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Stream of Consciousness
By John DeVoe, Executive Director

| want to share with you a recent success storil.®feek is a special place. It flows out of theiBMountains in
southeastern Washington into Umatilla County ing@reand then crosses the border again to flow weghinto
the Walla Walla River near the city of Walla Wallés a place some may know, but many of us wiély never
visit. The headwaters are wild, adjacent to the &@rTucannon Wilderness. Maddy Sheehan, in her book
Fishing in Oregon, has described Mill Creek as “a beautiful, pristirout stream” that “abounds with rainbow and
bull trout.” A recent Oregon Native Fish Status Begoncluded that high quality bull trout-spawnimapitat is
extensive in the upper reaches of Mill Creek. Tineasn also supports threatened steelhead. Thereanmeany
places left like Mill Creek. | sleep better at niggnowing places like this are out there.

In 2004, the City of Walla Walla asked Oregon te asubstantial amount of water from Mill Creekraunicipal
and power purposes. The city also has other wafletsrhigh on Mill Creek that, if developed, wowldstroy
pristine bull trout habitat and degrade many maeill Creek. WaterWatch went to work. Over thespfour
years, WaterWatch worked closely with the city, @regon Department of Fish and Wildlife, the Oreydater
Resources Department and the Washington Deparwhé&imh and Game to craft a solution to benefitl Kileek
and its fish. Once approved by the city councs, hill Creek agreement provides for the followirggults:

» It restores and protects cold, clean water (froencity’s 1866 water right, the oldest water righthe
basin) during the hottest summer months to beapfitoximately 17 miles of Mill Creek. This cold wat
will provide a critical safety net for the aquaticosystem in the hottest summer months.

* It requires the City to protect “peak flows” by ppng water use during certain high flow eventssT$
the first time Oregon has required a “peak flowhdiion in a new water right. The high flow eventd
help maintain critical spawning and rearing halitd¥ill Creek for steelhead, bull trout and otlsgecies.

* The agreement is designed to result in cancellatiane of the city’s existing Washington waterhtig
higher in the basin. Full development of this riglduld have had serious negative consequencesifior b
trout and many miles of Mill Creek.

* The agreement reduces the season of water usafy@ar round right to one that can only be used
between November 1 and April THhe agreement also requires substantial bypass tlownsure that
streamflow standards are met. These conditionsha&ip) protect Mill Creek, particularly during theyd
season.

* Finally, the agreement moves the City’s point afedsion downstream by approximately two miles,
benefiting that reach of Mill Creek.

WaterWatch’s involvement, tenacity and expertiselendese successes possible for Mill Creek. Batyabults
on Mill Creek are not unique. From the Columbidhe Rogue to small desert streams — in every cafm@regon
- WaterWatch continues to build a strong legachexdlthy rivers and streams. Our work is not opfiama our
mission remains unique. Thank you for supportistrang legacy of healthy rivers and streams in Gmeg



The Clackamas River:
A gem in Portland’s backyard or the poster child fo why we need regional water planning?

The Clackamas River is a gem in Portland’s backy&ine river supports four species protected urtkefaderal
Endangered Species Act (fall and spring chinoaelsead and coho salmon), provides tremendousatemmal
opportunities and supports local economies. Thekalaas is also a stunning example of dysfunctidwdeen
local water developers, water developer resistemeeter conservation measures, agency sloppimestha
downright illogical ways in which Oregon sometinal®cates water. Here is a basin with multiple noipal
water developers — five big ones right now; siyati count Estacada. Some are water rich but lackcsearea.
Others have service area but want more water.i¢@blgquabbles between the water developers, caimitivity
(personnel at one provider have been indictedrfdrezzlement), irrational and mathematically implolssi
demand calculations and “service area envy” alspor to prevent rational water planning in theinas

Meanwhile, the Oregon Water Resources DepartmeRgYWas no rational process for tracking or manggin
regional water demand. As a result the river,igis &ind the public values that the Clackamas sugppsuffer.

WRD has proposed to allow 150 cubic feet per se¢oisil of new municipal water withdrawals from togver
Clackamas via eight old, un- or underdeveloped gsriwunicipal water developers are already allowedivert
approximately 140 cfs from the Clackamas (thoug# iitot all currently diverted). The permits atissre held by
the City of Lake Oswego, North Clackamas County&&@ommission, Sunrise Water Authority, and SouttkF
Water Board (serving West Linn and Oregon Cityké. ®swego is justifying holding onto all of its pets
(totaling almost twice the city’s demand at fullldwout) by trying to cut a deal to sell approxiigt20 cfs of
Clackamas River water to Tigard, whose water dentla@®RD is improperly allowing to be used by nmulki
other entities to justify the existence of theirt@rgermits.

WaterWatch has protested the state’s approvalsSohéh Fork Water Board (one of five major ClackarRaser
water developers) also protested. WaterWatch’sests include securing better protection for Clatka River
fish, including fall and spring chinook, steelhead coho salmon, and addressing inadequate WRpséal
regarding demand for the water.

In the final analysis, there is no water supplyrtshge for any of these water providers. The CitiPoftland water
supply, including Bull Run reservoir, is underadd and Clackamas River Water District (yet anobfasin water
developer) sits on substantial water rights thatadso underutilized. What's in short supply in @ackamas (and
at WRD) is common sense, including regional watanping, water conservation and a commitment taiabt
water from less environmentally sensitive sourgeduding sources held by other providers. Staytun



Another Coalition of the Willing:
Seriously flawed draft Klamath settlement proposaleleased

On January 15th, 2008, the Proposed Klamath RiasirBRestoration Agreement, Draft 11
(http://preview.tinvurl.com/59hc3m) ("draft proposal”) was publicly released. Theftpaoposal stems from
confidential negotiations which originally relatedthe relicensing of PacifiCorp's Klamath hydra#iie project
on the Klamath, but which quickly grew into a negbon of basin-wide issues unrelated to these daimsugh
the draft proposal states that it is contingenamgreement to remove PacifiCorp's four lower KadmRiver
dams, no dam removal agreement exists and somesparé attempting to move the draft proposal fodwa
without a dam removal agreement with PacifiCorpt pha strategy by the Bush Administration to defito its
political allies in the basin before it leaves o#i

While WaterWatch supports removal of the lower flamath dams, we do not support the draft Klamath
proposal because, among other things, it contam@gions harmful to Klamath Basin National WildiRefuges

(including locking in commercial agriculture on tRefuges for 50 years). The draft proposal woud guarantee
an amount of irrigation water to the Klamath Red@#on Project without providing any minimum streéomfs for
fish, even in drought years. The proposal is sshoflawed.

To review the draft proposal or read analysis byaN&atch and others, please visit our website anth g
Programs/Restoring the Klamath Basin/Current Kldamadrk or follow the link:
http://preview.tinyurl.com/4lbgdn

Pump and Dump# Green Power:
WaterWatch opposes damaging pumped storage project&d Summer Lake and Lake Abert

WaterWatch joined Oregon Natural Desert Associati@NDA), Oregon Wild and local residents in opp@gsiwo
damaging projects proposed by NT Hydro, an Idahmpaoy, on Summer Lake and Lake Abert. NT has agplie
to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERGevelop “pumped storage” projects at these lakes

These “pumped storage” projects would pump sigafiquantities of water out of these alkali, clobadin lakes,
wreaking havoc on the ecosystems of the lakestantigh and wildlife that depend on them. Water \ddae
pumped uphill at night or when power rates are ktated on the rims of the lakes, and then run dhdihrough
pipes to generate power when power rates are Tilgrse projects would “play” fluctuations in elec#ii rates to
make money for the utility. Ironically, these prate— which NT is promoting as “green” power - webbk net
power losers — consuming more power than they gémeBummer Lake and Lake Abert provide avian oasds
significant fish and wildlife habitat in arid soathstern Oregon. While pumped storage may make sense
somewhere, it doesn’t pass the smell test at tlhestions. WaterWatch, ONDA, Oregon Wild, biologisand the
local residents will continue to work together fgpose these ecologically damaging projects thdgveloped,
would result in a net loss of power and harm thesesual lakes.

Free the Rogue!

Good things often come to those who are patieris fiéxt year will be a very good year for the RoBiner and
its fish. The Savage Rapids Dam removal projectaresmahead of schedule. This project is argualgyrbst
important dam removal project in the nation. Thenping facility that will replace the water diversifunction of
the dam will be completed this summer, allowing dBemolition to start in April 2009. Congress retgnt
approved an additional $14.76 million for the pobjior this fiscal year and the President inclu@8dnillion in
his budget for next year. The Oregon Watershed Eg#raent Board already committed $3 million to thejgrt.
Together, these commitments cover almost all oféhn@aining project costs. WaterWatch is also wagkanth the



WRD to transfer 800 cfs of water rights associatéti the dam to an instream water right to prostamflows
in the Rogue forever.

Just upstream from Savage Rapids Dam, permittiafnest complete to allow removal of the Gold Hill
Diversion Dam at Powerhouse Rapids. This dam Wb &e replaced with pumps. Removal begins thisnseim
starting in mid-June.

After Savage Rapids Dam and the Gold Hill Diverdizam fall, Gold Ray Dam, a defunct hydropower deuif,
be the only obstacle to a 153-mile stretch of fteeing Rogue River from Lost Creek Dam to the aoteboward
that end WaterWatch has been working with Jacksmm€y, the dam'’s owner, and other interested attie
investigate the feasibility of removing Gold RayraVNaterWatch recently helped Jackson County sexure
$100,000 grant to study the sediment behind Goldam. If the study shows the sediment behinditira can
be safely managed, then serious dam removal plgmfiarts can begin.

The long running battle over Elk Creek Dam, a pélsticompleted U.S. Army Corps of Engineers danaon
important spawning tributary of the Rogue Riveralso coming to a satisfactory conclusion this y&ars project
was an acknowledged economic and environmentaldoggie. Construction halted in 1987. Since then,
WaterWatch, Oregon Wild, and other groups have Ipashing for notching the dam to provide fish pgesa
This summer the US Army Corps of Engineers plansotch the dam. In 2009, the Corps will restoreile of
stream channel back to natural conditions.

The Rogue is experiencing an unprecedented levelstdration work, providing tremendous benefitth
salmon and steelhead of the Rogue as well asregeeation and the local economy. Free the Rogue!

Deschutes Mitigation:
Five years later - the lower Deschutes takes thetldand the Metolius is at risk

In the Deschutes Basin, a 2001 US Geological Sustieyy confirmed what had been known for yearg, tha
groundwater and surface water are connected ahdrhiandwater pumping ultimately depletes streawdlo In
2002 the Water Resources Commission adopted migsviern groundwater mitigation in the DeschutesifBa
Major flaws in the rules included the failure totetathe timing of mitigation water with the impaotstreamflows
of groundwater pumping and the metrics of measurgacts. WaterWatch challenged these rules ilCthat of
Appeals and invalidated the entire program. Howewne2005 the Legislature did an end run aroundiéasion
and validated the rules.

The WRD recently completed a five-year review & Beschutes Basin Mitigation Program (using theesam
flawed metrics the court rejected) and concluded éverything is just fine on the Deschutes. Raatbothe real
story. The WRD fails to discuss negative impactstteamflows (that we predicted) from the late falthe early
spring months. For these months, the WRD modetirgowing a negative impact to streamflows in theér
Deschutes as a result of the mitigation prograne. difop in streamflows coincides with spawning asating
seasons for steelhead as well as spawning, incubartid rearing seasons of Chinook salmon. And veloitee
may subscribe to the myth that there is an aburedahwater in the Lower River and thus a reduction
streamflows is not a problem, this is not the cas4998, the WRD determined that protected flowthe Lower
Deschutes were already not being met 9 monthseojeéhar. Data from the Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife indicate that even a small decrease invBdn the Lower Deschutes River has a significargact on
steelhead spawning habitat. And even in 2008, adydwet” year by all accounts, the state’s instmemater
rights for the Lower Deschutes were not met nedtlgf January and February.

What about the Metolius? There have been no mitiggtrojects on the Metolius yet. However, two new
destination resorts are proposed in or near thdasim. Both would rely on groundwater. Studiesehav



demonstrated that impacts from new developmentlikdly affect the Metolius headwater springs. Hoee
under the current mitigation program, mitigationtevacould be provided to the bottom of the rivesteyn and the
current rules would “call it good”. Moreover, irrecent letter to the Governor, Phil Ward, the Diveof the
WRD, acknowledged that groundwater withdrawal al&f the Metolius sub-basin (by, for example gpszd
destination resort) could have an impact on Mesaditeamflows and that the mitigation program wadd
require mitigation of this impact. Impacts to thetdlius are, to put it simply, not acceptable.

So where are we? A report on the mitigation progisadue to the Legislature in 2009. The legislaticadidating”
the rules the court invalidated will sunset in 20th these deadlines looming, rather than igribeemitigation
program’s failings, the state needs to be honesiitahe program’s successes and failures alikey @hén the
state acknowledges this can all interests workttmydo modify the mitigation program and keepéhére
Deschutes River system flowing.

Governor Kulongoski Announces 2009 Water Policy Agwela

In January, Governor Kulongoski made public his sotment to a 2009 Water Policy Agenda. The draft
“Headwaters to Ocean” (H20) initiative aims to dany things. The primary goal is: “To achieve sinsthle
water supplies and quality to benefit Oregon’s peommmunities, economy, environment and ecosystand
fish and wildlife.” While the draft document contaisome admirable measures such as increasing water
measurement and protecting streamflows to prowtdéogical benefits for fish and wildlife, it initiilg appears to
be heavily weighed towards finding more “supplyt émt-of-stream users. The Governor’s office hasmitted
to reaching out to stakeholders in the coming manttou can review the draft document online andstegyour
comments with the Governor. Please emphasize e toeprotect and restore streamflows, increasecms
water rights statewide and assess and protectgehk&ther ecological flows. To view the draft ddevaters to
Ocean” document, follow the link at: http://previéwyurl.com/5ed8fy

Water in the February 2008 Legislative Session

Water was an important topic in the 2008 Legisasession. One water bill passed both chamberwasdigned
by the Governor. SB 1069 will provide $1.75 milliongrants to study the feasibility of water sta@ag
conservation and reuse projects. The bill alsoigexi/funding for a study of the feasibility of Stay “winter”
water from the Columbia River in aquifers in the &titta Basin for use during other times of the ywhen water
from the Columbia is not available or use wouldnmaalmon and steelhead. WaterWatch worked closigy w
multiple agricultural and municipal water user ggeuthe Umatilla Tribes, the Senate Environmentidatlral
Resources Committee and Sen. Brad Avakian to secucegal amendments to SB 1069 that will help pebte
rivers and streams and implement sound water psl@s the state moves forward with these studiks an
implements projects. Our numerous amendments tbillheill help ensure that Oregon asks the righéstions in
feasibility studies for applicable projects andtpots Oregon's rivers and streams as these mowarfbr

WaterWatch also obtained state assurances (amdasdimony before a Senate committee) that thestfitisy
study proposed for the possible use of ColumbiaRiwinter” water in the Umatilla Basin will adhete
Oregon’s water availability determinations for tbelumbia and Oregon’s “Sensitive Stock” rules thattect
streamflows for salmon and steelhead, in this dasée Columbia River.

The Oreqgon Water Supply and Conservation Initiative(O-Whisky):
A poor attempt at quantifying Oregon’s water needs

In the 2007 Legislative Session, the WRD receiweat $800,000 in funding for the “Oregon Water Sypguhd
Conservation Initiative (OWSCI)”. OWSCI was suppbs$e provide the following: 1) an assessment o$taxg
and future instream and out-of-stream needs; Bgtawide inventory of potential above and belowugie storage
sites; 3) a statewide analysis of conservation dppies, including an analysis of supply to béngd through




greater adoption of efficient water use practiees} 4) match funding for community-based and regjiorater
supply planning.

Unfortunately, OWSCI today doesn’'t resemble thggmtathat was funded. In implementing OWSCI, the VR
has moved away from the project that was solded_ggislature. Rather than engaging in true wdgernng,
OWSCI is only compiling existing information. Thsnot planning. To calculate demand, OWSCI is tyere
preparing a list that compiles “already existinfpimation” regarding water demands and needs ig@reAnd
with regard to conservation, rather than perforstadewide assessment of conservation opportunitielsiding a
look at the adoption of efficiency standards, OW&Glow only compiling an inventory of “already rddied,
potential conservation projects”. Simply compiliexjsting data does almost nothing to help informigien
makers who are grappling with water issues statealibut actual demand forecasts and/or the satoriys
gained from the wide variety of conservation oppoities available. True water planning apparenilyhave to
wait for another day.

Save the Date!
A Celebration of Oregon Rivers

WaterWatch’s 6 annual dinner and auction event will be held Sktyr October 28at Ambridge Event Center in
Portland. This is the largest member event ofydae bringing together WaterWatch supporters fronoss the
state and region.

This year’'s event will feature a family style dinn®regon wines, live and silent auction itemsg lantertainment,
special presentations and awards.

To donate, volunteer or register to attend, vigitwebsite at www.waterwatch.org

2008 New Donor Challenge

WaterWatch of Oregon was recently issued a chadléngaise $25,000 in new donor contributions i68200nce
the goal is reached, an anonymous donor will coatei an additional $35,000.

Please help WaterWatch reach its goal by tellingr yoends, family and colleagues to start thepsart of
WaterWatch now. If your membership is lapsed byeriban one year, your renewal will qualify for the
challenge also. To learn more about the challewggerWatch’s programs or to make a quick and sedomation
online, visit our website at www.waterwatch.org

Welcome Laura Rost

WaterWatch welcomes Laura Rost to the staff asieur development and outreach assistant. She donoss
after completing a fellowship with Senator Ron Wydeoffice. Laura graduated last June with a BS in
Environmental Studies from Southern Oregon Univgiisi Ashland. We're thrilled to have Laura on ftaf

Welcome New Board Member Marty Sheppard

WaterWatch welcomes Marty Sheppard to the boadirettors. Marty is a fly fishing guide on the Sgndohn
Day, Grande Ronde, Clackamas and Klickitat riveis ia owner of Little Creek Oultfitters
(www.oregonsteelhead.com




WaterWatch Receives $25,000 Conservation Alliancerént

WaterWatch’s~ree the Rogue Campaign recently received a boost of support from the €oration Alliance.
The Free the Rogue Campaign includes efforts to free the lower 153 miles of Regue River by completing the
removal of Savage Rapids Dam and converting wagkts to protected instream water rights. The cagmpalso
works to remove the Gold Hill Diversion Dam, GoldyRDam and complete other restoration and streamflo
projects in the Rogue Basin.

The Conservation Alliance is a group of more tha@ @utdoor industry companies who join togethesupport
grass roots, environmental organizations and #féorts to protect threatened habitat. The Coragen Alliance
is expected to grant $900,000 in 2008. To learremabout the Alliance’s important mission and hawmry
outdoor industry business can become a membergiasit them at www.conservationalliance.com.

RiverPartner Program Growing!

Monthly donors making a difference

WaterWatch would like to thank all of oRrverPartner Members who are part of the growing trend to give
monthly through automatic donations from their ¢tneg or credit card accounts. More donors haveesigup
and 2008 is seeing an increase by more than 2@merom just two years ago.

How RiverPartners help WaterWatch

Administrative costs are reduced dramatically lipielating the renewal letter process. Paper, mgnipostage,
and staff time are reduced which lets WaterWatchidamur resources on our mission. Of course, tesns we
are reducing our impact on the environment as well.

To learn more about RiverPartners and how to spgmplease visit us online at www.waterwatch.org

Xne Conservatlon Visit us online at www.waterwatch.org

i 5 I Outdou!?ugesgving Back to the Outdoors QUeStionS or Comments? You can reach us by phone
at (503) 295-4039, email @sinfo@waterwatch.org
or by mail:

WaterWatch of Oregon
213 SW Ash, Suite 208

A+
it Portland, OR 97204
WaterWatch of Oregon is a not-for-profit, 501(c)(3)
river conservation organization. We work in the tsu
® the legislature, with state and federal agencids an
through the media to ensure enough water is leftim
a member of Earth Share rivers to sustain native fish, wildlife and the peowho

OF OREGON depend on healthy river:




