2016  DES/local  

process  does  not  adequately  include  community  needs  or  priorities  as  specifically  defined  by  community  

stakeholders.  Hence,  a  more  balanced  community  plan  is  required.  Note:  Readers  requiring  confirmation  that  

community  needs  are  being  disregarded  are  directed  to  the  DES  Long  Term  Planning  Executive  Work  Group's  

'Purpose  and  Need'  document. 

NOTE O N  THE E COLOGY  DESCHUTES  RIVER/BUDD I NLET  TMDL:  Concurrently  with  the  State  Capitol  Lake  review,  the  

Department  of  Ecology  has  continued  to  work  on  the  federally  (EPA)  mandated  Total  Maximum  Daily  Load  (TMDL)  

analysis,  which  links  all  impacts  in  the  Deschutes  Urban  Watershed  into  one  ecosystem  and  related  water  quality  

management  plan.  Obviously,  the  upper  rural  sub-watershed  of  the  Deschutes  River  impacts  the  downstream  

Urban  Watershed.  Thus  County  and  city  land  use  and u tility  service  regulations  that  continue  to  provide  for  

discharges  into  the  water  ways,  impact  the  entire  system  downstream  to  Puget  Sound.  The  primary  focus  of  

Ecology  are  the  water  quality  issues  identified  in  Puget  Sound  and  to  suggest  to  DES  in  general  terms  how  to  

improve  the  watershed  water  quality  today  and  in  the  future.  Of  special  note,  in  June  2018,  EPA  notified  Ecology  

that  it  has  rejected/not  approved  the  Ecology  recommended  TMDL  plan  for  the  upper  watershed,  due  primarily  to  

Ecology's  failure  to  adequately  involve  the  public  in  the  review  of  the  proposed  plans  that  will  impact  all  citizens  of  

Thurston  County. 

A  PROPOSED W ETLAND,  ESTUARY,  LAKE P LAN  FOR  THE C OMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  This  proposed  Wetland,  

Estuary  &  Lake  Plan  (COMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN)  is  a  hybrid  of  all  of  the  best  elements  of  the  

previous  studies  and  builds  on  one  of  the  two  1999  DES/GA  EIS  Alternatives.It  incorporates  the  findings  of  the  

STATE/CLAMP/COE ( Corps  of  Engineers)  Consultant  Studies  related  to  sediment  management  and  infrastructure  

requirements.  It  adds  the  potential  to  restore  the  only  natural  salmon  spawning  stream  (Percival  Creek)  in  the  

Deschutes  River  watershed  and  protects  species  that  are  under  consideration  for  protection  under  the  Federal  

Endangered  Species  Act.  This  plan  is  by  far  the  most  consistent  with  the  Ruckleshaus  Commission's  

recommendations.  The  infrastructure,  restoration,  and  larger  urban  watershed  program  can  be  adaptively  built  in  

phases  to  accommodate  funding  and  future  local  government  sea  water  rise  protection  strategies.  It  also  provides  

for  several  tribal  and  other  cultural  centers  of  development  to  reflect  all  of  the  rich  history  of  the  Urban  Waterfront  

and  State  Capitol  Campus.  See  the  ATTACHED M AP  of  the  'PROPOSED--COMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  MANAGEMENT  

PLAN'  super-imposed  on  an  actual  photo  of  the  Urban  Watershed.  The  Map  shows  both  the  existing  sources  of  

contamination  impacting  the  Budd  Inlet  area  of  Puget  Sound,  and  the  key  new  community  projects  that  will  make  

this  COMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  an  implementable  program  for  the  entirecommunity  in  the  

near  future.       The  following  further  describes  the  key  elements  of  the  COMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  MANAGEMENT  

PLAN.   DESIGNATE T HE M IDDLE A ND S OUTHERN  BASINS  OF C APITOL  LAKE A S  WETLAND - - Convert  the  Middle  and  

Southern  Basin  (approximately  2/3  of  the  Capitol  Lake  basin)  to  a  managed  and  enhanced  wetland  natural  

treatment  system  with  a  middle  basin  sediment  trap  (optional)  designed  to  protect  the  Yuma  Myotis  Bat  

Population,  provide  wetland  waterways  to  historical  tribal  village  sites,  and  for  wildlife  observation a nd  community  

outreach.  The  North  basin  (north  of  the  Lake  railroad  trestle)  would  serve  as  the  primary  sediment  trap  and  natural  

water  quality  treatment  (similar  to  the  LOTT's  multi-million  dollar  nitrogen  removal  system--but  with  virtually  no  

public  cost).  Additionally,  this  system  helps  to  accommodate  waste  products  from  the  existing  and  proposed  

fisheries  enhancement  projects  while  providing  the  most  popular  urban  family  recreation  objectives  of  the  

community,  swimming  and  boating  in  the  North  Basin o f  the  Lake.   
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THE S EDIMENT  TRAP/MANAGEMENT  SYSTEM--- As  documented  by  CLAMP,  over  400,000  cubic  yards  of  existing  

sediment  build  up  will  be  required  to  be  removed  from  the  Lake  and  marine  water  area  to  start  any  project  except  

'No  Action'.  A  permanent  (mostly  hidden)  hydraulic  dredge  system  would  be  installed  to  periodically  remove  

(uncontaminated)  River  sediment  (35,000  cu  yards  are  transported  by  the  River  annually)  via  a  hidden  dredge  to  the  

State  owned  staging  area  west  of  the  City  of  Olympia  Pump  Station  along  the  Deschutes  Parkway  for  de-watering  

and  reuse  for  public  landscaping.  Dredging  and  expensive  upland  deposition  from  the  legacy  contaminated  marine  

waters  in  Budd  Inlet  will  only  be  required  rarely  for  deep  water  shipping.   RESTORATION  OF  ESTUARIES---The  

COMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  would  remove  the  west  shore  Budd  Inlet  railroad  bridge  and  

berm  connecting  West  Bay  Park  with  the  4th  Ave  area  and  complete  restoration  of  that  area  into  a  mud  flat  estuary  

similar  to  that  recommended  by  the  pro  estuary  plans.  Additionally,  the  plan  would  install  a  boardwalk  extension  

along  the  toe  of  the  west  side  bluff  between  the  4th  Ave  area  and  the  Park  and  restore  another  mud  flat  estuary  at  

the  south  end  of  East  Bay  (south  of  Swantown  Marina).   FOSTER  AND P ROTECT  SALMON  HABITAT--The  Plan  allows  

the  Middle  &  South  Lake  Basins  to  serve  as  highly  productive  wetland  ecosystems  which  provide  habitat  for  aquatic  

insects  (critically  important  for  our  Yuma  Myotis  Bats, j uvenile  salmon  and  other  aquatic  species).  The  basin  will  

continue  as  a  transition  area  for  salmon  returning  to  the  proposed  Deschutes  hatchery  (the  new  multi-million  dollar  

fish  hatchery  at  Pioneer  Park  to  enhance  the  man  made  Deschutes  River  Salmon  fishery).  The  Plan  will  allow  the  

continuation  of  minimal  compression  points  (water  body  narrowing)  thus  reducing  severe  marine  mammal  

predation  of  salmon  which  would  occur  with  removal  of  the  tide  locks.  Removing  the  5th  Avenue  dam  would  

quadruple  the  number  of  marine  predator  compression  points.   

WATER QUALITY ISSUES & TREATMENT-Department of Ecology and EPA 303d listings for the upper Deschutes 

River, Capitol Lake and Budd Inlet are out of date. Recent comments on water quality violations are generally based 

on field sampling programs completed 20 years ago by State consultants. Almost all of the contaminants found in 

Capitol Lake come from the upper watersheds. New contaminants will be added to the Deschutes River from the 

proposed Pioneer Park Fish Hatchery and expansion to the Tumwater Falls Park Holding Ponds. Therefore the 

contaminant load attributed to Capitol Lake which is measured at the outlet of the Lake at the 5th Ave tide locks, 

originate from the 80 or more local and State storm water discharge pipes, WDFW fish holding & rearing ponds, golf 

course run-off, livestock, failing septic tanks in the Olympia, Tumwater & County residential areas, road run-off 

from 1-5, State and local government roadways and upper watershed farm and forestry land. Capitol Lake is 

currently serving as a 'natural nitrogen (and Carbon) and phosphorous treatment sump for the upper watershed' 

attaching to the sediments in the Lake and reducing the contaminant load prior to flowing into Budd Inlet. PLANT 

HARVESTING TO REDUCE CARBON LOADING IN BUDD INLET This plan would include plant harvesting at an interval 

necessary to significantly reduce the Ecology focused Carbon contaminant load from the upper watershed and 

urban storm water run offs into Budd Inlet. Additionally, harvesting will significantly improve summertime Capitol 

Lake aesthetics. 

SAFETY HAZARDS OF A RE-CREATED MUDFLAT -- If the tide gate is removed, the Lake Basin will become a twice 

daily mud flat with high velocity discharge into Budd Inlet. Carcinogenic contaminants, currently affecting Budd 

Inlet sediments will spread throughout the entirety of the Capitol Lake Basin. Additionally, as noted by the Thurston 

County Health Department, mudflat sediments may entrap humans and animals. The Community Plan would 

preclude this new community problem in the heart of our downtown. Coho Restoration Project-- With the 

exception of modest spawning in Percival Creek, there has never been significant sustainable spawning of native or 

wild salmon in the entire Deschutes River watershed, including the Capitol Lake basin. This is primarily due to the 

existence of Tumwater Falls as an upstream migration barrier. (Other than the rare stock of chum, salmon do not 

spawn in saltwater.) Although Percival Creek's spawning habitat has been seriously harmed by human development 

in its upper reaches, CLIPA's proposed 'Coho Habitat Restoration Project' in lower Percival Creek could help to 

provide a modest sustainable fishery for wild coho, and possibly steelhead and chum in this watershed. The plan is 

simple: provide ample woody debris and engineered log jams strategically in Percival Creek. WDFW should decide if 

adequate spawning habitat still exists in Percival Creek to support the cost of this project. Percival Creek Extension 

Plan--Percival Creek currently empties into Capitol Lake. Some have speculated that a direct access from Percival 

Creek to Budd Inlet could possibly benefit easier passage of juveniles and adults into and out of this waterway. A 

sinuous meandering channel just west of the current north basin of Capitol Lake and emptying into the southwest 

corner of Budd Inlet could accomplish this. Tidal flows for improved ingress of stray juvenile salmon (from 

watersheds other than the Deschutes) for rearing might possibly be increased by this re-channeling. As for the Coho 

Restoration Plan, WDFW should evaluate the wisdom of this strategy. 
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TRIBAL  CULTURAL  CENTERS  AND C OMMUNICATIONS---The  Plan  would  set  aside  the  south  end  of  West  Bay  Park  

(next  to  Rotary  Point  Park)  or  a  portion  of  the  North  Capitol  Campus  Heritage  Park,  area  for  the  Squaxin  Tribe  to  

construct  a  Cultural  Center/Museum/activity  area.  It  would  provide  for  a  traditional  canoe  'portage  route'  under  

the  4th  Ave  Bridge/crossing  the  new  Percival  Creek wa terway  to  access  the  Lake  and  wetlands  in  the  Middle  and  

South  Basins.  A  similar  portage  could  be  built  around  Tumwater  Falls.  The  Plan  could  provide  for  a  Tribal  

Communications/Site  near  Percival  Cove,  near  the  Mitigation  Area  at  the  South  end  of  the  Middle  Basin a nd  a  Steh-

chass  village  at  the  bottom  of  the  Tumwater  Falls.  All  Tribal  Communication  Areas  &  sites  could  be  a  continuation  of  

the  Squaxin  and  Nisqually  tribal  programs  in  Budd  Inlet.   PHASED C ONSTRUCTION,  COSTS  AND  

MANAGEMENT%u2014This  Community  Management  Plan  is  a  Hybrid/Split  Lake/Restored  Estuary/Community  

Waterfront  Plan  that  will  be  adaptive  and  constructed  in  phases  (in  contrast  the  Estuary  Plan/Removal  of  the  5th  

Ave  Tide  gate  alternative  would  require  a  90%  Completion  to  function).  This  Community  Waterfront  Plan  of  Projects  

when  completed  would  cost  about  10%  of  any  alternative  that  removed  the  5th  Ave  Tide  Gate  or  about  $40  million  

versus  $400  million  over  20  years.  This  cost  savings  could  be  applied  to  projects  far  more  productive  in  terms  of  

salmon  habitat  rehabilitation  and  water  quality  improvement  in  other  Puget  Sound  areas.  Annual  operating  costs  

for  this  Community  Plan  would  also  be  about  5%  of  the  Estuary/Tide  Gate  removal  alternative.  Cost  sharing  and  

management  will  be  a  Local/State/Tribal/Federal  Cost.  If  cost  sharing  is  to  include  property  owners,  the  Plan  will  

require  some  form  of  a  Special  District  where  the  local,  State,  Tribal  and  private  business  stakeholders  share  in  the  

costs  and  have  representation  on  the  Management  Board.   

SEA WATER RISE PROTECTION AND MANAGEMENT--- Sea Water rise strategies for the Downtown Olympia area are 

still under discussion. Sea Water rise problems are a phased response requirement, but the design is required soon 

to ensure that the Downtown Redevelopment follows a program based on long term policies and investments. The 

sea water rise is a 'scheduled tidal rise issue' that is approximated by the current 'Deschutes Flood Stage and King 

Tide Events' that are somewhat predictable and can be managed, if proper plans are in place. Continuation and 

enhancement of the Downtown Flood Protection Program currentlyprovided by the DES management of Capitol 

Lake Tide Gate Operations is the least cost 'first line of protection'. Protecting the Downtown area north of the Lake 

will involve modification of the core area, most likely a combination of a seawall and an elevated roadway/berm in 

selected areas. The cost of the Sea Water Rise Protection District or by the City should be a cost and design 

consideration in the future plans of the Tide gate/Capitol Lake EIS. INVASIVE SPECIES MANAGEMENT-The New 

Zealand Mud Snail are found in over 30 locations in Western Washington, including the Lake Washington 

Watershed. Other than Capitol Lake, none of these aquatic areas have been closed to human use. The most recent 

review of the Capitol Lake Mud Snail population suggests that they are now being controlled by natural predators. 

The snails survive in brackish and freshwater, suggesting that their future control management will be required 

under all alternatives for the Lake. ENDANGERED SPECIES MANAGEMENT-Species residing in Capitol Lake (such as 

the Olympic mudminnow) are under consideration for protection under the Federal Endangered Species Act. 

Removal of the Lake will require a compensated response for restoration of these species. The endangered Orca 

whales require plentiful numbers of Chinook salmon for their survival. Our Southern Puget Sound pod is in serious 

difficulty largely due to low numbers of Chinook. Under the current Capitol Lake and ladder system, millions of 

Chinook have been reared to provide sustenance to this endangered species. As noted above, removing the dam 

would quadruple the number of marine predator compression points, likely reducing those Chinook numbers. 
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SUMMARY  OF  BENEFITS  AND A DVANTAGES  OF  THE C OMMUNITY  WATERFRONT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  The  

proposed  Community  Waterfront  Plan  provides  specific  benefits  and  advantages  to  the  Community  and  

Environment  when  compared  to  other  alternatives  being  considered.  Again,  no  other  Lake  management  plan  fits  as  

well  with  the  spirit  of  the  Ruckelshaus  Center  recommendations  of  2014.  Through  compromise  and  creativity,  it  

provides  a  remarkable  system  which  balances  the  values  and  needs  of  our  environment  and  the  vast  majority  in  our  

community.  Some  specifics  follow:  1)  The  Plan  is  a  hybrid  of  the  best  attributes  of  all  alternatives  being  considered.  

These  best  attributes  include  scientifically  based  juvenile  salmon  rearing  enhancement,  estuary  acreage  

restoration,  massive  wetland  creation,  and  water  quality  improvement  in  Budd  Inlet.  2)  Preservation  of  the  

enormously  valuable  aesthetic  and  social  cohesion  benefits  held  by  the  community.  These  benefits  add  to  the  

community's  quality  of  life  without  causing  environmental  damage.  3)  The  Plan  can  be  built  in  phases  to  ensure  that  

design  decisions  with  the  intent  of  improving  Budd  Inlet  water  quality  can  be  confirmed  before  proceeding  to  the  

next  phase.  It  is  a  cost  effective  and  adaptive  management  plan.  4)  The  Plan  provides  excellent  family  recreation  in  

the  North  Basin,  wildlife  observation  and  outreach  in  the  Middle  and  South  Basins,  and  natural  protections  of  all  

species  of  concern.  5)  The  Plan's  cost  is  only  about  10%  of  what  it  would  cost  to  remove  the  5th  Ave  Dam  and  5%  of  

the  on-going  maintenance  cost  associated  with  retention  of  the  Olympia  Waterfront  as  a  family  and  business  

oriented  boating  waterfront.  6)  Savings  in  the  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  could  be  used  for  more  productive  

purposes  such  as  rehabilitation  of  salmon  spawning  and  rearing  habitat  (particularly  2,000  culvert  restoration  

needs)  and  prevention/reduction  of  storm  water  and  toxic  run-off  into  Puget  Sound.  7)  The  Plan  has  been  endorsed  

by  all  individuals  that  understand  the  pros  and  cons  of  the  primary  alternatives  as  a  'workable,  doable,  and  

affordable  Plan'  for  all  citizens  of  Thurston  County.  8)  This  Plan  respects  the  Tribal  and  Historical  uses  of  the  Urban  

Waterfront  and  will  allow  all  citizens  of  Thurston  County  to  join  together  to  develop  historical  sites  that  respect  and  

embrace  our  collective  history  of  our  community.9)  This  Plan  avoids  the  public  health  and  safety  problems  

associated  with  dam  removal.  10)  Lastly,  this  plan  would  allow  Budd  Inlet  shoreline  businesses  to  continue.  This  

attribute  is  of  utmost  importance  to  a  healthy  downtown. 

Sean  Ford While  I  trust  in  DERT's  assessments  below  concerning  the  restoration  of  Capitol  Lake,  I  would  also  like  to  add  how  

deeply  I  feel  about  the  restoration  of  the  Capitol  estuary.  As  a  local  landscape  designer  specializing  in  sustainability,  

I  cannot  imagine  anything  more  beautiful  than  a  natural  estuary  in  the  heart  of  Olympia.  If  planned  well,  an  estuary  

restoration  project  that  balanced  the  needs  of  the  human  community  with  a  natural  habitat  and  healthy  estuary  

could  become  a  focal  point  for  the  downtown  area,  that  truly  reflects  the  values  of  the  community  more  than  a  

dead  Capitol  Lake  that  does  little  to  bolster  anything  other  than  milfoil  and  invasive  snails  and  toxic  waters.  If  it  is  so  

important  to  have  a  reflection  pond  for  the  Capitol,  would  it  not  be  beneficial  that  the  pond  were  not t oxic?  While  

the  lake  is  currently  a  major  part  of  the  community  and  it's  activities,  it  could  be  much  more  as  a  national  example  

of  environmental  stewardship.  

 This  is  what  I  would  like  to  see  studied  in  the  environmental  impact  statement:  Relating  to  Environmental  Analysis:  

%u2022  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'.  %u2022  

Include  a  thorough  technical  analysis  of  sediment  transport.  %u2022  Include  a  number  of  scenarios  for s ediment  

management  along  the  lower  stretch  of  the  river  (from  Tumwater  falls  to  Budd  Inlet).  %u2022  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's  salmon  tracking,  and  in  the  context  of  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.  %u2022  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  

The  EIS  should  consider  the  preservation  of  the  integrity  of  the  lower  Deschutes  Watershed  and  Budd  Inlet  

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

Relating  to  Economics  The  EIS  should  address:  %u2022  Tourism  attractions  for  Washington  State  and  beyond  

including  access  to  the  shoreline  for  kayaking,  bird  watching.  %u2022  Supportive  forms  of  recreation  and  aesthetics  

from  study  area  to  Boston  Harbor  (Doffelmeyer  Point)  %u2022  Re-opening  of  recreational  access  in  the  lower  river  

area  - now  called  Capitol  Lake.  %u2022  Job  creation  during  construction.  

87 
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88 Tim   Teets There  is  a  Chinook  salmon  hatchery  just  up  river  from  the  falls, No 

hatchery  Chinook,  travel  these  waters  back  to  the  hatchery,  also  steelhead  (I  think)  and  wild  stock  fish  are  allowed  

to  pass  up  river.  this  needs  to  be  taken  into  account.  A  healthier  estuary  will  likely  help  these  runs. 

Susan  Davenport My  home  is  on  the  westside  and  I  pass  over  the  East  West   bridges  everyday.  Capitol  Lake,  with  its  surface  growing  No 

an  increasing  algae  layer  has  been  and  is  becoming  an  increasingly  derelict  eyesore.   Restoring  the  river  delta  

estuary  of  the  Deschutes  is  an  elegant  solution  to  the  existing  debacle  of  the  concrete  basin  holding  in  all  that  foul  

water. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  the  State  put  so  much  time  and  money  into  the  half  finished  state  park.  It  never  appeared  to  

be  'finished'  and  the  ridiculous  'viewing  mound'  that  looks  like  a  a  pile  of  construction  soil  displacement  is  an  

unwatered  eyesore  in  the  summer.   A  free  flowing  river,  into  a  filtering  estuary  sounds  like  bird  song  and  water  

murmurs  as  a  legacy  to  the  next  generations. 

Shasta  Willson Comment  on  scope  of  EIS  for  Deschutes  Estuary/Capitol  Lake  Watershed:  I  have  a  lot  of  concerns  around  the  No 

potential  long-term  costs  of  trying  to  maintain  a  'reflecting  lake'  where  Capitol  Lake  is.  Given  the  toxic  conditions  of  

the  lake  now,  it  seems  that  there  will  be  extensive  ongoing  maintenance  costs.  Any  evaluation  needs  to  consider  

not  only  the  immediate  costs  of  restoration  to  a  lake  vs.  restoration  to  an  estuary,  but  also  the  ongoing  

maintenance  costs  to  keep  those  solutions  within  environmental  standards.  How  often  will  a  new  lake  have  to  be  

dredged?  Importantly,  what  is  the  environmental  fallout  if  some  future  government  decides  not  to  fund  that  

maintenance?  

Climate  change  must  also  be  considered:  as  sea  levels  rise  and  flooding  (e.g.  'king  tides')  become  more  common,  

which  of  these  plans  will  minimize  the  costs  and  impacts  on  surrounding  parts  of  Olympia?  If  we  restore  a  reflecting  

lake,  and  it  becomes  toxic  again,  is  there  a  risk  of  that  toxicity  leaking  out  during  such  a  flood?  How  often  will  we  

have  to  dredge  such  a  lake  to  prevent  that?  What  other  environmental  implications  are  there  to  each  of  three  

scenarios:  a)  estuary  b)  properly  maintained  lake  c)  unmaintained  lake?  

Additionally,  we  are  in  a  crisis  situation  with  state  Salmon.  How  many  salmon  used  to  use  this  estuary?  What  are  

our  obligations  to  the  Tribes  to  correct  this  man-made  damage  to  a  natural  resource  and  legal  obligation?  How  

much  would  this  help  our  Orca  populations?  Our  evaluation  of  options  needs  to  include  these  wider  state-level  

issues,  which  affect  the  spirit  and  economy  of  Washington.  

Finally,  while  not  directly  related  to  environmental  impact,  I  think  a  thorough  analysis  of  options  needs  to  include  

consideration  of  the  opportunities  for  recreation  that  an  estuary  or  a  lake  provides,  once  again  with  maintenance  

considered.  (i.e.  what  are  the  odds  of  winding  up  right  back  where  we  are  now,  if  future  funding  falls  short?)  Thank  

you  so  much.  I'm  excited  about  the  opportunity  for  our  state  to  get  this  right,  and  hope  you  will  consider  these,  and  

I'm  sure  many  other  issues  in  your  report.  

Meghan  Hopkins I  believe  in  the  ecological  and  economic  benefits  of  a  restored  estuary.  I  support  the  following  recommendations  No 

made  by  DERT.  

Relating  to  Technical  Analysis  The  EIS  should:  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'. 

Include  a  thorough  technical  analysis  of  sediment  transport.  Include  a  number  of  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's  salmon  tracking,  and  in  the  context  of  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.  https://www.estuaries.org/bluecarbon  

The  EIS  should  consider  the  preservation  of  the  integrity  of  the  lower  Deschutes  Watershed  and  Budd  Inlet  

ecosystems  including  the  use  and  quality  of  these  areas  for  future  generations 

.  Relating  to  Economics  The  EIS  should  address:   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  %u2013  now  called  

Capitol  Lake.  Job  creation  during  construction.  
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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:  The  EIS  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:  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.  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  

Jon  Kime No,  Capitol  Lake  isn't  a  natural  lake  but  an  in  city  tide  flat  /  estuary  wouldn't  be  natural  either  and  would  wind  up  No 

silting  up  the  Port.  And  no,  the  salmon  run  isn't  natural  either,  it's  all  man  made.  We  understand  that  no  one  wants  

to  incur  the  cost  of  dredging  Capitol  Lake  on  a  regular  basis  but  it  is  far  better  than  the  alternatives.  A  mud  flat  is  

not  a  real  alternative  anymore  than  it  was  in  the  late  50s  when  the  citizens  turned  it  into  a  lake. 

Ann  Chenhall We  have  lived  in  Olympia  since  1990  and  have  seen  great  potential  for  beauty  squandered. S o  much  money  has  No 

been  spent  on  studies,  yet  Capitol  Lake  has  become  an  eyesore. 

Environmentalists,  Indigenous  people,  and  community  leaders  can  work  together  to  create  a  natural  estuary  that  

will  enhance  salmon  recovery,  clean  water,  recreational  access,  as  well  as  proud  community 

resource.  I  have  seen  drawings  that  create  a  wonderful  area  to  replace  the  mess  we  have  now. 

It  is  time  for  leadership  in  this  area.  The  tides  will  come  and  go  as  they  should.  The  Olympia  Yacht  Club  might  need  

need  to  move  farther  out,  may  be  becoming  part  of  the  West  shoreline.  There  appears  to  be  a  great  area  for  them  

as  it  is  being  renewed. 

Change  is  good  and  owners  of  the  new  condos  downtown  should  appreciate  the  change  and  a  chance  to  kayak  a  

few  steps  away  during  high  tide. 

Paul  Allen I  strongly  support  Deschutes  Estuary  Subject  restoration  and  therefore  request  the  following  be  included  in  the  EIS   No 

I  live  in  Central  Washington  State.  The  effort  to  restore  Deschutes  Estuary  in  our  WA  State  Capitol  is  gaining  ground  

statewide.  As  part  of  this  effort,  I  request  the  environmental  Impact  statement  include  the  following.   

*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'.  

*Include  a  thorough  technical  analysis  of  sediment t ransport.  *Include  a  number  of  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  917/18:  

https://www.theolympian.com/.../editori.../article218004115.html  

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

Squaxin's  salmon  tracking,  and  in  the  context  of  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.  https://www.estuaries.org/bluecarbon  

*The  EIS  should  consider  the  preservation  of  the  integrity  of  the  lower  Deschutes  Watershed  and  Budd  Inlet  

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

Relating  to  Economics  The  EIS  should  address:  *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  recreation  al  access  in  the  lower  river  area  - now  called  

Capitol  Lake.  *Job  creation  during  construction.  
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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:  The  EIS  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:  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.  *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. 

Dennis  Burke I  hope  you  will  take  to  heart  the  comments  provided  in  the  attached  pdf  document.  We  need  to  solve  the  world's  No 

global  warming  problems  as  well  as  Capitol  Lakes  deficiencies.  We  can  do  both  by  selecting  the  right  plan. 

Introduction  My  name  is  Dennis  Burke.  I  am  a  professional  engineer  licensed  in  California  and  Washington.  I  have  

been  directly  involved  in  water  quality  and  water  and  wastewater  treatment  for  over  40  years.  Attached  is  a  brief  

one  page  summary  of  my  professional  experience.  I  attended  most  of  the  hearings  on  the  Phase  1  Capital  Lake  

Assessment  and  wrote  a  number  of  letters  in  support  of  'Nutrient  and  Sediment  Harvesting'  as  a  means  to  

economically  eliminate  the  water  quality  deficiencies  of  Capitol  Lake  and  lower  Budd  Inlet  while  providing  

recreational  uses  of  the  lake.  Fortunately,  Nutrient  Harvesting  was  presented  as  a  technology  to  be  assessed  in  the  

Phase  1  Report.  

Comment  We  live  in  an  era  of  distressing  environmental  change  caused  by  uncontrolled  fossil  fuel  use  that  has  

produced  high  levels  of  atmospheric  CO2,  methane,  and  nitrous  oxide  gas  concentrations  leading  to  water  

acidification,  higher  atmosphere  temperatures,  high  energy  storms  such  as  hurricanes  and  tornadoes,  rising  sea  

levels  accompanied  by  shoreline  erosion,  and  extreme  rainfall  events  producing  erosive  runoff  and  flooding,  

resulting  in  habitat  loss  and  species  elimination.  

The  water  quality  problems  associated  with  Capitol  Lake  are  integrally  connected  to  the  environmental  change  

occurring  throughout  the  world.  Those  Capitol  Lake  lower  Budd  Inlet  water  quality  problems  have  been  described  

as  the  loss  of  use  created  by  invasive  species  such  as  the  New  Zealand  Mud  Snail,  sediment  accumulation  leading  to  

the  filling  of  the  lake,  and  algae  or  phytoplankton b looms,  which  upon  discharge  to  Budd  Inlet  and  decomposition,  

reduce  dissolved  oxygen  to  levels  that  kill  fish  and  violate  water  quality  laws  and  regulations.  All  of  the  water  quality  

issues  are  directly  related  to  the  input  of  sediment  and  nutrients  from  the  urbanized  and  agricultural  lands  of  the  

Deschutes  River  watershed.  Those  nutrients  produce  high  concentrations  of  nitrogen  and  phosphorus  in  Capitol  

lake  and  lower  Budd  Inlet.  

The  Capitol  Lake  water  quality  issues  are  similar  to  other  watersheds  throughout  the  US  such  as  Chesapeake  Bay,  

the  Great  Lakes,  and  the  Mississippi  River  watershed  that  has  created  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  'dead  zone'.  High  

atmospheric  CO2  concentrations  from  fossils  fuels,  warmer  temperatures  exacerbated  by  global  warming,  and  

nutrients  from  atmospheric  deposition  or  erosive  high  intensity  storms  provide  the  necessary  ingredients  to  fertilize  

our  waters  and  produce  a  phytoplankton  'crop'  that  no  one  wants.  However,  that  'crop'  benefits  the  environment  

by  reducing  atmospheric  CO2  levels,  only  to  produce  more  powerful  greenhouse  gases  (methane  plus  CO2)  upon  

anaerobic  decay  within  the  sediments.  

The  worlds  warmer  temperatures  and  high  atmospheric  CO2  levels  must  be  controlled  through  a  global  warming  

strategy.  The  Capitol  lake  plan  must  be  part  of  that  strategy.  Nutrients  must  be  controlled  at  the  local  level  by  either  

eliminating  the  nutrient  inputs  within  the  Deschutes  river  basin  or  harvesting  the  nutrients  from  the  waters  of  

Capitol  Lake  after  they  have  been  discharged  to  the  waterways  within  the  basin.  

Controlling  nutrient  discharge  within  a  river  basin i s  an  extremely  difficult,  a  multi  decade,  resource  intensive  effort.  

After  spending  millions,  if  not  billions  of  dollars  over  the  past  50,  years  the  Chesapeake  Bay  Commission  has  not  

been  able  to  reduce  the  nutrient  loads  to  desired  levels  within  the  largest  estuary  of  the  United  States.  They  have  

now  embarked  on  nutrient  harvesting  through  the  introduction  of  a  billion  clams  that  will  consume  the  nutrients  

that  
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hopefully  may  be  harvested  as  a  beneficial  crop1.  Substantial  water  quality  improvements  have  also  been  achieved  

in  Lake  Michigan  through  nutrient  harvesting  by  the  introduction  of  mussels  to  the  lake2.  Mussels  however  are  not  

a  desirable  crop  since  that  invasive  species  has  significantly  damaged  the  ecology  of  Lake  Michigan  while  improving  

water  quality.  Introducing  aquatic  organisms  such  as  clams  and  mussels  to  consume  nutrients  is  not  the  wisest  of  

strategies  since  the  uncontrolled  growth  and  consumption  of  nutrients  may  very  well  damage  other  aquatic  

organisms  that  need  nutrients  to  survive.  Nutrient  harvesting  must  be  controlled  while  producing  a  valuable  crop,  

such  as  a  renewable  energy  feedstock  that  consumes  CO2  from  the  atmosphere.  

The  Rotating  Photo  Bioreactor  (RPB)  has  been  proposed  as  a  controllable  inexpensive  nutrient  harvesting  

technology  that  produces  a  bioenergy  crop,  periphyton,  a  consortia  of  algae,  cyanobacteria,  and  diatoms.  The  

bioenergy  crop  can  be  easily  converted  to  a  variety  of  liquid  fuels  or  gaseous  fuels  (methane  or  hydrogen)  and  

highly  valued  inorganic  nutrients,  phosphorus  as  calcium  phosphate  (apatite)  and  ammonia  for  use  as  a d iesel  

exhaust  fluid  for  NOx  removal  through  selective  catalytic  reduction  (SCR).  The  nutrient  harvesting  technology  will  

recover  topsoil  containing  particulate  nutrients  and  soluble  nutrients  through  the  use  of  the  Rotating  Photo  

Bioreactor,  prior  to,  or  at  the  inlet  to  Capitol  Lake.  The  products  will  be  a  nutrient  rich  topsoil,  a  bioenergy  crop  that  

can  be  converted  to  renewable  fuels,  renewable  inorganic  calcium  phosphate,  and  concentrated  ammonia  diesel  

exhaust  fluid  for  NOX  SCR.  The  value  of  the  products  will  greatly  exceed  the  capital  and  operating  cost  of  

harvesting.  The  technology  will  also  remove  large  quantities  of  CO2  from  the  atmosphere  as  well  as  detritus  

nutrients  necessary  to  sustain  the  New  Zealand  Mud  Snail.  This  is  a  solution  that  will  have  the  least  adverse  impact  

on  the  citizens  of  the  Deschutes  river  watershed,  solve  the  Capitol  Lake  Budd  Inlet  water  quality  problems,  and  

address  the  urgent  global  warming  issues  presented  in  the  latest  IPCC  report3.  

The  alternative  proposals  that  have  been  presented  to  solve  the  Capitol  Lake  problems  are  centered  on  removing  all  

or  a  portion  of  the  Capitol  Lake  dam  thereby  converting  the  lake  to  an  estuary.  Those  proposals  do  not i mprove  

water  quality  or  reduce  global  warming.  Those  proposals  simply  move  the  sediments  and  nutrients  discharged  by  

the  Deschutes  river  from  the  freshwater  Capitol  Lake  to  the  saltwater  Budd  Inlet.  The  suspended  particulate  matter  

discharged  from  the  Deschutes  river  will  accumulate  in  Budd  Inlet  rather  than  Capitol  Lake  where  their v alue  as  a  

topsoil  will  be  eliminated  due  to  salt  contamination.  Adding  nutrients  to  lower  Budd  Inlet  will  exasperate  the  

existing  high  nutrient  loadings  from  the  LOTT  wastewater  treatment  facility  that  currently  uses  expensive  advanced  

technology  to  remove  nitrogen.  The  complete  or  partial  estuary  proposals  will  add  sediments  to  the  Port  of  Olympia  

shipping  lanes  and  create  a  toxic  sediment  that  must  be  disposed  within  a  confined  encapsulated  disposal  area.  The  

unnecessary  cost  may  be  paid  by  the  federal  government,  aka  "All  Americans'.  

The  alternative  proposals  do  not  address  the  key  water  quality  factors  such  as  removal  of  nutrients  or s ediment.  

Those  'plans'  simply  move  sediment  and  nutrients  downstream  to  be  solved  by  others  at  a  later  date  at  significantly  

greater  cost.  We  can  not  go  back  several  centuries wh en  the  population  was  0.1  person  per  square  mile,  trees  and  

forests  were  the  primary  land  use,  and  nutrient  and  sediment  runoff  was  essentially  nonexistent.  We  can  not  get  rid  

of  our  urban,  suburban,  and  rural  population,  homes,  buildings,  roads,  farms,  animal   husbandry,  plane,  bus,  and  

auto  transportation  and  all  other  developments  that  have  occurred  over  the  centuries  that  produce  greater  

sediment,  nutrient,  and  hydraulic  loads  to  our  waterways.  But  we  can  solve  the  problem  using  our  human  abilities. 

Philip  Fenner Capitol  Lake  is  the  epitome  of  environmental  damage  caused  by  the  mistaken  notion  that  we  humans  can  and  No 

should  change  anything  about  the  natural  world  that  we  somehow  think  we  can  'improve'  for  our  own  sake.  In  this  

case  the  lake  was  formed  by  a  damming  the  river  at  its  outlet  for  the  most  frivolous  of  reasons,  thereby  destroying  

the  most  ecologically  important  part  of  the  river,  the  estuary.  Most  dams  at  least  can  claim  to  have  some  practical  

purpose  (hydropower,  flood  control,  or  irrigation)  but  not  this  one. 

Ecology  was  not  understood  at  the  time  the  dam  was  built,  but  it  is  very  well  understood  now,  and  salmon  recovery  

is  a  top  priority  now.  Functioning  estuaries  provide  critical  salmon  habitat.  The  Nisqually  delta  near  Olympia  should  

be  the  beacon  that  leads  the  decision  making  on  Capitol  Lake,  and  its  message  is  simple:  breach  the  dikes  and  dams  

and  the  estuary  will  restore  itself!  

I  hope  the  science  genuinely  is  used  to  guide  this  decision,  as  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  biology  and  geology  favors  

removing  the  dam  that  retains  Capitol  Lake  so  that  a  viable  estuary  can  be  restored.  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  

to  comment.  

Hugh  &  Marilyn  We  moved  to  Lacey  from  north  Seattle  3  years  ago  and  were  shocked  when  we  first  saw  the  big  mess  of  Capitol  No 

Milburn Lake.  Our  vote  would  be  to  spend  money  and  make  the  Lake  work  like 

Green  Lake  in  Seattle.  That  is  a  good  example  of  what  can  be  done,  and  you  can  see  the  extraordinary  benefits  that  

can  result  from  that  effort.  An  estuary  sounds  good,  but  our  large  tidal  range  leaves  a  muddy  sticky  swamp  for  12  

hours  a  day  - not  something  we  need  in  the  shadow  of  our  Capitol  and  next  to  our  waterfront  and  downtown  area.  

A  hybrid  would  be  a  cop-out.  It  is  not  a  good  solution, j ust  an  attempt  to  appease  the  most.  Doing  nothing  is  wrong.  

Please  use  some  common  sense  in  this  critical  issue. 
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98 Natalie  I  strongly  support  Deschutes  Estuary  Subject  restoration  and  therefore  request  the  following  be  included  in  the  EIS  No 

Anonymous I  live  in  Seattle,  Washington.  The  effort  to  restore  Deschutes  Estuary  in  our  WA  State  Capitol  is  gaining  ground  

statewide.  As  part  of  this  effort,  I  request  the  environmental  Impact  statement  include  the  following.  

*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'. 

*Include  a  thorough  technical  analysis  of  sediment t ransport.  *Include  a  number  of  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  917/18:  https://www.the  

olympian.com/.../editori.../article218004115.html  

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

Squaxin's  salmon  tracking,  and  in  the  context  of  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.  https://www.estuaries.org/bluecarbon  

*The  EIS  should  consider  the  preservation  of  the  integrity  of  the  lower  Deschutes  Watershed  and  Budd  Inlet  

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

Relating  to  Economics  The  EIS  should  address:  *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:  The  EIS  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:  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.  *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. 

Denis  Curry My  Comments  on  the  Scope  of  the  EIS  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  scope  of  the  EIS  No 

concerning  Capitol  Lake  and  the  lower  Deschutes  Watershed  and  Budd  Inlet.  First:  It  is  important  to  clearly  

delineate  the  geographic  area  of  the  study  which  should  include  the  Deschutes  watershed  area  from  the  Henderson  

Bridge  to  Priest  Point  Park  and  the  surrounding  land  areas.  The  latter  should  encompass  all  of  Thurston  County  

insofar  as  economic  and  financial  aspects  are  concerned.  

Second:  The  'Managed  Lake  Alternative'  should  be  that  of  the  community  plan  supported  by  CLIPA  and  not t hat  

which  was  used  in  the  CLAMP  report.  The  latter  would  be  a  total  waste  of  money  and  actually  was  not  an  'adaptive  

management  plan'.  

Third:  Any  option  that  involves  the  elimination  of t he  5th  Avenue  tide  lock  needs  to  clearly  examine  and  define  all  

elements  involved.  These  include  the  following:  %u2022  The  size  of  the  opening  on  5th  Avenue.  Studies  indicate  

that  from  500  to  660  feet  is  needed  and  probably  more  for  bridge  banking;  

The  location  of  the  opening  and  it's  affect  on  Bayview  Market,  Heritage  Park  and  transportation  flow  associated  

with  alternatives;  The  affect  on  the  railroad  bridge  and  the  probable  need  for  a  wider  bridge  opening  and  a  new  

bridge;  Infrastructure  elements  affected  including  the  1-5  and  the  4th  Ave.  bridge  girding  and  Deschutes  Parkway  

protections;  The  type  of  bridge  needed  to  complement  the  4th  Ave.  bridge  (see  Gloyd  Report);  

The  amount  of  initial  dredging  to  establish  a  channel  in  the  lake  (estimated  at  485,000  cubic  yards);  

%u2022  The  impact  on  species  that  utilize  the  lake,  e.g.  the  local  bat  population;  The  timing  of  the  project  to  

accommodate  fisheries,  
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and  An  absolute  must  is  the  recognition  of  the  need f or  continuing  dredging  in  Budd  Inlet  that  was  ignored  in  the  

CLAMP  report.  It  needs  to  be  considered  that  these  costs  will  be  significantly  higher  in  the  inlet  based  on  the  

experience  of  the  Port  and  the  Olympia  Yacht  Club 

Fourth:  The  scope  of  the  EIS  should  include  the  best  possible  estimates  of  the  cost  of  the  various  options  in  terms  of  

operations,  capital,  mitigation  and  dredging.  In  the  case  of  the  managed  lake  the  cost  components  would  be  a  

project  EIS,  maintenance  of  the  tide  lock,  periodic  dredging  in  the  North  Basin,  permitting  and  sediment  removal  

and  transport.  

In  the  case  of  any  option  that  involves  the  elimination  of  the  5th  Avenue  tide  lock,  the  best  estimates  of  cost  of  each  

of  the  elements  identified  above  along  with  a  project  specific  EIS,  project  management,  mitigation  and  sediment  

disposal.  Any  option  that  proposes  dividing  the  North  Basin  and  removal  of  the  tide  lock  should  include  all  of  the  

above  along  with  the  costs  specific  to  that  option.  

In  the  case  of  any  option  that  involves  the  elimination  of  the  5th  Avenue  tide  lock,  the  best  estimates  of  cost  of  each  

of  the  elements  identified  above  along  with  a  project  specific  EIS,  project  management,  mitigation  and  sediment  

disposal.  Any  option  that  proposes  dividing  the  North  Basin  and  removal  of  the  tide  lock  should  include  all  of  the  

above  along  with  the  costs  specific  to  that  option.  

Fifth:  It  is  extremely  important  that  the  EIS  address  the  economic  impact  of  the  alternatives,  including  those  on  the  

Port,  the  working  waterfront,  marinas  (even  with  continuing  dredging  in  Budd  Inlet)  the  huge  impact  if  there  were  

no  continuing  dredging  and  associated  peripheral  impacts  such  as  the  affect  on  downtown  livability  such  as  those  

on  restaurants  and  if  Bayview  Market  was  forced  to  close.  Associated  tax  and  fee  revenue  loss  should  be  included  in  

the  estimates.  I've  attached  a  brief  study  I  did  in  2016  for  your  information.  

Fifth:  It  is  extremely  important  that  the  EIS  address  the  economic  impact  of  the  alternatives,  including  those  on  the  

Port,  the  working  waterfront,  marinas  (even  with  continuing  dredging  in  Budd  Inlet)  the  huge  impact  if  there  were  

no  continuing  dredging  and  associated  peripheral  impacts  such  as  the  affect  on  downtown  livability  such  as  those  

on  restaurants  and  if  Bayview  Market  was  forced  to  close.  Associated  tax  and  fee  revenue  loss  should  be  included  in  

the  estimates.  I've  attached  a  brief  study  I  did  in  2016  for  your  information.  

In  addition,  the  scope  should  include  elements  of  the  impact  on  aesthetics  of  alternatives  and  the  affect  on  livability  

and  tourism.  It  would  help  if  the  scoping  report  would  include  a  recommendation  that  DES  begin  dredging  in  the  

lake  since  all  alternatives  involve  such  dredging.  In  terms  of  aesthetics,  mowing  of  algae  would  be  very  helpful.  

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment.  

Anonymous  Under  WAC  197-11-440(6)  (iv)  Urban  quality,  historic  and  cultural  resources,  and  the  design  of  the  built  

Anonymous environment,  the  scope  of  the  EIS  needs  to  include  the  impacts  to  the  Washington  State  Capitol  Campus  National  

Historic  District  since  Capitol  Lake  is  a  significant  part  of  the  historic  district  by  Wilder  and  White  in  1911  and  the  

Olmsted  Brothers  in  1928  The  scope  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  take  into  account  the  nationally  

significant  City  Beautiful  Movement  design  principles  of  the  State  Capitol  Campus  which  is  on  the  National  Historic  

Register.  In  1911,  the  architectural  firm  of  Wilder  and  White  created  a  master  plan  for  the  Washington  State  Capitol  

Campus  as  part  of  a  nation-wide  design  competition.  This  plan  captured  the  imagination  of  the  competition  judges  

with  its  unique  approach,  a  group  of  symmetrically  arranged  buildings  in  a  forest,  atop  a  bluff  overlooking  a  

reflective  lake,  the  City  of  Olympia,  and  Puget  Sound.  As  stated  by  Wilder  and  White  in  their  August  29,  1911  report  

to  the  State  Capitol  Commission,  'a  tide  lock  at  [5'  Avenue)  would  form  a  lake  and  the  whole  effect  would  be  visible  

from  most  points  of  the  City  as  well  as  the  Sound.'  'Washington's  Audacious  State  Capitol  and  Its  Builders,'  Norman  

Johnston,  p.  33,  (1988).  

Wilder  and  White  incorporated  five  design  principles  into  their  plan  for  the  State  Capitol  Campus.  These  principles  

include:  (1)  the  City  Beautiful  Movement,  (2)  the  Capitol  Group  of  buildings,  an  unprecedented  design  of  separate  

legislative,  executive,  and  judicial  buildings  to  look  like  a  singular  Capitol  building  when  viewed  from  Budd  Inlet,  

downtown  Olympia,  and  the  Fourth  Avenue  Bridge,  (3)  the  borrowed  landscapes  of  the  Olympic  Mountains  and  

Budd  Inlet  to  frame  the  design  (4)  the  northern  orientation  of  the  Capitol  Group  and  Campus  to  Budd  Inlet  and  the  

Olympics  and  (5)  a  lake  to  reflect  the  beautiful  buildings  on  the  bluff.  

It  was  at  Olympia,  Washington,  that  the  American  Renaissance  in  state  capitol  building  reached  its  climax  ...  Such  a  

collection  of  Classical  buildings  on  a  plateau  surmounting  a  green  hill  117  feet  above  sea  level  proved  an  irresistible  

vision.  It  would  be  a  spectacular  monument,  with  Mount  Rainier  in  one  direction,  the  Olympic  Range  in a nother  ...  

all  mirrored  in  the  blue  water  below.  The  City  Beautiful,  a  concept  of  perfection  evolved  for  dense  urban  scenes,  

seemed  destined  to  achieve  its  finest  expression  in  the  natural  landscape  of  the  Pacific  Northwest.  No  architect  or  

dreamer  could  have  asked  for  a  more  splendid  setting.'  Temples  of  Democracy,  The  State  Capitols  of  the  USA,  

Professor  Henry-Russell  Hitchcock  (1976),  pp.  257-259.  
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The  Olmsted  Brothers  1928  plan  for  the  landscape  involved  Capitol  Lake  to  reflect  the  buildings.  Maintenance  of  

Capitol  Lake  as  a  reflective  lake  is  necessary  in  order  to  preserve  and  protect  the  historic  original  vision  for  the  

Washington  State  Capitol  Campus  which  is  the  best  example  of  City  Beautiful  movement  architectural  design  and  

urban  planning  outside  of  Washington,  D.C.  Capitol  Lake  stands  in  the  design  tradition  of  the  Tidal  Basin  and  the  

other  reflective  bodies  of  water  along  the  national  mall  from  the  U.S.  Capitol  to  the  Lincoln  Memorial.  Failure  to  

protect  Capitol  Lake  would  replace  its  mirroring  and  sparkling  presence  with  the  dismal  mud  flats  of  the  past.  'To  

the  south  of  the  boulevard  skirts  the  edge  of  a  proposed  fresh  water  lake  secured  by  tide  locks  across  the  head  of  

the  Sound  and  will  be  a  great  addition  to  the  city  park  system,  The  American  Architect,  Vol.  CVIII,  No.  2088,  

November  24,  1915,  Wilder  and  White,  p.  346  

'The  late  1940's  were  to  include  the  beautification  of  the  expanse  at  the  base  of  the  Capitol  group  site  to  its  north  

and  west.  The  (Wilder  and  White  and  Olmsted  Brothers']  plan  saw  this  area  as  a  grand  water  feature  ...  [to  replace  

the]  plane  of  mudflats  ...  The  project  also  included  the  construction  of  a  dam,  the  ensemble  thereby  creating  a  

permanent  body  of  water,  Capitol  Lake.  Substantially  completed  in  1951,  this  new  visual  and  recreational  amenity  

became  an  appropriate  setting  for  the  acropolis  of  the  Capitol  group  which  it  now  so  handsomely  supported.'  

Washington's  Audacious  State  Capitol  and  Its  Builders,  Professor  Emeritus,  Norman  J.  Johnston  (1988).  

Significant progress has been made toward the completion of the Wilder and White plan since 1911. After the 

Capitol Group of buildings on the West Capitol Campus bluff was completed and the Olmsted landscaping plan was 

instituted in the 1920's and 1930's, Capitol Lake was created by Legislature in 1950 with the construction of a dam 

and a tide gate along 5th Avenue. Since 1991, further progress has been made toward the completion of the North 

Capitol Campus along the shore of Capitol Lake with the Legislature and City spending twenty-five million dollars to 

complete land acquisition, the Arc of Statehood, the Western Washington Inlet, the Eastern Washington Butte, the 

North Campus Trail, the amphitheater, the City Fountain, the City seasonal ice rink, predesign, permitting, design, 

and several phases of the construction of Heritage Park and the Law Enforcement Memorial. Two million dollars in 

private funds have also been raised for construction of these City Bcautiful clements of the North Capitol Campus. 

Maintaining the open water environment in the north and middle basins of Capitol Lake is the only action which is 

compatible with the historic 107 year plan for the State Capitol Campus. The scope of the EIS needs to consider the 

national significance of the historic design of the State Capitol Campus remaining intact by maintaining and 

improving Capitol Lake with regularly scheduled dredging every decade which occurred up until 1986. 16 U.S.C. 

470f - Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act provides, The head of any Federal agency having direct 

or indirect jurisdiction over a proposed Federal or federally assisted undertaking in any State and the head of any 

Federal department or any independent agency having authority to license any undertaking shall, prior to the 

approval of the expenditure of any Federal funds on the undertaking or prior to the issuance of any license, as the 

case may be, take into account the effect of the undertaking on any district, site, building, structure, or object that 

is included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register. The head of any such Federal Agency shall afford the 

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation established under Title II of this Act a reasonable opportunity to comment 

with regard to such undertaking. 

Under RCW 79.24.720 Capitol Lake is designated as a historic facility of the State Capitol, RCW 79.24.720 -

Department of enterprise services' responsibilities. The department of enterprise services is responsible for the 

stewardship, preservation, operation, and maintenance of the public and historic facilities of the state capitol, 

subject to the policy direction of the state capitol committee and the guidance of the capitol campus design 

advisory committee. In administering this responsibility, the department shall: (1) Apply the United States secretary 

of the interior's standards for the treatment of historic properties The EIS needs to analyze dredging and 

maintenance of Capitol Lake to the standards as applied to the National Mall in Washington D.C. 
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158 Anonymous  Exhibit  1 Yes  (10  pages) 

Anonymous 1911-12  Wilder  and  White  watercolor  of  State  Capitol  Campus 

Exhibit  2 

Guide  to  Olmsted  Legacy  at  the  Washington  State  Capitol  Campus 

Exhibit  3 

Photo  - Capitol  Lake  swimming  and  recreation 

Exhibit  4 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places  Inventory  %u2013 

State  Capitol  Campus  Historic  District 

Exhibit  5 

Capitol  Campus  Heritage  Park  Development  Association  letter 

Exhibit  6 

Photo  Middle  Basin  reflection  (day) 

Exhibit  7 

Photo  North  Basin  reflection  (day) 

Exhibit  8 

Photo  Middle  Basin  reflection  (night) 

Exhibit  9 

Photo  North  Basin  reflection  (night) 

Exhibit  10 

Photo  Middle  Basin  mudflats 

Exhibit  11 

Photo  North  Basin  mudflats 

Exhibit  12 

Photo  North  Basin  mudflats 

Exhibit  13 

Photo  State  Capitol  Campus  National  Historic  District 

Sue  Patnude Relating  to  Technical  Analysis  The  EIS  should:  Include  a  study  of  projected  climate  impacts  localized  to  the  study  No 

area;  including  sea  level  rise  and  the  likely  frequent  inundation  of  downtown  Olympia  particularly  in  high  river  flow  

events  and  'king  tides'.  

%u2022  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.  https://www.estuaries.org/bluecarbon  

The  EIS  should  consider  the  preservation  of  the  integrity  of  the  lower  Deschutes  Watershed  and  Budd  Inlet  

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

Relating  to  Economics  The  EIS  should  address:  %u2022  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.  
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%u2022  Relating  to  Historic  and  Cultural  Preservation  The  EIS  should  address:  %u2022  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  EIS  must  consider  the  impacts  that  the  dam  and  settlement  

basin  have  on  rights  reserved  by  tribes  in  Article  lll  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  ElS  must  address  outcomes  through  the  lens  of  treaty-guaranteed  fishing  and  gathering  rights  

past,  present,  and  future.  %u2022  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.  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.  

Greg  Falxa .  My  name  is  Greg  Falxa  Since  2001  I  have  been  study  bats  throughout  Washington  and  most  western  states.  Two  

months  ago  I  retired  from  the  Washington  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  as  a  wildlife  biologist.  I  live  in  this  area  

and  closely  observe  the  behavior  of  bats  utilizing  Capitol  Lake  each  alternatief  This  EIS  process  must  seriously  

consider  the  impact  on  bats  of  this  region.  6  thousand  or  more  bats  utilize  Capitol  Lake  as  their  primary  foraging  

area  during  their  reproductive  phase  %u2013  May  through  August.  These  bats  feed  on  fresh  water  insects  and  do  

not  forage  over  salt  water,  kat  are  strongly  associated  with  lakes  and  reservoirs,  not  streams,  rivers o r  ponds.  and  

Capitol  Lake  is  designated  by  the  Washington  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  as  a  Priority  habitat  for  Little  Brown  

and  Yuma  Myotis  bats,  the  2  species  of  bats  in  Washington  State  that  are  suffering  from  White  Nose  Syndrome,  a  

devastating  disease  that  has  killed  millions  of  bats  in  the  US  over  the  past  10  years.  

Greg  Falxa The  largest  known  colony  of  bats  in  western  Washington  is  located  nearby  at  the  Woodard  Bay  Natural  Resource  

Area,  seven  miles  Northeast  of  Capitol  Lake  a  colony  comprised  solely  of  these  2  at-risk  species.  Every  spring  and  

summer  night  nearly  all  of  these  3,000  pregnant  and  nursing  females  commute  to  Capitol  Lake  to  forage  low  over  

the  water,  most  feeding  exclusively  at  Capitol  Lake.  lakes  Several  thousand  additional  bats  of  these  same  2  species  

travel  to  Capitol  Lake  to  forage,  arriving  from  other  regional  nursery  colonies.  Radio  tracking  data  show  these  bats  

commute  considerably  farther  than  their  counterparts  around  the  country.  Traveling  to  a  more  distant  lake  is  not  a  

realistic  expectation,  as  these  bats  already  push  the  limits  for  their  species.  So,  Capitol  Lake  as  a  fresh  water  body  is  

the  feeding  area  of  at  least  5  or  6  thousands  bats  of  just  the  2  species  imperiled  by  White  Nose  Syndrome.  Any  

modification  that  reduces  the  quantity  of  open  area  of  fresh  water  will  need  to  be  mitigated.  Significant  reductions  

of  the  current  amount  of  open  fresh  water  habitat  would  almost  certainly  mean  the  collapse  of  these  regional  

maternity  colonies.  Protecting  these  bats  or  mitigating  the  impacts  on  them  is  a  must.  

Gary  Franklin 1.  ?illegible?  of  Reflecting  Pool 

have  survey  of  visitors  to  the  lake  - ?illegible? 

Business  concerns 

4.  ?illegible? 

Odor 

Mary  Ann  The  lake  needs  to  be  dredged  right  now.  Why  Keep  to  putting  it  off  any  path  forward  will  require  testing  and  

Thompson dredging,  Please  don't  let  the  lake  continue  to  degrade  further  Two  more  years  is  much  too  long  to  wait  for  proper  

maintenance,  Thank  you  for  your  response  

John  Newman The  dam  needs  to  be  removed.  The  estuary  should  be  to  its  natural  state 

Linda  Smithes Managed  Lake  __  Restored  Estuary  Option.  Hybrid  Option  ___ 

WA.  State  Enterprise  Services  should  not  conduct  this  'EIS'  WA  State  Dep  of  Nat.  Resources  or  Dept  of  Ecology  

should  be  the 

lead  Agency  We  need  scientists  managing  this  scoping  this  'EIS.' 

Capitol  Lake  is  not  a  'lake'  it  is  a  wetland,  it  is  a  marsh. 

New  Zealand  Snail  -- Capitol  Lake  is  a  cesspool  - A  wetland  filled  in  with  sludge  from  Deschutes  River,  because  the  

tidal  action  of  BUdd  Inlet  does  not  clean  the  cesspool.  New  Zealand  Snail  will  infect  the  pristine  lake  of  the  Oly  Nat  

Park  of  the  the  Oly  Penn.  

Entire  basin  must  be  in  the  scoping  study.  Moxie  in  study,  Deshutes  River  drainage,  the  Golf  course  in  Tumwater  

drains  into  the  lake.  

I  remember  when  Capitol  Lake  was  dredged,  1984.   The  Oly  Yatch  club  has  been  pivotal  in  keeping  the  Estuary  from  

cleaning  itself.  The  Olympia  Yatch  club  is  a  club  of  good  old  boys  the  ones  who  can  afford  a  yatch,  a  boat.  

Public  Health  issues  regarding  this  cess-pool,  in  front  of  our  state  capitol,  are  not  addressed.  Clean  water  issues  are  

not  addressed.  Infection  from  the  New  Zealand  Snail  is  not  addressed.  

Wildlife  Issues  are  not  addressed.  I  have  seen  ducks  in  this  cesspool  - this  'Capitol  Lake'  that  are  deformed.  I  believe  

the  deformations  are  caused  by  the  toxins  in  the  water.  

The  toxins  are  herbicides  from  Deschutes  River-- the  Tumwater  Golf  course.  Where  is  the  examination  of  the  toxins  

in  the  water?  Where  are  the  numbers  for  the  nitrogen  in  the  water?  Tumwater  residents  pour  fertilizer  on  their  

lawns  - this  also  results  in  high  levels  of  nitrogen  &  herbicides.  
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165 John  Rosenberg I'm  happy  that  this  process  is  proceeding  although  I  must  express  my  disappointment  that  it's  taking  so  long.  That  

said,  here  are  some  things  I'd  like  to  see  included  in  the  EIS: 

1.  1.  Management  of  Capitol  Lake/Deschutes  Estuary  should  be  transferred  from  Enterprise  Services  to  the  

Department  of  Natural  Resources.  DNR  manages  all  the  lakes  in  Washington  except  for  this  lake  which  is  managed  

by  rprise  Services.  This  makes  no  sense.  Why  not  let  an  agency  manage  the  lake/estuary  that  knows  something  

about  lakes  and  estuaries?  

3.  2.  Focus  the  EIS  on  estuary  restoration  rather  than  more  studies/science  tell  us  what  we  already  know.  There  is  

already  more  than  adequate  scientific  evidence  to  show  that  a  restored  estuary  makes  the  most  sense  from  an  

environmental  standpoint,  efforts  to  dispute  that  notwithstanding.  How  can  we  manage  increased  sediment  that  

taking  out  the  dam  will  entail  so  that  it  benefits  all  parties  through  a  restored  estuary?  

4.  5.  3.  Focus  the  EIS  on  the  benefits  of  a  restored  estuary  as  a  'carbon  sink'  and  a  response  to  climate  change  using  

the  principles  of  'blue  carbon'  (http://bluecarbonportal.org/the-new-blue-carbon- homepage-2/about-2/what-is-

blue-carbon/).  

7.  4.  Explore  the  creation  of  an  'estuary  district' wh ere  all  the  members  of  the  district  tax  themselves  in  order  to  

finance  sediment  management,  infrastructure  alterations,  etc.  that  may  be  necessary  when  the  dam  comes  out,  as  

well  as  overall  estuary  restoration  and  management.  The  port,  the  yacht  club,  and  the  marinas  have  been  

essentially  getting  a  free  ride  from  the  state  since  1951  regarding  sediment  management.  It's  time  for  those  who  

have  benefitted  for  so  long  along  with  the  rest  of  us  who  live  in  the  watershed  to  chip  in.  

9.  5.  As  you  consider  economic  implications,  include  the  economic  benefits  of  the  restoration  itself  

(https://www.wri.org/our-work/project/new-restoration- economy)  along  with  increased  recreational  benefits  and  

the  economic  activity  they  will  generate.  

10.  11.  6.  In  addition  to  these  points,  I  am  in  full  support  of  the  Deschutes  Estuary  Restoration  Team's  EIS  Scoping  

Recommendations  (http://www.deschutesestuary.org/get-involved/deschutes-estuary-restoration- teams-eis-

scoping-recommendations/).  

John  Rosenberg I'm  happy  that  this  process  is  proceeding  although  I  must  express  my  disappointment  that  it's  taking  so  long.  That  

said,  here  are  some  things  I'd  like  to  see  included  in  the  EIS:  

Management  of  Capitol  Lake/Deschutes  Estuary  should  be  transferred  from  Enterprise  Services  to  the  Department  

of  Natural  Resources.  DNR  manages  all  the  lakes  in  Washington  except  for  this  lake  which  is  managed  by  Enterprise  

Services.  This  makes  no  sense.  Why  not  let  an  agency  manage  the  lake/estuary  that  knows  something  about  lakes  

and  estuaries?  

Focus  the  EIS  on  estuary  restoration  rather  than  more  studies/science  tell  us  what  we  already  know.  There  is  

already  more  than  adequate  scientific  evidence  to  show  that  a  restored  estuary  makes  the  most  sense  from  an  

environmental  standpoint,  efforts  to  dispute  that  notwithstanding.  How  can  we  manage  increased  sediment  that  

taking  out  the  dam  will  entail  so  that  it  benefits  all  parties  through  a  restored  estuary?  

Focus  the  EIS  on  the  benefits  of  a  restored  estuary  as  a  'carbon  sink'  and  a  response  to  climate  change  using  the  

principles  of  'blue  carbon'  (http://bluecarbonportal.org/the-new-blue-carbon-homepage-2/about-2/what- is-blue-

carbon/).  

Explore  the  creation  of  an  'estuary  district'  where  all  the  members  of  the  district  tax  themselves  in  order  to  finance  

sediment  management,  infrastructure  alterations,  etc.  that  may  be  necessary  when  the  dam  comes  out,  as  well  as  

overall  estuary  restoration  and  management.  The  port,  the  yacht  club,  and  the  marinas  have  been  essentially  

getting  a  free  ride  from  the  state  since  1951  regarding  sediment  management.  It's  time  for  those  who  have  

benefitted  for  so  long  along  with  the  rest  of  us  who  live  in  the  watershed  to  chip  in.  

As  you  consider  economic  implications,  include  the  economic  benefits  of  the  restoration  itself  

(https://www.wri.org/our-work/project/new-restoration-economy)  along  with  increased  recreational  benefits  and  

the  economic  activity  they  will  generate.  

In  addition  to  these  points,  I  am  in  full  support  of  the  Deschutes  Estuary  Restoration  Team's  EIS  Scoping  

Recommendations  (http://www.deschutesestuary.org/get-involved/deschutes-estuary-restoration-teams- eis-

scoping-recommendations/).  

John  Rosenberg I'm  happy  that  this  process  is  proceeding  although  I  must  express  my  disappointment  that  it's  taking  so  long.  That  

said,  here  are  some  things  I'd  like  to  see  included  in  the  EIS:  

1.  Management  of  Capitol  Lake/Deschutes  Estuary  should  be  transferred  from  Enterprise  Services  to  the  

Department  of  Natural  Resources.  DNR  manages  all  the  lakes  in  Washington  except  for  Capitol  Lake  which  is  

managed  by  Enterprise  Services.  This  makes  no  sense.  Why  not  let  an  agency  manage  the  lake/estuary  that  knows  

something  about  lakes  and  estuaries?  

2.  Focus  the  EIS  on  estuary  restoration  rather  than  more  studies  that  will  tell  us  what  we  already  know.  There  is  

already  more  than  adequate  scientific  evidence  to  show  that  a  restored  estuary  makes  the  most  sense  from  an  

environmental  standpoint,  efforts  to  dispute  that  notwithstanding.  Let's  focus  on,  for  example,  how  to  manage  the  

increased  sediment  that  taking  out  the  dam  will  entail  so  that  it  benefits  all  parties  through  a  restored  estuary.  

3.  Focus  the  EIS  on  the  benefits  of  a  restored  estuary  as  a  'carbon  sink'  and  a  response  to  climate  change  using  the  

principles  of  'blue  carbon'  (http://bluecarbonportal.org/the-new-blue-carbon-homepage-2/about- 2/what-is-blue-

carbon/).  

166 

167 

Comments received between (and including) October 11 and October 22, 2018. 16 of 17 



       

    

             

Capitol Lake/Lower Deschutes Watershed Long-Term Management Project 

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Comments 

Submitter Comment Attachment 

4.  Explore  the  creation  of  an  'estuary  district'  where  all  the  members  of  the  district  tax  themselves  in  order  to  

finance  sediment  management,  infrastructure  alterations,  etc.  that  will  be  necessary  when  the  dam  comes  out.  The  

port,  the  yacht  club,  and  the  marinas  have  been  getting  a  free  ride  from  the  state  since  1951  regarding  sediment  

management.  It's  time  for  those  who  have  benefitted  for  so  long  along  with  the  rest  of  us  who  live  in  the  watershed  

to  chip  in  a  fair  share  toward  estuary  restoration.  

5.  As  you  consider  economic  implications,  include  the  economic  benefits  of  the  restoration  itself  

(https://www.wri.org/our-work/project/new- restoration-economy)  along  with  increased  recreational  benefits  and  

the  economic  activity  they  will  generate.  

6.  In  addition  to  these  points,  I  am  in  full  support  of  the  Deschutes  Estuary  Restoration  Team's  EIS  Scoping  

Recommendations  (http://www.deschutesestuary.org/get-involved/deschutes-estuary- restoration-teams-eis-

scoping-recommendations/).  
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