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WALLA WALLA BASIN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 
SUMMARY  

Wednesday, June 24, 2026 | 1:00 - 4:00 p.m.  

Room 2023-24 | Water & Environmental Center at WWCC | 640 Water Center Drive  

Time* Agenda Item (Action items are marked with “!”) 
Reference 

Materials 
Presenter(s) 

1:00 (5 mins) Welcome, Introductions, Review Agenda 

• Welcome and introductions 

• Review agenda 

• Opening remarks 

Agenda 

 

• Larry Mattson, Ecology, on 

behalf of the Tri-

Sovereigns  

• Alexandra Doty, 

Facilitator   

1:05 (20 mins) Oregon Funded Projects  

• Updates on the status, implementation, and next 

steps for Oregon-funded projects 

• BAC discussion 

 • Chris Kowitz, OWRD 

• BAC members 

1:25 (30 mins) 2025-2027 OCR Funding (!) 

• Overview of 2025-2027 OCR funding updates 

including allocation of remaining unspent funds 

• BAC discussion and recommendation to the Tri-

Sovs 

Discussion 

Guide 

• Sarah Dymecki, Ecology 

• Amanda Cronin, Project 

Manager  

• BAC members 

1:55 (15 mins) South Fork Walla Walla Trail Planning 

• Updates on recreation access improvements and 

Blues Crew activities on the South Fork Walla Walla 

trail access 

• BAC questions 

 • Anton Chiono, CTUIR 

There will be a 10-minute break around 2:10 

2:20 (35 mins) Streamflow Monitoring Field Updates 

• Review of current streamflow conditions, monitoring 

efforts, and status of gauges. 

• BAC questions 

 • Emily Beebe and 

Eric Hartwig, Ecology  

• Ross Deardorff, OWRD 

• BAC members 

2:55 (30 mins) Developed Water Check-In 

• Opportunity to check in about any recent developed 

water updates 

• BAC questions 

 • Jaime Short, Ecology and 

Chris Kowitz, OWRD 

• BAC members  

3:25 (25 mins) Updates  

• 2026 Open House planning and theme ideas 

• May BAC field trip update 

• Reminder of the project proposal process and 

completing project submittal form, due July 2 

• Upcoming and recent events  

• Project and funding updates  

Project 

proposal 

form  

 

• Alexandra Doty, Facilitator  

• Amanda Cronin, Project 

Manager  

• BAC members 

 

3:50 (5 mins) Public Comment 

• Public commenters will have 3 minutes. 

 • Alexandra Doty, Facilitator 

3:55 (5 mins) Closing  

• Rotating closing remarks from BAC members. 

• Meeting adjourns at 4:00 pm. 

 • Alexandra Doty, Facilitator 

• Amanda Cronin, Project 

Manager  

• To be determined 

 

(optional/reminder) Walla Walla Basin Drought Preparedness Community Workshop 
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5:30 – 7:30pm All are welcome to join the workshop! Free pizza and refreshments!! 

*All times are approximate and may change. 

 

Welcome, Introductions, Review Agenda 
• Alexandra Doty, Facilitator, and Amanda Cronin, Project Manager, welcomed attendees to the meeting and 

provided an overview of the agenda. For a complete list of attendees, see Appendix A. Attendees. 

• Larry Mattson, Ecology, provided opening remarks on behalf of the Tri-Sovereigns. He commended the group’s 

collaborative work on the agenda and noted the busy, warm time of year. He said he has been impressed by the 

progress the committee has made together and encouraged members to pick up the phone and reach out 

directly to the Tri-Sovereigns rather than making assumptions when questions arise. He noted that a skilled 

facilitation team is available to support the group, especially when discussions become difficult, and emphasized 

wanting the space to remain a safe one where everyone feels comfortable talking openly with one another. He 

thanked everyone for their engagement. 

Oregon Funded Projects 
Chris Kowitz, OWRD, provided an update on Oregon Legislature-funded projects. 

• Amanda noted that the funded projects reflect a mix of Oregon and Washington sources, with Oregon funds 

intended for implementation. She explained that the 2025–2027 allocation draws from projects originally 

submitted back in 2024, and that Chris and Anton were on hand to provide the group with an update. 

• Chris Kowitz, OWRD explained that during the prior OCR funding cycle for 2025-2027, a short list of Oregon 

projects did not fit within the OCR framework were identified. The Oregon Legislature asked how it could help 

fund those projects and the request went before the Ways and Means Committee; although the state budget 

outlook was uncertain, the funding was ultimately retained in full. He said OWRD is now developing the 

framework needed to move the funds, and will reach back out to the list of previously ineligible projects those still 

in need of funding will be first in line, with any unused funds carried forward to future years. 

• Anton Chiono, CTUIR said he is looking forward to getting the funding moving, acknowledging that the process 

has been challenging but noting that things should move more smoothly now that the process is being 

established. 

• Chris added that OWRD is setting up the process as quickly as possible, though it will take some time. 

• A BAC member asked whether any funding has been allocated so far for water rights transactions. 

o Chris replied that nothing has moved forward yet on those projects. 

o The BAC member asked whether OWRD had talked with anyone about applying for water rights funding. 

o Chris said only one small transaction, on the North Fork Walla Walla, has been discussed to date. 

• Amanda noted that the group will circle back on this funding once it becomes available, and clarified that these 

funds are intended for implementation work within the basin. 

2025–2027 OCR Funding (!) 
Sarah Dymecki, Ecology, and Amanda Cronin, Project Manager, led a discussion on 2025–2027 OCR funding. 

• Amanda explained that Ecology issued a call for projects from implementers beginning in July 2024, continuing 

through 2024 and beyond. She noted that additional unspent funding is available because the College Place 

streamflow project and the Hofer Dam assessment were not ready for implementation. 

• Sarah Dymecki, ECY said that for the 2025–2027 biennium, staff tried to develop funding options without 

significantly changing the previously approved project list. She noted that $218,760 remains available, and that 

Ecology reached out to project sponsors to confirm continued interest before presenting the following options for 

the BAC’s consideration: 

o Option 1: Fund $70,000 to the Walla Walla County Conservation District (WWCCD) riparian maintenance 

project, $68,000 to the CTUIR PIT tag monitoring project, and $80,760 to Tri-State Steelheaders. 
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o Options 2 and 3: Alternative combinations of partial funding across the same projects (specific splits were 

discussed but not fully detailed in the notes provided). 

o Option 4: Fund the full $218,760 to the Gose Street/Mill Creek fish passage project (Tri-State 

Steelheaders). 

• A BAC member asked how much funding the Gose Street project would need to be fully funded. 

o Brian Burns, Tri-State Steelheaders, explained that the Gose Street fish passage project on Mill Creek is 

fully designed and permitted, with a low construction bid already secured. He noted that of 12 

landowners involved, most have agreed to the project, one has since passed away, and the team is 

working to secure the remaining signatures. He said the project has a $500,000 NOAA award that expires 

this year, and that without sufficient match funding, the window to use those funds quickly is closing. 

• A BAC member asked which fish species the project would benefit. 

o Brian responded spring Chinook, bull trout, and summer steelhead would be the main focus. 

• A BAC member asked whether landowner hesitation is related to funding. 

o Brian said some hesitation may relate to money or project scope, while communication has lapsed with a 

couple of landowners for reasons that remain unclear. 

• A BAC member asked how additional funding would help move the project forward. 

• A BAC member asked whether the relevant NOAA funding deadline is September 30, noting that CTUIR’s portion 

of NOAA funding may expire either September 30 or December 30. 

• A BAC member asked what fully funding the project (versus splitting funds evenly) would mean in practice. 

o Brian explained that the Recreation and Conservation Office requires a 15% match, and that securing the 

full $500,000 this year would bring the project close to fully funding its construction budget. 

• A BAC member asked about the PIT tag monitoring project. 

o A presenter explained that the original PIT tag budget covered a set number of tags due to overhead 

costs, and that additional funding would allow for the purchase of additional tags. 

• A BAC member asked which species the tagging effort targets. 

o A presenter replied primarily spring Chinook, with possible tagging of bull trout as well. 

• A BAC member asked whether unspent funding would be lost if not used this year, or whether it could roll over. 

o Sarah explained that awarded funds need to be contracted by year four and spent by year six so these 

funds remain available until 2031, and that Ecology is trying to stay consistent with the project list the BAC 

has already prioritized. 

• A BAC member noted there is time to finalize agreements for the Gose Street fish passage, PIT tag, and riparian 

projects, and expressed strong support for the Gose Street fish passage project. 

• A BAC member noted that successful riparian projects depend heavily on long-term maintenance. They cited a 

past project the City of Walla Walla removed after about 20 years due to lack of upkeep, and emphasized that 

ongoing maintenance is often what determines a project’s long-term success. 

• A BAC member asked whether there is a point at which unspent funding would be lost entirely. 

o Brian replied approximately four years. 

• A BAC member stated a preference for Option 1. 

• A BAC member noted that without additional funding, opportunities such as additional PIT tagging could not be 

pursued (Option 4). 

• A BAC member asked for clarification on what the $218,760 figure represented and said they were leaning toward 

Option 4. 

o Brian noted there is a small chance the fish passage work could be completed this year depending on 

landowner sign-off; the construction work window begins July 15, and more will be known by then. If the 

project cannot be completed this year, sentiment leaned toward Option 4, based on updated information 

from Tri-State Steelheaders regarding landowner signatures. 

• A BAC member voiced support for Option 2, calling it a good use of funds and noting the benefit to bull trout 

from fish passage improvements. 

• A BAC member said he did not want to diminish the riparian or PIT tag projects but felt fish passage is the priority 

right now, and suggested waiting for an updated report from Tri-State Steelheaders before deciding. 

• A BAC member asked whether additional funding for Gose Street could help secure landowner sign-off. 



 

Meeting Summary │ 4 

 

o Brian said it could help, but noted the urgency created by the expiring NOAA award. 

• A BAC member suggested that if Gose Street does not need the full amount, the options could be adjusted based 

on updated information. 

• A BAC member suggested taking a conditional vote in support of Option 4 so the group would not need to 

reconvene later if funding is needed to move the project forward. 

o A BAC member seconded not delaying the decision. 

• A BAC member agreed about riparian maintenance, noting concern about poison hemlock (Option 1 or 2). 

o A BAC member agreed that funding could potentially support maintenance of these project sites going 

forward. 

• Two BAC members said they were willing to go along with the group’s decision if Option 4 was preferred. 

• A BAC member offered to help engage landowners where they could in support of the Gose Street project. 

The BAC then voted on the funding recommendation for Option 4 to the Tri-Sovereigns: 12 members voted to 

approve, 1 member voted to accept, and 0 members voted to disapprove or abstain. 

South Fork Walla Walla Trail Planning 
Anton Chiono, CTUIR, gave an update on South Fork Walla Walla Trail Planning progress. 

• Anton explained that the 2020 floods destroyed the trails and damaged road access, preventing cabin owners 

from reaching their properties. Cabin owners have since purchased land to allow alternate access, though 

recreational trail access has not yet been restored. He noted that Blue Mountain Land Trust has been exploring a 

different trail route to reduce costs and potentially reroute funding from the State of Oregon. He wanted to give 

the group an early look at the project and said a fuller update would be available once Jerry or Linda is able to 

attend. He also noted that a temporary trail permit is under consideration and that the group could potentially 

help support that effort. 

• A BAC member asked about the BLM and Forest Service process, noting it involves an Environmental Assessment 

that can move slowly and that the county is also involved. 

o Anton responded they are coordinating on BLM repairs could offer cost savings and will require 

collaboration across different government roles. 

o A BAC member asked whether the EA has reached the public comment stage yet. 

▪ Anton said he was not certain and would follow up. 

o A BAC member said she would follow up as well, noting the EA process has reached a stage that could 

have a significant impact going forward. 

Streamflow Monitoring Field Updates 
Emily Beebe and Eric Hartwig, Ecology, and Ross Deardorff, OWRD, updated the group on streamflow monitoring efforts. 

• Emily Beebe, Ecology explained how stream gauges measure water level and convert it into discharge data, and 

described the velocity-area method crews use for manual measurements in the field, adapting equipment and 

technique to site conditions.  

• She noted vegetation can distort readings at sites like Yellowhawk and Mill Creek, and that engineered weirs give 

more stable results suggesting Mill Creek as a good candidate for a new one; she added that gauges need regular 

checks (roughly every six weeks) since algae, vegetation, and channel changes affect accuracy and can impede fish 

passage.  

• She flagged a minor discrepancy between USGS data (daylight saving time) and some local reporting (standard 

time).  

• Ross Deardorff, OWRD reported low North Fork flows (5–7 cfs) that will set the tone for the season, and noted 

fluctuation at the first compliance point as a concern for the Lower Walla Walla on the Oregon side. Ross reported 

that the mean daily flow at the South Fork Walla Walla gauge was about 80 cfs the prior day notably lower than 

the typical 93-plus cfs and a cause for concern. He noted the figure has not yet been published and may shift. The 

gauge has been in place since 1903 and provides extensive historical data, but he said it can be one of the more 

challenging gauges to read accurately, which is why manual measurements remain important for verification. 
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• A BAC member asked whether measurements are taken at the same time each day. 

o Ross explained that measurements are taken at different times throughout the day, typically around 

12:00–1:30 p.m. to make adjustments, with Luke Martin conducting compliance checks later in the day, 

around 6:00–7:00 p.m. He noted that comparing two gauges or two pumps typically shows about a 10–

15% margin of error, giving a rough sense of relative flow. 

• Emily added that flows can shift meaningfully within a single day—for instance dropping between 10:00 p.m. and 

2:00 a.m. during low-flow periods, when rivers and plants draw more water. She noted that gauge readings 

generally correlate closely with actual conditions, and that even after an irrigator turns on a diversion at 

Yellowhawk, staff continue to check gauge measurements to confirm operations are proceeding smoothly. 

• A BAC member asked whether water temperature is recorded. 

o Ross replied temperature recording stopped after the initial study period. 

• A BAC member asked how measuring flow at the top of a reach in Washington, versus the bottom in Oregon, 

affects lease administration. 

• Emily noted it may be time to revisit the measurement process, as some data has been arriving too late in the day 

to allow for timely adjustments. 

• Chris stated that OWRD’s plans to install monitoring at diversion head gates; when diversions are throttled back, 

more water than necessary can be released downstream until the system adjusts, and building out that 

infrastructure will take time. On the Oregon side, management currently targets flows of 30–31 cfs, with 42 cfs or 

less passing through and an additional 4–6 cfs directed to support planned system investments, consistent with 

the existing settlement agreement. 

• Eric noted that neither Ecology nor OWRD has authority to modify the underlying settlement agreement; changes 

would require federal involvement, and the states are not positioned to act unilaterally on that agreement. 

• A BAC member raised concerns about Oregon being held to a different process than Washington, stating that 

they do not believe the current approach reflects a fully collaborative process across the basin and that this has 

been a subject of discussion since March. 

o A BAC member said they could not speak in detail to that particular discussion, but noted work is 

underway to evaluate the existing agreement and how flume readings are used to determine flow shifts, 

including how readings are verified after a dam is installed. They noted that Fish and Wildlife has installed 

a camera at one flume to help count bull trout. 

o A BAC member suggested revisiting the 2001 settlement agreement in more depth, noting the group 

could benefit from further discussion of what has changed since it was signed. She also suggested 

removing grass at a specific location to support a restoration project. 

• A BAC member asked about the cost-benefit of removing the reed canary grass near the Yellowhawk headgate 

and pursuing restoration there. 

o Emily said Ecology could look into whether budget is available for that kind of work and could raise it with 

the water management team. 

o Eric noted that spraying the grass three times a year would be sufficient to eliminate it. 

• Brook emphasized the significant effort involved in gathering real-time senior and junior water rights information 

to manage such a complex system, and thanked staff from both states for their work. 

• Anton thanked BAC members for their comments, noting that infrastructure changes cannot move forward 

without a firm agreement in place. He acknowledged this is not an easy conversation but said the group will 

continue working through it together. 

• A BAC member asked for clarification on which agreement was under discussion, confirming it was the agreement 

between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Hudson Bay Irrigation Company, Walla Walla River Irrigation District 

and Gardena Farms Irrigation District. 

o Amanda confirmed this was correct. 

o A BAC member thanked the group, noting he is looking into the matter from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service side and will keep the group updated as they are able. 

• A BAC member provided information in that chat stated the original Civil Penalty Settlement Agreement, signed in 

June 2000, was between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Walla Walla River Irrigation District, Hudson Bay 

District Improvement Company, and Gardena Farms Irrigation District No. 13. 
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o A BAC member stated a former WWRID manager from 2000 to 2021, was asked whether she could share 

a copy of the agreement; she noted that Travis Trumbull would be able to provide a copy. 

Developed Water Check-In 
Jaime Short, Ecology, and Chris Kowitz, OWRD, provided the group with an update on the status of pending developed 

water applications. 

• Presenters noted that an appeal has been filed with the Pollution Control Hearings Board (PCHB) and that the 

agency is not able to discuss ongoing litigation until it is resolved. The matter (PCHB No. 26045) will proceed 

through an administrative process involving multiple administrative judges; the process is expected to take several 

months to establish a schedule. May 24, 2027 is the date currently on record, though it may change; parties retain 

the ability to appeal to another court or accept the decision once it is issued. 

• A BAC member raised concerns about delayed responses to public records requests submitted to Ecology. 

o Brook explained that Ecology aims to respond to records requests within five business days, though 

timing can vary, and that requesters can ask to receive records in installments. She noted the region 

currently has a substantial backlog of open requests, that Ecology does not maintain an expedited list, but 

is working to respond in a timely manner. 

o The BAC member said the wait times feel unreasonable. 

• A BAC member asked whether the appeal halts the project. 

o Jamie stated the project continues unless the Pollution Control Hearings Board rules otherwise. 

o A BAC member followed up, asking what it would mean if the project were to end. 

o Jamie replied outcomes could include seasonal changes or short-term decisions, depending on the ruling. 

• A BAC member asked whether there would be lessons learned from the process regardless of outcome, noting 

that the BAC exists in part to work through complex issues together, and expressed interest in how the group can 

move forward. 

o Jamie stated Ecology could not speak to the specifics of the pending appeal, but noted that findings from 

this process can generally be applied more broadly going forward. 

• Anton asked a follow-up question regarding the current state of regulation. 

o Chris explained that OWRD has been tracking water leases closely; about two weeks ago, a regulatory 

order affecting 1903-priority junior users was issued, and the Hudson Bay diversion gate has since been 

closed. Smaller users are drawing about 2.3 cfs under the senior WWRID right, compared with roughly 40 

cfs in use before the order required curtailment. 

o A BAC member asked whether, once curtailed, the 12.5 cfs instream amount is being left in the river. 

o Chris confirmed that usage is being curtailed consistent with lease and water right terms, with 12.5 cfs 

voluntarily left instream in addition to active instream water rights. 

o Brook noted that Ecology is managing the accounting to ensure the full 12.5 cfs instream amount is 

achieved. 

• Jamie added an order for the City of Walla Walla is expected soon, with an additional comment and protest period 

to follow in the coming week. 

• Chris noted that this year’s process was compressed, working backward from the intended implementation period. 

He said the group will need to discuss related projects in October, and acknowledged the timeline may feel long; 

applicants wishing to speak can bring items to the Implementation Work Group. He explained the administrative 

timeline is shorter than in past years: after a 21-day posting period on the website, if no comments are received 

by day 22, a final order is posted and the application is submitted to Ecology. 

• Jaime added that going forward, the standard framework will include a 30-day application protest period, a 

concurrent 30-day comment period on the draft order, and a concurrent 14-day SEPA posting period, followed by 

a 30-day appeal period once posted—providing an earlier opportunity for feedback. 

• A BAC member thanked the presenters for the clarification, noting she felt behind during the prior process and 

that this information would have been helpful earlier. 

• A BAC member said the update was helpful, noting the group is still early in this process, having gone through 

only two prior cycles, and appreciated the improved clarity even though the timeline can feel brisk. 
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• A BAC member asked how the group would know what flow would have occurred in Mill Creek absent the 

developed water designation. 

o Jaime noted that order has not yet been issued. 

• A BAC member asked for confirmation: is Ecology regulating Washington irrigators to ensure the 12.5 cfs trust 

amount stays instream, rather than being added to bypass water? 

o Brook confirmed that regulation is intended to ensure the water stays instream. 

Updates 

Project Proposal Process 
• Amanda reminded the group that Oregon and Washington project proposal submissions are due July 2 via an 

online Google Form. She encouraged anyone experiencing technical difficulties to reach out, noted that only one 

submission (from a cities/counties group) has been received so far, and encouraged implementers to submit 

projects. She noted that, per member feedback, the form specifies the number of words for each entry and 

provides examples, which is intended to improve the review process. 

Summer BAC Schedule 
• Amanda noted that the planned basin study update is being moved from the July meeting to August to allow 

more time to prepare materials; work on the main basin study itself remains on track. 

• Alexandra noted the July meeting may be canceled, and emphasized the importance of hearing from the Bureau 

of Reclamation on modeling results; she asked members to flag if the Aug 19th meeting time does not work for 

them and to send along topics for the July agenda. 

o A BAC member said this conversation would be better held in person. 

o A BAC member said he would like to attend in person but cannot make the meeting the week of the 19th. 

Open House Planning and Theme Ideas 
• The group discussed shortening the presentation portion of the Open House to one hour. 

• A BAC member suggested highlighting Basin Study results. 

• A BAC member suggested highlighting the additional benefits of watershed investment and coordinating 

messaging on a statewide basis. 

• A member of the public suggested inviting local legislators, including members of the Washington State 

Agriculture and Natural Resources committees and others. 

o Brook noted that legislators have been invited in the past for legislative-specific tours, though a joint 

Oregon-Washington tour has not yet been done; she said Ecology is open to the idea but has not yet 

gauged legislator interest. 

o The member of the public noted the timing works well ahead of the next biennium, though coordinating 

with legislators from the west side of the state can be a challenge. They said she is happy to continue the 

conversation, while noting awareness of budget efficiency discussions at the Governor’s level and within 

Ecology’s own funding heading into the upcoming session. 

• A BAC member noted that Port staff coordinate with the county and said they would follow up to keep the Port in 

the loop on these conversations. 

• A BAC member noted that a joint event is being hosted with representatives from the 9th and 16th Legislative 

Districts on September 22; most invitees are expected to attend, and a formal invitation covering salmon priorities 

and the Touchet River will be shared with the group. 

May BAC Field Trip Update 
• A BAC member said it was exciting to see the extent of the project firsthand. 

• A BAC member thanked the hosts, noting it was great to see the scale of the project in person. 

Reminder: Project Proposal Process and Submittal Form 
• Amanda reminded BAC members that the project submittal form is due July 2. 
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Upcoming and Recent Events 
• The Policy, Funding, and Outreach (PFO) Work Group will meet July 14, 2026, from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m., held 

online. 

• The next BAC meeting is planned for either July 22, 2026 (fully virtual, via Zoom) or August 19, 2026, from 1:00–

3:00 p.m. (fully virtual, via Zoom); the final date was still being confirmed as of this meeting. 

Project and Funding Updates 
• Chris shared that a legislative report to the Oregon legislature has been published that mirrors Washington’s 

legislative report language; the goal is to keep terminology consistent across states so that content and 

recommendations align to support legislative funding requests. 

• A BAC member reported meeting recently on several capital projects, including work in the southeast corner, 

WWCCD riparian enhancement proposals, and the larger Touchet project; some are moving into contract 

negotiations for fall RCO funding, with most still in design or restoration phases. 

• A BAC member noted an opportunity to comment on a proposed change to the Forest Plan and mentioned 

submitting comments related to a water project. 

• Larry raised a discussion around riparian vegetation management, proposing a possible funding bucket to support 

long-term maintenance of project sites, noting this would likely need to come from within the existing budget 

given current fiscal constraints. 

o A BAC member noted that riparian maintenance is a broader category than a typical individual project 

and may fall outside standard project funding structures. 

o A BAC member suggested combining maintenance needs with other funding sources, noting that the 

Salmon Recovery Board funds riparian work focused on priority in-stream projects, though most do not 

include long-term maintenance. They noted that after three to five years, invasive species such as poison 

hemlock can become established and difficult to remove, and suggested pairing maintenance needs with 

other ongoing efforts. 

o Brook noted that the Washington Conservation Corps (WCC) crews could support planting and 

maintenance work if appropriately funded. 

o A BAC member suggested looking at the root cause of recurring maintenance needs, noting the group 

has ten years of cost-shared monitoring data, and emphasized the importance of addressing root causes 

rather than recurring symptoms. 

Public Comment 
• A public commenter stated that WWBAC's practice of placing recommendations to the Tri-Sovereigns on the 

agenda before public comment excludes rather than includes public participation and should be changed, noting 

this reflects a broader pattern across other Ecology-run workgroups (Icicle, Columbia River Policy, Yakima) that 

similarly restrict when the public can weigh in, unlike the Chehalis Basin Board, which allows comment at both the 

start and end of meetings; they also stated that Ecology's explanation at the May 27 meeting of how junior water 

rights from springs are managed during drought failed to clarify how spring withdrawals are actually monitored, 

and pointed out that the Yakima Plan sets a 70% water supply target for irrigators during drought below the 

state's official 75% drought threshold  while asking whether WWBAC has analyzed whether a similar reduction 

could work for Walla Walla irrigators. 

• A public commenter said they have been following the group’s river restoration work for some time and 

expressed excitement about the progress being made. 

• A public commenter noted that DOH has additional funding available to support surface water drinking water 

source protection, forest health, and riparian restoration work, available to cities, conservation districts, nonprofits, 

and other entities.  

o Editorial note: this funding information was distributed by email following the BAC meeting. 
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Closing  
• Graham Shaw, USFWS, Federal Government Caucus, provided closing remarks, encouraging committees and 

regional groups to keep raising concerns and building knowledge on these topics. He noted the streamflow 

monitoring update was valuable, particularly given rising conflict nationally around water issues, and said it is 

inspiring to see people from diverse backgrounds and needs working together to address the basin’s water 

challenges. He thanked the group for its continued engagement and participation, and mentioned plans to look 

further into the Blue Mountain Forest Plan rewrite. 

Attendees Appendix A 
WWBAC Members & Alternates      

First Name         Last Name         Affiliation         

Agriculture      

Alli      Newhouse      Oregon Agriculture, Little River Group    

Annie         Byerley         Walla Walla County Conservation District        

Mike    Ingham    Gardena Farms Irrigation District   

Nathan Rae Oregon Agriculture    

Travis      Trumbull      Walla Walla River Irrigation District     

Environment      

Judith         Johnson         Kooskooskie Commons         

Nina Lottsfeldt Washington Water Trust 

Ralph         Perkins         Walla Walla Basin Watershed Council         

Tara Patten Walla Walla Basin Watershed Council 

Steve  Martin Snake River Salmon Recovery Board     

Economic Development      

Amy      Schwab      Port of Walla Walla      

Nick     Velluzzi    Walla Walla Community College  

Local Government      

Jack   Miller  Columbia County  

Robert  McAndrews City of College-Place 

Todd Kimball Walla Walla County 

State Government      

Mike     Kuttel, Jr.    Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife     

Taylor   McCroskey   Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife   

Trea   Nance   Oregon Department of Environmental Quality   

Tribal Government      

Troy   Baker   Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation  

Federal Government      

Cindy      Boen      US Army Corps of Engineers      

Graham  Shaw  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Tri-Sovereigns (Ex-Officio/Non-Voting Members)    

Anton     Chiono     Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation  

Brook      Beeler      Washington Department of Ecology      
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Chris         Kowitz         Oregon Water Resources Department       

Larry  Mattson Washington Department of Ecology      

Melissa      Downes     Washington Department of Ecology      

Ross Deardorff Oregon Water Resources Department       

      

WWBAC Members (Primaries) Not Attendance      

First Name         Last Name         Affiliation         

Federal Government      

Colleen  Fagan  National Marine Fisheries Service  

Recreation/Quality of Life      

Linda      Herbert      Community Member and Blue Mountain Land Trust     

Local Government   

Adam     Klein     City of Walla Walla     

Dan     Dorran     Umatilla County     

Steven    Patten  City of Milton Freewater  

Tribal Government   

Jerimiah     Bonifer     Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation  

     

Other Attendees      

First Name         Last Name         Affiliation         

Adrian Sutor City of Walla Walla 

Alexandra      Doty      Cascadia Consulting Group        

Amanda Lowe Oregon Water Resource Department  

Amanda     Cronin     Fluent Freshwater Insights     

Brian   Burns  Tri-State Steelheaders  

Carson    Brock    Cascadia Consulting Group        

Charlotte      Whitefield      Oregon Water Resources Department      

Chris Figgins WA/OR Irrigator 

Chris Wilke Center for Environmental Law and Policy  

Cynthia  Bounds  Hanford Mission Integration Solutions   

Dakota Whitman SWCA Environmental Consultants 

David     Ortman     Unaffiliated      

Emily     Beebe     Washington Department of Ecology      

Eric Quaempts Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation  

Eric     Hartwig     Washington Department of Ecology      

Harlan Gough Washington Water Trust 

Jackie     McCool     Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife     

James   Baker  Walla Walla Basin Watershed Council  

Jamie Short Washington Department of Ecology      

Janna  Guzman  Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife  

Jeff     Dengel     Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife     

Marie Sullivan Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation WA 

Lobbyist 

Michelle McClellan Walla Walla Basin Watershed Council 

Norman Semanko Unaffiliated      

Randal     Son     Private Landowner     
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Sara Harris Walla Walla Basin Watershed Council 

Sarah     Dymecki     Washington Department of Ecology      

Shannon McClellan Washington Department of Ecology      

Teresa Kilmer Unaffiliated      

Tim      Poppleton         Ecology         

Unidentified User  jscherger  

Wyatt Borgens WA Irrigator 

   

   

 

   


