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-- REVI SED - -

COLUMBI A RI VER CHANNEL | MPROVEMENT PRQIECT

PUBLI C HEARI NG

Wednesday, July 31, 2002

( EVENI NG SESSI ON)

BE | T REMEVMBERED THAT, pursuant to the Washi ngton
Rules of Civil Procedure, the Colunbia River Channel
| mprovenrent Project Public Hearing (Evening Session) was
t aken before Tamara Ross, Certified Shorthand Reporter in
the State of Washington and Licensed Notary in the State
of Washi ngt on, on Wednesday, July 31, 2002, conmmencing at
7:08 p.m at the Water Resource Education Center: 4600

S. E. Col unmbi a Way, Vancouver, WAshington.
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VANCOUVER, WASHI NGTON
VEDNESDAY, JULY 31, 2002

7:08 P. M

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: One question
You indicated earlier that only public |ands were
going to be used for restoration projects. Wre
there no private individuals willing to get
i nvol ved?

M5. HI CKS: Qur folks -- probably
outside could help to answer that, sir. Because
this part is going to be for testinmony. But we
have representatives that can hel p answer your
guesti on.

MS. BROOKS: Good evening. | was
just asked to go over a few ground rules for the
evening for testinony. Excuse ne. And these are
ground rules that are going to be used in each of
these public hearings. [I'Il just kind of walk
t hrough these with you fol ks.

G ven the public interest in this
i ssue, the Corps would like all of us just to
followa few things: First of all, speakers will
be recogni zed in the order as you signed up. So

"Il be given a sheet, and I'll read off your nane.
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If you can cone forward to the m crophone, state
your name, go ahead and give your conments. And

I will have some cards. Everybody gets five mnutes
to -- to give your coments; have your say.

When you get to the four-mnute
point, just so you can pace yourself, I'Il hold up
a card that says "one mnute." That nmeans you have
one mnute left in five mnutes. And when you

start to wap it up, if you start to go over that

five-minute period of time, I'Il hold this up. You
probably won't be able to read it because you'll be
busy, but you'll know it neans you need to wap it
up.

We ask that everyone is respectfu
of one another. There nmay be some coments that
sone of you agree with or disagree with. Please
| et that person speak; have their say. The Corps
is interested in hearing everybody's point of view
If you want to clap afterwards, could you pl ease
wait until the comments are done and keep it to a
m ni mum so we can keep noving those through and be
sure and get everyone up to the m crophone --
opportunity that wants to speak

Let's see. \Wat else do | need

to talk to you about? This neeting is not a vote
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or any sort of a consensus or either -- or even a
di al ogue. This is your opportunity to tell the

Cor ps of Engineers what's on your mnd, what your
opi nion is, what your concerns are, etcetera. So
when you address them it's probably not going to

be a question and answer forum That's what the

out -- for outside afterwards; your questions
answered. Response to direct -- | already went
over that.

To make sure we end on tine,
speakers will be limted, as | mentioned, to five
mnutes. Your time is your own. And in the
interests of hearing fromas many of you as
possi bl e, we woul d ask that you speak on your own
behal f. And if you're representing an association
you're welcome to do that as well. That doesn't
nean two separate terns. That neans one. And
you' re speaking on behal f of yourself or the
associ ation for the evening.

There are three public hearings.
You get three turns to come up and share your
conments. And al so, please know that the conments
you give tonight orally or any other night isn't
your limtation. You can also subnmit witten

comment s.
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I think I've covered pretty much
everything. W intend to end this hearing -- this
part of the hearing -- W had one earlier today as
part of the sane hearing. W took a break. W're
back; hoping to end this one at 8 o' clock. And
I'm not sure we'll even go that late, given the
peopl e here. Does anyone have any questions?

MR, RABE: Ei ght or 9:00.

M5. BROOKS: When was the schedul ed

time?

COL. HOBERNICHT: We'Il go to 9
o' cl ock.

MS. BROOKS: Did | say 8:007?
Okay. Thank you. Please renmenber to state your
nane when you begin your testinmony as well. M ke
Jones -- M chael Jones.

MR, JONES: A podi um woul d be nice.
I think we've all got papers and stuff here.
Anyway, we'll do the best we can. | cane early.
| had a chance to see the stuff out here. Boy,
this is really neat. | wonder just once if the
Port of Portland had done sonething like this
around -- on the Oregon side. It'd nmake such a
difference. Then |I got to thinking, well, how

| ucky these people are, whichever side you live on
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the upstream of the Port of Portl and.

Now, when | heard that you were

reconsi dering channel deepening, | thought that's a
really nice idea. | think that's great; especially
great for ne. Because in 2000, | filed a |awsuit.

In fact, Laura's one of the Defendants. And we've
been through a big hunk of it. Al the responsive
enotions are gone. And so everything in ny
Conplaint that refers to NEPA is still there.

And to give you a little help
with this, even the EPAis still in. So the
CGovernment hasn't been doing well in this lawsuit.
So | figured well, maybe when you decided to
reconsi der channel deepening, you' d | ook at sone of
the things |I thought ought to be | ooked at. Wll,
| poured through the docunents, and not a dam
thing has been | ooked at. But | have to tell you
sonething: The court will give ne nore than five
mnutes to tal k about this. They'll give ne years.
They al ready have given ne two, and probably give
me anot her five or six.

So wouldn't it be a -- What an
idea to do the process the way the process is
supposed to be done, instead of in court. | nean

why not do it now? Wiy not conme to nme and say,
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"Let's get together. Let's figure out what's going
on"?
Now, let me tell you | understand

sonet hing about NEPA. And -- and NEPA is a

process. |It's a process of reason. A process that
makes governments do reason -- consideration. And
you -- if you do those things, |I have no
alternative. |If you do the -- If you do the

mandat ed process, it's over. There's nothing | can
do about it. I'mnot -- | won't be in court or
anything. So why not do the process right? |
nean, what a concept.

But I'Il give you an exanple.
There's an Executive Order for the flood plain. No
Cor ps' docunent (phonetic) -- ever -- in Oegon has
-- has looked at this flood -- has | ooked at the
fl ood plain Executive Order even though every single
action requires it. So last tine you had a neeting
like this, | stood up and said, "You haven't | ooked

at the flood plain." You still haven't |ooked at
the flood plain.

Now, |'ve got so little faith in
the Corps, no natter how bad it is -- and it wll

be bad -- You won't care. You'll go ahead and do

channel deepening. So use your brains here. Just
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do the flood plain Executive Order like it's
supposed to be done. Go ahead and do channe
deepening, and I'll be out of court, see. But
don't do it again, like it is now, where you

haven't done anything with that Executive Order

In fact, | have a proposal. One of the sites
that's a major part of this plan -- channe
deepening plan -- is an illegal dunp site. It was
never -- It was never cited. It -- It's filled

illegally by the Port of Portland. The Port of
Portland adnmits they filled it illegally. And
that's where we are at court, is that we don't have
to decide whether it's illegal or not. W just
need to decide how nuch of it was illegal and
what you're going to do about it. If I win,
you're going to renove it. That's going to make
it difficult to keep calling it a dunp site.

And -- and to help you out, the
Port's now hal fway through renmoving 37 acres of
what | won last tine. And they're up to about
five mllion dollars. See, 1'll have to go to al
three, and then even nore.

But -- Well, | guess |I'm not
going to get to say all the things | wanted to

say. |If you want, | can give you your Federa
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Attorney's nane and nunber. And he can hel p you
out with the Conplaint and what it's about and
stuff. And then we can save The Court's tine.

MS. BROOKS: Jay \Wal dron

MR, WALDRON. |'m Jay Wl dron
I'mthe President of the Port of Portland
Conmi ssion. | practice environnmental |aw for
Schwabe, WIllianson & Watt. And |'ve practiced
environnental law in this region since 1974.
actually took the first environmental |aw course
ever offered at the University of Virginia.

| want to -- First of all,
can't speak on behal f of the Corps. But | accept
M. Jones' offer, and I'd be a happy to have
unch with you. And I'll call you next week.

Thank you for giving us the
opportunity at the Port to comment on the draft
Suppl emental Feasibility Study and EIS for the
Col unbi a River Channel Deepening project. This is
obviously vitally inmportant to both the economic --
and the Port and |I strongly believe the
environnental health of this region. As President
of the Port of Portland Conmi ssion, | have been
closely involved in nonitoring this project's

process and its regulatory review for several years.
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And prior to that, as a citizen interested in
environnental issues, |'ve been following this for
nore than a decade.

Wth the conpletion of the
bi ol ogi cal opinion by the National Mrine Fisheries
Service and U.S. Fish & Wldlife Service and the
conpl etion of the draft supplenental reports, |I'm
nore convi nced than ever, having read them that
this project can and should nmove forward in an
econoni cally and environmental |y sound and
responsi bl e manner.

| believe it is the responsibility
of the Port of Portland and our sister ports on the
Col unbia River to ensure that our region's people
and busi nesses can succeed in the internationa
market. W need this project -- | don't think
that's been controverted -- to successfully do our
job. This project benefits the econonic health and
vitality of our entire region

The Col unbi a River system as nany
of us know, exports nore wheat than any other port
area in the United States. And this is especially
i mportant now, as our food resources have becone
strategic resources in Asia. This area is the

second | argest grain exporting center in the world.
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The Port of Portland has the ninth | argest total
tonnage and the fifteenth | argest contai ner
operation in the United States. Every day, 40,000
people in our region go to work because of maritine
trade. And nore inportantly than that, every day,
wel | over 100,000 children depend on nmaritine trade
for their economc health, for their health care,
for their ability to get an education. |If there's
one thing where the environnent and the econony
marry in this project, it's the affect on this

regi on's econony and on the health of our children

The jobs and the busi ness success

that are directly tied to having cost-effective
maritime access are the essence of this region
Oregon, for exanple, is the -- the -- anong the
United States -- anpbng the 50 states -- the sixth
| argest in gross product dependent on trade. |
bel i eve Washington is second or third. This region
was built, exists, prospers, and takes care of its
children based on trade. \Whether you're in Burns
or in Lewiston -- One of the largest inporters that
we have is in Bend, Oregon, which inports |ogs from
New Zeal and, processes them and sends themto
Japan. W are a trade area.

The future effectiveness of the
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Col unbi a navigation channel is directly dependent on
deepening it to 43 feet to accommpdate the
post - Panamax worl d. The suppl enental report that
you' ve prepared is a key part of the project's
ext ensi ve environnental review, which is inportant
to both mitigating unavoi dabl e environnental inpacts
and to ensure that the project |eaves the river
better off than it was before the project starts.
Achi evi ng net environnental gains
is a high standard for a project like this. But
we believe at the Port that it's the right standard
to apply. The estuary and the ecosystem of the
Colunbia River is also inmportant to our children
And it can be protected and enhanced at the sane
time that this channel deepening project advances.
An i ndependent scientific panel
convened | ast year to revi ew Endangered Species Act
guestions -- The panel concl uded the deepeni ng
project will have no neasurable affect on listed
sal mon. The bi ol ogi cal opinion from NVFS and t he
US Fish &WIldlife service has nmade sinilar
findings. As this supplenental report denonstrates,
the benefit to cost ratio for this project remains
strong.

Even nmore inportantly, northwest
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busi nesses and nort hwest farns stand to gain ngjor
regi onal economi c benefits fromthis project that
unfortunately, the way the Federal |aw works, cannot
be included in the Corps' analysis. It's not

somet hing you consider. But there's not a farner
inthis state that isn't dependent on this project.

MS. BROOKS: |'m sorry, Jay.

You' re about out of tine.

MR, WALDRON: Ckay. Thank you.

M5. BROCKS: Un- huh.

MR WALDRON: W think that this
project has exciting potential. W think it's
going to be the lifeblood of the region's ports,
the region's trade, and nost inportantly, the
region's children. Thank you.

MS. BROOKS: David Mdryc. Is that
how you pronounce it?

MR MORYC. Mboryc.

M5. BROCKS: Moryc.

MR MORYC. My nane is David Mryc.

I'm here representing American Rivers, a nationa
river conservation organization. And just because
have serious concerns about this project, | want
everyone here to know al so that | support our

region's children as well.
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As we all know, | think a |ot of
us here are famliar faces. And we're here to
di scuss the Portland District Corps of Engineers
project. They're authorized to conplete a project
deepeni ng the Col unbia Ri ver navigation channel from
40 to 43 feet.

In today's testinony, 1'd like to
just focus on the need for a truly independent
review of this project, both econonically and
environnentally. It's something that fol ks that |
talked to think well, it's -- W're too far al ong
in the process. It's too tine-consuning. The fact
of the natter is that many of us have been working
on this project for years and have been calling for
i ndependent review of both the econom cs and the
environnental inpacts for years.

And then I'Il just go on to give
a few quick exanples of why this extra step is
necessary. Since the original congressiona
aut hori zation in 1989, there have been numerous
econom ¢ and environnental concerns raised in
relation to this navigation project. While the
Corps has made attenpt to investigate validity and
accuracy of this economc and environnmental analysis

by trying to get input fromthe public, like we're
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doi ng here tonight, conducting internally directed
revi ew processes like the one that you did earlier
in the SEI process. And then next week, you'll be
doi ng the economcs. | think these attenpts have
continued to be insufficient. Unfortunately, there
still remains significant econonic and environnental
concerns with the project.

Nat i onwi de, as nmany of you know,
the Federal U.S. Corps' analysis and public faith
in the reputation of its analytical capabilities has
been narred over the last year and-a-half or so hy
revel ations of faulty economic environmental analyses
in project after project. Exanples include the
Del awar e deepeni ng project, the M ssissipp
navi gati onal study, and others. According to the
Nat i onal Acadeny of Sciences report rel eased just
| ast week, that assessed the Corps of Engineers
net hods, anal ysis and peer review. The Corps
anal ysis of its own proposed projects is inadequate.
I ndependent -- And they also said that independent
review of the projects -- other projects is
necessary to be sure that the projects are based on
val id econonmi c environnental analysis.

The upconing -- Excuse me. As

wel | intended as they nmay be, the nethods used by
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the Portland Districts in the case of the channe
deepeni ng project have run counter to the
recomendati ons of the Science Acadeny. This
i ncl udes sel ecting and enpl oyi ng nenbers of their
review teans in both the SEI and next week's
economic review teans. For this reason -- for this
reason, | urge the Corps to call for an independent
environnental analysis of the project. Such an
anal ysis at -- should include at the m ni mum an
i ndependent eval uation of the Corps' cost benefit
anal ysis, the external cost to the econom es of the
gl obal community dependent on the | ower Col unbia
Ri ver, and the inpact of the project on threatened
endanger ed speci es.

First, the independent analysis
shoul d i nvestigate the entire range of economc
i ssues associated with the project. Many of the
Cor ps' projections, such as their estimtes of key
export commodities, appear to artificially inflate
the benefits of the overall project. Wth |eading
agricultural econom sts calling some of their
forecasts, quote, "likely to be m staken", and with
close to one hundred and sixty mllion dollars in
t axpayer noney at stake, these differences of

econom ¢ opi ni on nust be addressed in the form of
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an i ndependent review.

Second, the Corps has not

addressed many of the external costs to |oca

conmunities. And one exanple under the preferred

alter

native, the nmuch-discussed project to dunp

close to seven mllion cubic yards of dredge spoils

in ei

ther the Iower river just east of Astoria or

in the deep water site would it destroy either

| oner

water -- lower river fishery or bury prine

crabbing habitat. The affect on the econony of

these communities could be substantial. | think a
-- a quantitative analysis of these -- of these
adverse inpacts nust be conducted to fully

under

stand the economic costs truly associated with

t he project.

Third, the Corps' analysis

negl ects to answer key questions about the affects

of this project on threatened and endangered sal non.

The

Corps' analysis relied on inconplete nodels to

changes in the ecosystem of the Colunbia River

estuary, a critical area for sal nonids.

the r

For exanple, the salinity node

eport on which the Corps relied is inconplete.

Salinity is the mxing of fresh water and salt

wat er

in varying concentrations in the nouth of the
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Colunbia River that kill salnon in nany ways. So
accurately nmodeling changes in salinity to do the
channel deepening is critical to understanding the
affects of the project on these sal nonids.

In this case, the scientists who
devel oped the key salinity nodel and test the
affects of the projects on threatened and endangered
sal non warn that the results, quote, "My be used
to gui de managenment decisions. But only if the
nodel of uncertainty is further reduced." That
guote was taken from an appendices in the Corps own
bi ol ogi cal assessment. He enphasized the word
"only" in his text.

Furthernore, the Corps' analysis
focuses specifically on short-terminpacts even
t hough several scientists have noted that there nay
be significantly long-terminpacts to salnon. W
need to |l ook at nore than just a snapshot in tine.
We've been dredging this river for over 100 years.
There's really just sinply too nuch at stake --
Federal and taxpayers' dollars, critical habitat for
endangered species -- not to proceed with an
i ndependent review. Thank you.

M5. BROOKS: Greg de Bruler.

MR de BRULER Good evening. M
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nane's Greg de Bruler, and |I'ma resident of

Washi ngton State. 1've been here nore than onc

Toni ght, 1've heard sone peopl e

speak about the ecosystem And what | find kind of

appalling is what they're tal king about is not
ecosystem They're tal king about naybe a fi sh,
they aren't | ooking at the whole ecosystem Th
ecosystem of the Col unbia R ver goes well beyon
sal non; goes well beyond sal mon; | anprey -- eve

ot her species that's out there.

If you think about what's going on

in the Colunbia River in the last 100 years, it
severely degraded. |If you |ook at the study th
was just done by the Col unbia R ver Tribal Fish
Conmi ssion with EPA, and you're a Native Americ
fishing in the Colunbia River, your risk of dyi
of a fatal cancer fromeating sturgeon out of t
Colunbia River is about 1 in a 100. |If you're
Native American eating fish out of the Col unbi
Ri ver, your risk of dying of a fatal cancer can
as high as 2 in 1,000 if you're eating salnmon o

of the Colunbia River. But that's eating fish

And we're tal ki ng about dredging a

river 106 miles long. And the Corps has said,

took 23 grab sanples." | mean, ny business --
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job -- I"'man environmental consultant. | live and
breath | ooki ng at ecosystens. |'ve handled a |ot,
so |"'mused to the Departnent of Energy and |'m
used to the way that they worked with their nodels.
And Hanford has devel oped sonme of the nost

intricate and sophisticated nodels in the world for
dealing with their ground water and contani nation
(phonetic). But yet, their nodels are very, very
insufficient to nodel what's really happening in the
wor | d.

You took 23 grab sanples fromthe
upper Colunbia River. You come back and say in
your literature for the public, "It's clean sand."
This is the farthest thing fromthe truth. This
isn't clean sand. Are you prepared to cl ose down
the clamshell -- the clam business -- or crabs --
shut it down when you're dredging for the next two
years because the crabs are going to be taking the
contam nation that you're releasing along the
Colunbia River? Are you prepared to |look at the
i npacts that have occurred to the people that have
lived off the Colunbia River fromwhere you're
dredging to the nouth? Look at the cancer rates of
t hose people? Are you prepared to | ook at what

they're going to be inflicting by what they're
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eating out of the river? Are you prepared to | ook
at what the | anprey are up-taking? No.

So you know, we're saying we're
usi ng good science, but we aren't. This gentlenan
from Anerican River stands up here and tal ks about
i ndependent science. | agree with him W -- W
need i ndependence in this thing. Wen the Nationa
Acadeny of Science cones out and says, "Oh, the
Corps -- W didn't give you a very good rating for
the way you do your analysis", | have to agree.

The Corps dredged Port of
Kennewi ck and Port of Pasco a few years ago. And
| called the Corps up and asked them what did they
sample for it? And they said, "Ch, the norma
contam nants of heavy netals." | said, "Ch. You
didn't check for pesticides or radio isotopes from
Hanford?" "Oh. No, we didn't." You're kidding ne.
So finally, we got the State of Washington to cone
out; shot rock on the islands on the Snake River.
And they found radiation. So they had to post
(phonetic) the island.

So | amsitting here saying
hear 18 mllion dollars a year econom c benefit. |
hear we're here for the children. W're going to

have a 100, 000 people that benefit on this. But
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yet, | have

a good friend of mne who's a pil ot

who' s been working on the Col unbia River for the

| ast 25 year
this thing?"

It's not goi

s. | said, "Wat do you think about
He says, "Ch, take it or leave it.

ng to make that big a difference. W

aren't going to get that nany nore ships in here.

You | ook at

says, "M ght

what the world trade is doing", he
nmake a difference; nmight not."

So |I've heard and |'ve listened to

t he people of the various comunities up and down

the river, and |'ve actually heard a very harsh

critic of the process has said, "You know, if they

woul d just work with us, we could put together a

pl an that nakes sense. And you m ght even be able

to get to dr

edge if you work with the people. And

you'd mtigate all the problens that are down

there." You know, we think of the Port of

Portland. W think of shipping; great. But what

about the small communities? Wat about the snal

fishernen?

What about the small factories? Wat

about the ecosystenf?

that |ives

And the ecosystemis everything

n the Colunbia River. So when you say

you're protecting the ecosystem you aren't. You're

trashing it.

You're trashing the food chain for a
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whol e bunch of species that you don't even think
about because they, quote, "aren't endangered or
aren't listed or protected.”

And so | think it's the year
2002, and | think we need to learn from our
science. W need to go back and really do a good
job. Let's do it right. Let's get the independent
analysis that we need. But let's don't do it
hal f - baked. Let's get the people in the roomthat
have the concerns. Let's go step by step process
and alleviate these pains and suffering that's going
on and address these shortconings. And please
don't conme back and say, "Oh, our biologica
opi nion says we aren't going to trash the
ecosystent, because you are. |It's not about
salnon. It's about the Colunbia Rver. |
appreciate this opportunity. Thank you.

M5. BROCOKS: Chris Hat zi

MR, HATZI: CGood evening. M nane
is Chris Hatzi. |'m President of Colunbia River
Port Rejuvenation, an organization of regiona
busi ness, business associations, and citizens that
are conmitted to inproving the international narket
access for the region. Thank you for providing nme

an opportunity to publicly -- on -- for public
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conment on the draft supplenental feasibility report
in the area of the Colunbia River channel deepening
project, which is vitally inmportant to the economc
and vital health of our region.

Wth the conpletion of the
bi ol ogi cal opinion and the conpletion of the draft
suppl enental report, it is clear that this product
can and nust nove forward in an economcally and
environnental |y responsi bl e nmanner

Channel deepening is vitally
i mportant to our econony. Effective and efficient
maritime transportation is vital to sustaining and
strengt heni ng our region's trade-based econony;
especially during these difficult economc tinmes.
Deepeni ng the Col unbia River navi gational channel is
critical to nmaintaining maritine comerce into
sust ai ni ng busi nesses, farns, and jobs in our
region.

This project will ensure the

Col umbi a Ri ver can acconmodate the | arger

fuel -efficient vessels that increasingly donm nate the

world fleet. This broad-based -- This project has
br oad- based support from busi nesses, |abor unions,
farmers, ports and comunities throughout the

northwest fromthe Tri-Cities to Lewiston to Kl amath
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Over 40,000 local famly wage jobs
are dependent on -- and anot her 59, 000 nort hwest
jobs are influenced by Colunbia R ver maritine.

Due largely to delays in channel deepening,

| ongshore job | osses on the Colunbia River in the
last five years have taken 16 million dollars
annual |y out of the econony. Wth the northwest

| eadi ng the nation in unenpl oyment, we cannot afford
to |l ose anynore jobs. Vitality of these jobs and
busi nesses require access to cost-effective maritine
transportation. The future effectiveness of Col unbia
Ri ver navigation is directly dependent on deepeni ng
the channel from40 to 43 feet to maintain the
vitality of this transportation route and our

regi on's trade-based econony.

As the suppl enental report
explains, the benefit to cost ratio for this
project remains strong. Even nore inportantly,
nort hwest busi nesses and farners obtain major
regi onal econom c benefits fromthis project that
cannot be included in the Corps' analysis. The
econom ¢ benefits are largely diverse, rural and
urban, east and west, Oregon, Washington, and

| daho; across our entire region. Wthout sufficient
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mar ket access, rates fromthe Col unbia River have
i ncreased naki ng some northwest comodities
unconpetitive in nmost international nmarkets. Col unbia
River maritime comerce provides 208 million dollars
in state and | ocal taxes that benefit conmunities
t hr oughout our region.

I will leave the environnental
debate to the experts. However, | would urge you
to consider the environmental inpacts of not
dredgi ng: The ships can be the nost
environnental ly friendly nethod of noving goods
bet ween two points. By having sufficient ocean
carrier service in the Colunbia River, there wll
be I ess need to truck cargo between the Col unbi a
Ri ver ports and California and Puget Sound. Fewer
trucks mean |l ess road wear and | ower truck
eni ssi ons.

The Col unbi a River channel project
wi |l benefit both our economy and our environment.
| urge you to finalize the supplenental report and
grant the pending regulatory permts and approval s
to nove this inportant project to conpletion

MS. BROOKS: Larry Snyder

MR. SNYDER My name is Larry

Snyder. |I'm-- SNY-DE-R |'mPresident of the
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Vancouver WIldlife League. W're a group of
hunters, fishernen, and conservationists over 200
strong. W've been in existence since 1929. And ny
menbership | ooks at this project as very

di squi eting. Many of them have been recreating,
hunting and fishing on the Colunbia River for nore
than 60 years. And they knew what it was, and

they are concerned about what it's going to be --
or going to becone.

They look at it in several
di fferent ways: Nunber one, the biggest exanple of
government pork (phonetic) that they can renenber
Nunber two, they look at this as another exanple of
what occurred at Rice Island. They |ook at the
decline in their fishing and hunting opportunities,
and they think it will continue to be that way, and
this project won't help it a bit. They |ook at
this as the old Chinese proverb: Death by a
t housand cuts. The Colunbia River, that is.

Qur main concern is what you're
going to do with the dredge spoils. W' ve seen
exanpl es of that in the past, where sloughs have
been totally covered, and areas that were wetl ands
are now 10 feet high with sand and various other

dr edge spoils.
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Qur prinary concern is the
Vancouver |low |ake -- |lake |ow ands. And of
course, we have to take that up with the Port of
Vancouver, which is one of the sponsors of this
project. 'Cause they're going to fill 500 acres
south of the Flushing Channel for heavy industry.
And then they want to take the area north of the
Fl ushi ng Channel and put light industry and fill
that too. So this project, if it is successful in
getting off the ground, will result in a
degradati on of the Vancouver Lake Low and.

The Vancouver W/ dlife League has
spent years attenpting to inprove the habitat for
mgratory waterfow and upland gane. And this wll
be the end-all of that particular project that
we' ve put so nmuch time and energy into. That area
north of the Flushing Channel should not get one
pound of sand. Thank you very much.

M5. BROOKS: Cyndy de Brul er.

M5. de BRULER  Good eveni ng.
Cyndy de Bruler. |1'mrepresenting Colunbia
Ri ver Keeper, a nonprofit environnental group that
works to restore and protect the water quality of
the Columbia River. And I come tonight with sone

concerns that | would like to express.
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First of all, I'mvery
di sappointed in the public process around this
neeting. W found out about this less than two
weeks ago. And that's not sufficient tinme for the
public process to adequately involve citizens. That
doesn't give us tine to send out a newsletter to
i nformour 700 paid nenbers in the Portland area or
700 menbers in the Hood River area or nenbers in
the Astoria area of their opportunity to comrent.
And | think that you see directly the results of
that in an enpty room here tonight, other than many
agency people. So much nore outreach and public
i nvol venent needs to be around this process if
you're going to get it to nove forward.

Secondly, we're not convinced by
this proposal, as witten, that it would be
economni cally or environnentally sound or beneficia
to the Colunmbia River. The restoration efforts
that you nentioned in detail need to be nore deeply
anal yzed. They fail to consider local inpacts to
fishernen and the environnent; especially in the
nouth of the river. You've heard this before, so
don't think there's any reason to go into detail

The restorati on conmponents nust be

gui ded by the lower river citizens and organi zati ons

Vancouver evening-29
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| i ke CREST and the | ocal watershed organi zations --
and they have just not been consulted in this
process -- to assure real restoration instead of
just using the term"restoration" for what is
real ly sedi nent dunps.

Envi ronnental concerns of our
organi zation include inpacts to sal non that have not
adequat el y been addressed and inpacts to other fish

and wildlife in the ecosystem which have been

totally ignored. |In particular, concerns about
i nadequat e wi ndows for salnon mgration. 1In the
docunment -- the biological opinion -- Nationa

Mari ne Fisheries has stated that the project would,
guote, "adversely inmpact essential fish habitat",
end of quote, for salnmon. So to nove forward and
just ignore those type of conclusions is unw se.

The proposed ocean dunping of 14
square mles is bound to have an adverse affect on
Dungeness crab. W synpathize with the crab
fishernen, but we also feel for the crab. And
don't want this to be a process where we're
deci di ng between sal non and crab. And that's kind
of what it's cone down to.

Anot her environmental concern is

the contani nation issue. Twenty-three grab sanples
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do not adequately address 106 river mles. 1In the
bi -state water quality study, every sediment sanple
t aken showed essences (phonetic) of dioxin. It's
there in the river. W knowit. And just saying
that this entire dredged channel is coarse sand
does not avoid the issue. |If this project noves
forward, there nmust be diligent ongoing testing of
the dredge materials. And it nust be to detection
levels for things |ike dioxin that are neani ngful
And there has to be an action plan in place if
contam nants are found to protect fish and wildlife
and human heal t h.

Finally, | agree entirely with
American Rivers' proposal for an independent review
| think that this is the only way that this project
can nove forward. The review -- The process that
has happened today is not independent, and the
st akehol ders do not see it as such. There's a
reason for that. Citizens nust be nore involved in
the process as it noves forward. Thank you very
much for being here tonight and the opportunity to

comment .

MS. BROOKS: Was there anyone el se

in the roomwho didn't have the opportunity to sign

up to speak that would like to now? Could you
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cone forward and -- and give your nane?

MR, VELLS: My nane's Charles
Wlls. MW famly has property on the river. But
the other thing | wanted to address -- | live in
Portl and also, so | have an interest in that
aspect. But | have found that virtually the ports
are all public sponsored. And it's |like each of
these port areas is trying to build their area
greater. And it's all done with taxpayer dollars.
So it's like this port versus this port versus this
port, and it's taxpayers' dollars in each of them
on this conpetition.

My cost to bring a container from
Seattl e as opposed to bringing it in fromPortl and
is about $150 difference. It's not that great.
And | can actually negotiate that out with nmy -- ny
vender on the other end. So as far as -- | nean,
| don't see where there's this huge economc

i ncentive that everybody's tal king about that's

going to actually happen. But | -- but when I'm
there on the river, and I -- there's these
freighters coming by -- And especially now, when

you' re tal king about the nonths where the river's
shal l ower -- there's these huge surges. And

there's a -- like -- the cove; Qinn's Cove. Al
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of a sudden, it will go dry. Then this water will
cone in and turns into rapids. And what was calm
clear water will turn into silt. And you'll see
that the fish that were there are all of a sudden
breathing -- They're breathing nud. And you know
that has an affect on them You'll see snal
ones being thrown off to the side. And it happens
every tinme a large freighter conmes in.

And at night -- Because the Coast
Guard doesn't really enforce the speeds of these
freighters, you'll have surges -- Sone nights, it'll
just be amazing. The boats are slamm ng around.
The houseboats are noving around. People wal ki ng
down the dock -- "Wat's happening here?" | said,
"This is the freighters coming by." And it's going
to be worse with larger freighters. |It's going to
be worse.

| had friends that -- They were
coming in to shore over on Caterpillar Island. And
all of a sudden, their boat just slamred high on
t he beach. They had to get nany other people to get
their boat off the beach. There's a danger that
happens with the surges. And it has an inpact on
t here.

The other thing is now the Corps
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wants to go into new things. They have destroyed
so many areas they punmped in. This -- this cove
at one tine -- | think this used to be Hay's
I sl and (phonetic). And you could take a boat
around Hay's Island. Like the joke in the
conmunity -- you realize this is Frenchman's Bar
The reality is there is no Frenchman's Bar. There
used to be a sand bar. And you'd cone in the back
side and go around Hay's Island. And that was a
sand bar. But the Corps filled it in. So now,
it's just a section of beach. So the next tine
you see Frenchman's Bar, renenber there's no bar
there anynore. |It's gone. The Corps destroyed it;
destroyed habitat; the otters in the fishernen's
sl ough. The beavers that are in the slough. Al
of the gane birds that are in the slough. They
cannot use that. They can't use the dirt. So
that's just |ost habitat.

As far as the river tenmperature --
Because it would be through an area that's
shal lower. That's no |onger protected. So it's a
| oss of habitat; damages by the huge surges that
are going to be larger yet. And the question is
who does it really benefit? It benefits

bureaucrats that want to have a |l arger King Doneg;
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maybe | arger than this port or

port. Thank you.
to nention one last thing -- Yes?
Sur e.

| arger than that

MS. BROOKS: Anyone else? 1'd like

John Fratt?

MR, FRATT: My nane is John Fratt.

I live at 5208 Deboyce (phonetic) here in

Vancouver,

wor k for

Washi ngton. Wl cone to Vancouver. |

the Port of Vancouver.

I was with the

group that started the reconnai ssance to the

reconnai ssance study. | followed this project

very closely.

| commend the Corps inits review

and the excellent work that was done in review ng

the policies and the devel opnment of the scientific

comm ttee.

I think you've gone out of your way to

prove that this is a project that can be done.

We're tal king about three feet on an already

exi sting 40-foot channel. It is

we're starting over again.

not as though

The restoration projects

that are envisioned in this plan are excellent and

will do exactly that: They will

Otentines, i

restore habitat.

n the port industry,

we go and say, "All right; mtigation. It's just a

cost.'

Now,

in the port industry,
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about restoration. And we understand that that's
our responsibility. | thank you very nuch for your
work, and | thank you for coming to Vancouver,
Washi ngton to take this hearing today. Thank you.
MR HUNT: My nane is Dave Hunt,
and | serve as Executive Director of the Col unbia
Ri ver Channel Coalition. 1It's a coalition of ports
and busi nesses and | abor unions and agri cul tural
i nterests, econom c devel opment transportation from
t hr oughout the region who disagree on a | ot of
things. But when it cones to this project, we very
much see the special value and the unique nature
of this project and the benefits it will have for

our region, both economcally and environnentally.

| really want to comrend the Corps

and the other agencies you've worked with for
several things: One, for doing this series of
public hearings and taking evenings and |long drives
during the next several weeks and nonths out of
your schedule. | think that's inportant so you can
hear what's on ny mnd (phonetic) -- of your
consti tuency.

For the -- For both the SE
process, which brought independent scientists to

| ook at the environnmental aspects, as well as for
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the expert panel that's going to be | ooking at the
benefit cost analysis, you are really going above
and beyond any requirenents that you have. And
you're really setting the pace for the rest of the
nati on.

So despite sone other comments
t hat have been made, | really want to conmend you
all for going above and beyond, in terns of opening
your sel ves up, not know ng what the SEI panel will
do -- benefit/cost panel may say -- but being
willing to subject this project to that additional
revi ew.

| especially for your -- want to
commend you for your commitment to work diligently
at either dramatically reducing or potentially even
el imnating ocean disposal. As we have done our
wor k around the region, that's been a key concern
that's cone up. Both fromcrab fishernmen who are
concerned about habitat, but also fromthose who
want to keep beaches nourished on the O egon Coast.

And so that whole effort to keep
sand in the systens, not -- to not give it away to
deep wat er disposal, and to not subject it to
potential inpacts on the crab habitat. | know it

has been a difficult effort to get it there, and
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want to comend you for that.

As | read the suppl enmenta
feasibility report and EI'S, several things becone
clear to ne: One, that there are huge regiona
econom ¢ benefits; not just in Portland, Vancouver,
Kal ama, Longview, or St. Hel ens, but throughout the
entire region. That -- Also, it's clear that there
are significant environnental -- both restoration --
both mtigation efforts that will actually deal with
uni nt ended i npacts -- unavoi dabl e inpacts -- but
al so the ecosystemrestoration efforts, which
think so many of us fail to recognize go above and
beyond the actual inpacts of this project. That's
very clear in the supplenental report.

It's also really clear the
benefits are rural and urban throughout the entire
region. That, | think, mnmakes the project unique.
It's clear the area to be dredged is small -- only

a small percentage of the river between Astoria and

Vancouver -- as |'ve seen the segnments, only about
t hree and-a-half percent of that -- of that river
surface, which is pretty significant. 1It's also

clear those areas are going to be the sane areas
where dredging is already occurring. W' re not

conparing the river when Lewis and Cark were here
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to what it would be in a deeper channel. W're
conparing the channel today to a deeper channel

A comment was nmade earlier that
the Colunbia River's degraded over the |last 100
years. |'d agree with that statenent. | think nost
of us probably would. The question for us now, |
think, is are we going to do sonething about that
by doing the kind of ecosystemrestoration neasures
that are included in this project and ot her
neasures that are part of other projects, or are we
going to not do that? Are we going to do it in a
way that really damages our economny or do it in a
way that enhances our environnent and economny at
the sane tine?

| think the coalition strongly
supports efforts to do both. To have the
envi ronnent -- the economic process we need as a
region, certainly, during these difficult econonic
peri ods, as well as the environnental progress
that's really called for based on history of the
river. | think it's clear -- |If you think about
projects of any sort in our region, | cannot think
of anot her single project that has such dramatic
positive econonic benefits on the region. And

again, it's not just here throughout our entire
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region that it has such major benefits, in terms of
job reconstitution and creation that makes such
significant progress in terns of -- and
environnental progress to deal with the channel in
the Colunbia River. It really brings our region

t oget her.

VWhet her you're | ooking at the
channel coalition or congressional delegation or
state legislators for Oregon and Washi ngton or al
of the groups throughout the entire regi on who have
cone together, tens of thousands of people cane
together and said, "This is critically needed.

Thi s nakes sense."

This one project is uniting our
region in a way that | think any other project that
-- that it has or will. And so | just want to
conmend you for your progress, to urge you to hang
in there despite the difficult challenges ahead, and
continue to nake the kind of progress that wll
bring us both econonic progress and environnental

progress.

MR BARTON: My name is Tom Barton

| live in Hazel Dell, Washington, which is just
north of Vancouver. One of the itens |'ve not

heard nmenti oned here regardi ng the environnental
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protection is the issue of nobsquito control. As
you know, the Colunbia River has historically been
associated with nosquitos. And there are a | ot of
people that live here and a | ot of people that
lived here before the white nan cane. And | am
told -- and -- historically that nost of the native
popul ation that |ived on Sauvie Island died from
mal aria within a couple of years. |It's docunented
in the Hudson Bay Conpany's hospital -- the
patients with nmalaria who were trappers and | oca
people in the area.

So the Colunbia River nakes a
sharp turn at Portland and heads north. |t nakes
anot her sharp turn and heads west. \Were it turns,
it floods. And when it floods, it makes a habitat
that's ideal for nosquitos to breed. And | haven't
heard one nention of nobsquito control. And | see
this docunment here, an Environnental Protection Fact
Sheet. And it goes into birds and fish, but it
does not nmention nosquitos. And nosquitos are a
hazard to people and to ani mals.

Mal aria is one thing. But now,
we are al so having people's health to consider with
the West Nile Virus being predicted to be on the

west coast as simlar as it is on the east coast.
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And this is with the -- with the birds. Primarily
the crow was very -- and the species simlar to the
crow are very susceptible to West N le Virus.

So | would like to see sone
priority be given to the dredge spoils that would
pl ace sonme of these spoils in areas that are high
habi tat for nmobsquitos and not just disposed out
into the ocean.

And | think that these -- The
peopl e who |ive here, even though they are -- maybe
to some are not as inportant as fish -- | think
the people that live here have sone priority too.
And one of themis to be able to live and to enjoy
their livelihood w thout the nuisance of npbsquitos,
as well as the inpact on their health.

So if you could consider this in
your dredging -- | was surprised to find -- |
t hought the dredgi ng was going to include three
feet off the top through the whole length of this
corridor. And ny wunderstanding is that it's just
the top -- parts of three feet. The -- the points
that are going to be leveled off to make it
navi gable to larger ships. And of course, this wll
be econonmically beneficial. But | would like to see

consi deration be given for the spoils of the

Vancouver evening-42

42



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

dredging to fill areas that are problem breeders
for nobsquitos that cause problenms for the people
who live here. And they also -- much to people
who | ove aninmals, they create a great deal of

problens for animals as well. Thank you.

MS. BROOKS: |s there anyone el se?

I'"d like to mention one point that | left off when
| -- | did ny opening renmarks; that the response --
There will be responses to your testinony. And the
Corps will do that after all of the hearings are
conplete in their review process. So | wanted to
make mention of that.

So with that, I'Il turn it back

over to you.

COL. HOBERNI CHT: Again, thanks for

comng. | appreciate you all taking tine out of
your busy schedules to come and | et us know what
your thoughts are on this project. So with that,

this ends the evening. Thank you.

(Di scussion held off the record.)
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