
1 
 

 

January 7, 2015 

ENTIAT WATERSHED PLANNING UNIT MEETING MINUTES 

Entiat Grange Hall, Entiat, WA 

 

Meeting Attendance:    See Attendance List (Attachment #1) 

      See detailed Agenda (Attachment #2) 

Facilitator / Watershed Coordinator: Mike Rickel   

Notes:      Nada Wentz  

 

Welcome / Introductions     Meeting began at 9:10 a.m. 

 

Mike Rickel welcomed those in attendance and opened the meeting with a round of 

introductions.  He called for new business items; reviewed and accepted the January 2015 

agenda.            

 

 Approve October 2014 EWPU Meeting Minutes 

 

Mike asked if there were edits to make to the October Minutes.  No comments or edits 

were made, and the minutes were finalized. 

 

Entiat Landowner Steering Committee Update 

 Call for New EWPU Participants 

 

Mike R:  There does not seem to be much interest from landowners to attend the Planning 

Unit meetings.  What are some ways we can approach and encourage them to come? 

 

Karin Whitehall:  A couple of folks have shown interest but have not attended. 

 

Mike R:  Should I call folks?  Would it be better to change the meeting time? 

 

Keith Vradenburg:  I think the issue is with the fishing season.  People are tired of not 

getting results with fishing.  I have a couple of young people on the river I can reach out 

to. 

 

Mike R:  I’m happy to contact folks. 

 

Keith V:  I’ll talk to them first and then send you their names and contact information. 

 

Mike R:  It is understandable that a lot of folks are working. 

 

Karin W:  It would be good to contact some of the folks and ask if a different meeting 

time would work better.   

 

Keith V:  Harvest time is always a bad time for folks, regarding attendance. 
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Mike R:  Some folk are interested in the projects and are habitat specific. 

 

Mike R:  We eliminated one surface water diversion as it didn’t meet the needs of the 

landowners.   

 

Keith V:  A few folks have a lot of property on the river. 

 

Mike R:  I’ll reach out to them and others. 

 

Karin W:  What do you expect to get out of the meetings?  I’m interested in the decisions 

made from the top down versus from the bottom up. 

 

Mike R:  Thank you for that information.  What is the purpose of the meeting?  What do 

you hope to get out of it? 

 

Karin W:  Being able to see folks, find out what is going on, and find out the latest 

information so I’m better equipped to nip rumors in the bud. 

 

Mike R:  A few of the long-time members have lost interest.  Some folks are getting older 

and their health is failing.  Who can I reach out to so there are more participants?  Do you 

have some suggestions?  Your point is well taken.  I’ll ask those questions when I contact 

folks. 

 

Karin W:  We are getting older and need some new people in the group. 

 

Keith V:  Ray’s son is taking over the business and moving back to the valley.  He would 

be a good contact. 

 

Bob Whitehall:  Most folks work during the day.  So maybe a daytime meeting is not the 

best way to have more attendance. 

 

Mike R:  I mentioned that earlier and wanted to get your opinion.  An evening meeting is 

easy for us to adjust.  It is important to engage as many folks as we can. 

 

Keith V:  The desire is to keep the valley going and keep the monitoring going.  A lot of 

the volunteers are somewhat burned out.  We are not getting younger people involved. 

 

Mike R:  There are a small amount of folks that are involved in everything.  I can see 

where burn out will happen.  There is a lot of interest from agencies to stay in contact 

with the landowners. 

 

David Holland:  I’ve worked with lots of groups, people need to have a reason to come.  

It has to be relevant to them personally.  Make sure there is a focus on key topics that are 

relevant to them. 
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A reality with the government, changes are slow in coming.  Shannon has done the 

Keystone regular exam of the change in point of diversion, and the report has gone to the 

final draft.  The Hanan-Detwiler, Gaines Ditch and Green Acres have all become 

irrigation districts.  There is forward movement, but it is a slow process. 

 

Karin W:  Did you process the Keystone change in point of diversion? 

 

David H:  Yes.  It was a little more complicated and took some time.  

 

Mike R:  Did the landowners receive notification from you? 

 

David H:  The information is posted as a draft for 30 days and then goes to a final draft.  

Along that line, if there are things you want the Department of Ecology (DOE) to share, 

let me know.  I try to keep up with the interests.  Give me enough time to prepare. 

 

Mike R:  Two irrigation districts were formed? 

 

Karin W:  Yes, two.  Interested landowners formed the group. 

 

Keith V:  The irrigation districts have more power as far as regulations control. 

 

Mike R:  It allows you to manage the water more efficiently.  Just the existing water 

sources. 

 

Keith V:  As the orchards go out, we now have the ability to transfer water from 

diversion to potable water.  I’m currently working with Steve Keene and the 

Leavenworth – Peshastin Irrigation District.  The process is set up.  You just need to fill 

out the paperwork and go through the steps.  The Entiat has a reserve of 5.  The 

Wenatchee is having trouble getting 2 or 3.  

 

Karin W:  The County has approved both districts.  Green Acres and the Gains Ditch 

Districts.  It is a pretty small district when counting all the potential votes from 

landowners, but we are not the smallest irrigation district in the state. 

 

Mike R:  Congratulations! 

 

 Damage Survey Report for Mills Canyon Fire 
 

Keith V:  Bob can let us know about Crumb Canyon damage survey. 

 

Mike R:  The County didn’t give us any updates. 

 

Bob Whitehall:  The only thing that has been updated is one of the rock weirs.  They 

didn’t add anything to the Mills Canyon structure.  The Forest Service said there was 

nothing burned enough to need rehabilitation.  They put the 68’s roads on the list of 

closed roads.  My question is, why did it go from ‘not bad’ to closed?  Now they say 
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there is a big chance of slides on both the Mills Canyon and the 68’s roads.  The Mills 

Canyon road is by far the most dangerous and they left it open.  The upper roads above 

the fire line were closed. 

 

Mike R:  I was aware of the upper river closures, but not the lower area. 

 

Bob W:  They were closed the day before archery season opened.  Three of us met with 

them and will continue to pursue answers from them. 

 

Mike R:  What about Summerfield’s orchard?  They were planning on one or two berms 

there? 

 

Bob W:  We have had a few slides from thawed soil, about an inch on the top.  It is 

frozen below.  Those slides are cleaned up. 

 

Mike R:  I heard that not much action will be taken on private land. 

 

Bob W:  Why did it go from no big deal to so dangerous the roads were closed? 

 

Mike R:  If there are no other comments or questions, we’ll move on to the Habitat Item.  

 

Habitat 

 Open House 
 

Jason Sims:  We had an open house on November 20, last year.  The open house went 

well although there was not a lot of attendance from landowners.  That ties us back into 

the earlier discussion of improving community participation.  There were no topics that 

were hot button issues.  We don’t have much on current projects yet.  We certainly want 

to try and get more participation.   

 

Mike R:  The open house focused on the 2014 projects. 

 

Jason S:  We had a Burned Area Emergency Response (BAER) report at the meeting.  

We have reports at the office and information is available online.  The meeting was pretty 

low key.  It was a good opportunity to get information out to the public.  I hope the four 

landowners that came went home with more information. 

 

Mike R:  We hoped that a profile of 2014 folks would see what has happened so far. 

 

Keith V:  Perhaps a meeting at the school, in the park or in the city, set up for spring or 

fall would get a better turnout.  But they didn’t turn out as well as we hoped.      

 

Pamela Nelle:  If you take away something they want or put in something they don’t 

want, you will get interest. 
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Keith V:  We started taking reservations for the next camping season. Our park is half 

reserved for the whole summer.  We haven’t even started advertising yet.  Shady Pass is 

still closed. 

 

Bob W:  The gate is at Tommy Creek.  It is listed as a closed road. 

 

Mike R:  We would be interested in joining this. 

 

Keith V:  There were nine PUD persons at the open house. 

 

Jason S:  It was nice to be able to use the Community Center.  That is a nice part of the 

community.  If we could dove tail that into other activities, we may get more 

participation.  Like a job fair. 

 

 2016/2017 Project Developments 

 

Jason S:  There is not much to update on the 2016-17 projects.  We should have final 

concepts soon.  The projects are all within RM 20.1 to RM 16.7.  Stormy preserve is 

almost in the middle. 

 

Steve Kolk:  The concepts were developed by consultants.  They go through the review 

period.  Review comments are compiled and responded to.  The final concept will take 

into account all the review comments.  There may be another review of designs. 

 

Jason S:  We didn’t have a lot to hand out because the plans keep changing.  We will 

have more information to offer at the May meeting.  We are early in the initial roll out 

process and we are working out objectives with landowners and access points. 

 

Mike R:  Not all the projects will be done in 2016.  It will take longer than a year to 

complete them. 

 

Jason S:  It is hard to say what goes on in 2016 and again in 2017.  There isn’t a lot to 

update at this point.  If anyone is interested in seeing final concepts, send me an email 

and I’ll get them to you. 

 

David H:  You mentioned comments.  What kind of comments are you looking for? 

 

Steve K:  We have numerous paths for comments.  Landowner comments, regulatory 

comments, technical comments from funding group/representatives and how they feel the 

projects will reach the desired goals. 

 

David H:  Our agency has some concerns.  The Entiat does pretty well.  There are some 

real concerns for projects in the wetlands.  We want to make sure that they are included 

in the comments. 
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Mike R:  Entiat enjoys a title of 4B, which means the action is most likely to succeed.  I 

am meeting with DOE to justify the actions already done with what we plan to have 

done.  

 

David H:  Whether the actions are documented is one of the objects of concern.  Every 

time something comes up, we want to take another look at the plan.  The pH of the water 

is important. 

 

Mike R:  It is good that the plan is in place.  It is an administrative formality to meet with 

DOE. 

 

Summer Monitoring Results 
 

Pamela N:  We will come to the April meeting with a presentation.  We have a person 

working on the fish data and an analysis.  She built a statistical model to analyze all the 

data entered for the fish counts and habitat action.  We have four years of data collected.  

We hope that is enough data to give us an idea.  We hope to see if changes need to be 

made in the data collection procedures.  We will have habitat results in April too.  We’ve 

looked at geomorphic changes in the river that have taken place.  This should be ready to 

go at the April meeting.  I hope it will be more satisfying than numbers.  This summer, 

the crews will excel.  We were shut out because of the fires last summer.  There were two 

sites on Polk Creek that we couldn’t access.  

 

Mike R:  The geomorphic can be detected from natural processes? 

 

Pamela N:  We did that in the Methow River.  We looked at the analysis and the fires had 

less impact than we expected.  The sediment in the river was not that much different.  If 

Mills Canyon sloughs, we should be able to pick that up.  We are back in the water in 

February or early March.  I’m working with Jason to get the schedule worked out. 

 

Keith V:  When the Polk area burned out, the river ran brown for a while.  Did that 

change get picked up? 

 

Pamela N:  All of our habitat sites are permanent, so we can keep a close eye on it. 

 

Keith V:  The sediment on the mouth of the river changed after the Polk fire.   

 

Pamela N:  The main message from Paul Hess is that it is the changes that come from 

catastrophic events that make the difference.  His report was very interesting.  If you 

want to enliven the meetings, this may be a way to engage landowners.  He had pictures 

of the trees from lookouts 50 years ago and now.  There is a big difference. 

 

Bob W:  Will the reports show the impact of the fires? 

 



7 
 

Pamela N:  You may pick up a change in the survival.  We were not allowed in the river 

during the fires, so we don’t know that.  We can attribute the impact of mudslides and 

survival. 

 

Bob W:  When you see the mudflow come down, there is no place for the fish to get 

away from it.  It was spawning season during the fires, and the fish were weaker.  So it 

will have an impact. 

 

Pamela N:  We picked up fish that suffocated in the mud. 

 

Travis Maitland:  The data can show the impact. 

 

Pamela N:  Most of the fish were in the lower river.  There was more of an impact on the 

steelhead juvenile.   

 

Bob W:  We saw a lot of adults trying to get out of the way at the rock weir. 

 

Travis M:  There will always be an increase in mortality during those times. 

 

Pamela N:  In terms of re-energizing by 2020, we hoped to have identified all the impacts 

from what has been accomplished in the river.  The next battle is to get roads stabilized 

so the watershed can be more stable.  There is only so much you can do. 

 

Steve K:  There is only so much sustainability. 

 

Pamela N:  All habitat instream work is done.  Folks still are not fishing.  The next item 

to work on is fishing in the watershed.  The Forest Service is grossly underfunded. 

 

Steve K:  They are stymied by law suits. 

 

Chris Clemons:  The Forest Service loses money for firefighting. 

 

Pamela N:  Be proactive. 

 

Chris C:  Most of the work they want to do is in the Peshastin.  The legislature has 

demanded that the roads in the Entiat be cut back.  They are focused more in the 

Peshastin area.  The campground closures may be a permanent thing because of debris 

flows.  There is a threat of folks getting trapped in an area. 

 

Keith V:  We have not seen the Forest Service attend the meeting. 

 

Pamela N:  I don’t know what their disengagement is. 

 

Chris C:  They told us what their priorities are and this isn’t one of them. 
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Mike R:  I will talk with them to see what their priorities are and re-engage them in the 

meetings.    

 

Pamela N:  It is disheartening to come to a meeting after a lot of preparation and not have 

a good attendance.   

 

Keith V:  It behooves us to make some calls and get more folks to come. 

 

Mike R:  I will make some calls for the April meeting, and ask them what they hope to 

get out of the meetings. 

 

Steve K:  Maybe there are too many meetings.  Maybe make the Planning Unit meeting a 

part of a larger meeting. 

 

Mike R:  We need to paint that entire big picture that explains why there is or isn’t a 

fishing season. 

 

Bob W:  We come to a lot of meetings.  What happens is the local folks didn’t get the 

true story from day one.  Or a different agenda from some of the presenters.  If it had all 

come out from the get go, there would be more attendance. 

 

Pamela N:  I think there is a lot of disconnect.  I think there is well intentioned people 

trying to do the best they can and it is hard to integrate everyone’s work together. 

 

Bob W:  that is the part that makes it hard to come. 

 

Pamela N:  It is a lack of trust. 

 

Bob W:  The Planning Unit has worked through a lot of that, and it is why we have come 

this far.  

 

David H:  Legislators change.  Government intentions change.  The whole plan can 

change.  If you have a good relationship with the mayor, and they are voted out, you have 

to start over. 

 

Pamela N:  Folks don’t attend when they don’t think they will be listened to.  It is a trust 

issue. 

 

Bob W:  We have waited to get fishing in the Entiat after all this time.  If there is not a 

supplemental plan in place to help with fish numbers, there will never be a fishing 

season.  The picture is different when you put all the pieces together. 

 

Mike R:  Trust is a big issue.  Why do you want us to participate when you already know 

what the answer is?  We have something to look forward to at the next meeting in April.  

 

Mike R:  Thank you for coming to the meeting! 
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Meeting Close-out, Evaluation and Adjournment 

 

Mike R:  The next Planning Unit meeting will be on April 1, 2015, 9:00 a.m., at the 

Entiat Grange Hall.  Please fill out an evaluation of the meeting before you leave.  They 

are found at the back table. 

 

Thank you for coming!  See you on April 1, 2015.    

 

The meeting adjourned at 10:35 a.m.    
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