
08 February 2022 

From:     Mary Repar  

To:         Columbia Gorge National Scenic Area Commission 

Subj:      Comments on the request to consider MP Amendment  

 

Dear Commissioners, 

These are additional comments (including the comments I will make at the Tuesday Zoom mtg) 
that I wish to be entered into the record regarding the Management Plan Amendment request 
made by Mr.  Erin Haglund. 

Mr. Haglund has the right to ask for a plan amendment.   The commission, however, does 
not have to grant that request.  The staff report clearly states that no significant changes have 
occurred to warrant a Amendment.  Frankly, this aspect of the plan amendment process has 
always puzzled me:  why would significant changes happen in the NSA without the Gorge 
Commission being involved in the first place and putting a halt to any significant changes, 
especially human-made changes, that would conflict with the first clause of the NSAA:  The 
purposes of the CRGNSA Act are:  (i) To establish a national scenic area to protect and provide 
for the enhancement of the scenic, cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the 
Columbia River Gorge. 

The request for an amendment appears to be more market-based than reality based.  I 
oppose any plan amendment before all the counties have even adopted the MP update that was 
just completed.  And, there is no significant change, according to the staff report which would 
give the GC the authority to grant a plan amendment request. 

Besides, the GC has more than enough on its work plan plate to keep you all busy into 
mid-century. 

And, I think there are other things that are much more important in our efforts to protect 
the National Scenic Area from over-development and the human urge to keep taking and taking 
from an environment that can only give so much. 

First, the vital indicators project needs to be fully implemented with baselines established 
for all indicators that were agreed upon in 2007.  The baselines are critical to the success of the 
VIP and in establishing metrics to test that success. (As a member of the Community Advisory 
Team that originated the project with the Technical Advisory Teams, I think calling it the Vital 
Indicators Project more clearly and concisely and forcefully states what the project entails:  
indicators.)  All the resources of the GC should go toward fully gathering all the data needed to 
assess the state of the NSA and all its resources.  To that end, the majority of staff time should be 
dedicated to ensuring that VIP is fully funded in staff time and monies, and coordinated with 
other pertinent agencies.  Staff will, at some point, be asked to implement the VIP and coordinate 



with regional agencies to ensure that the NSA is protected, and, if needed, policies are put in 
place to ensure that protection. 

Second, there are other things that I believe the GC needs to pay attention to.:  Gorge air 
quality (which never really went anywhere in 2007) and the Regional Haze Program (which I do 
not recall you all doing in 2021).  The Oregon Department of Ecology and the SW Clean Air 
Agency really tried to make a dent in the politics of the situation but did not succeed.  It is time 
to revisit the issues of air quality and regional Haze in the NSA.  Also, we all realize that climate 
change is upon us if we are ready or not and some if not all of that climate change is human 
caused.  For example, we all see the contrails that are left over the NSA.  Pre-covid, there would 
be anywhere from 10 to 20 contrails every day over the NSA.  COVID-19 did one thing, it 
helped our environments!  These contrails can spread out for tens of miles and they don’t go 
away for hours.  See article below.  The GC should be involved in this aspect of NSA air quality 
and that needs to get in the work plan.  VIP will address some air quality issues but contrails 
were not an indicator. 

Air quality and climate change: Contrails 

https://e360.yale.edu/features/how-airplane-contrails-are-helping-make-the-planet-warmer 

“So in the longer run, if we want to shut down global warming, there is no alternative to curbing 
CO2 emissions. But if the world wants a big short-term contribution from aircraft to keeping us 
below some specific temperature target, such as 1.5 degrees C, then action on contrails can 
provide it. Within days it would take some of the heat out of the atmosphere. It could, says 
Kärcher, “buy time to more substantially reduce aircraft CO2 emissions.”” 

Air Quality in the NSA:  DEQ AND SWCAA 

https://www.swcleanair.gov/docs/ColumbiaRiverGorge/ColumbiaGorgeAirStrategyDocum
ent-Final.pdf 

“Executive Summary  

Introduction  

This Columbia River Gorge Strategy brings together a regional approach and plan that includes 
emission reduction strategies to drive continued visibility improvements in the future and help 
guard against long-term visibility degradation from current levels.  

Recommendation  

The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality and Southwest Clean Air Agency recommend 
that the Gorge Commission approve our key strategy of using requirements of the federal 
Regional Haze Program as the vehicle and framework for improving visibility in the Gorge. The 
Regional Haze Program, required by the Clean Air Act, has already been successful in achieving 
significant reductions in haze causing pollution, and will continue to be the primary means of 

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-018-04068-0
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-018-04068-0
https://www.swcleanair.gov/docs/ColumbiaRiverGorge/ColumbiaGorgeAirStrategyDocument-Final.pdf
https://www.swcleanair.gov/docs/ColumbiaRiverGorge/ColumbiaGorgeAirStrategyDocument-Final.pdf


addressing haze reduction across the Pacific Northwest in the years to come. The agencies 
recommend specifically tracking Gorge air quality each time the Regional Haze Plan is updated 
to ensure that the regional strategies continue to benefit air quality in the Scenic Area.” 

Air Quality:  Regional Haze 

https://www.epa.gov/visibility/regional-haze-program 

The rule requires the states, in coordination with the Environmental Protection Agency, the 
National Park Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Forest Service, and other 
interested parties, to develop and implement air quality protection plans to reduce the pollution 
that causes visibility impairment. The first State plans for regional haze were due in December 
2007. States, tribes, and five multi-jurisdictional regional planning organizations worked 
together to develop the technical basis for these plans. Comprehensive periodic revisions to these 
initial plans are currently due in 2021, 2028, and every 10 years thereafter. 

 

       Third,  as I’ve mentioned in previous comments, the Columbia River Treaty is being 
updated and I believe it behooves the GC to put in comments about those things that affect the 
NSA and our ecosystems that are affected by the actions of others.  Our ecosystems and the 
resources within are all affected by all the actions that occur along the Columbia River.  The GC 
is responsible for those resources and the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS AND EFFECTS upon 
them.  The USGS has a very good report that summarizes what these resources are.  See 

https://www.usgs.gov/geology-and-ecology-of-national-parks/ecology-columbia-river-gorge-
national-scenic-area 

Columbia River treaty update 2024 

History and Background 

Signed in 1961, the Columbia River Treaty calls for two “entities” to be designated to implement 
arrangements under the Treaty — a U.S. Entity and a Canadian Entity. The U.S. Entity, 
designated by the President , consists of the Administrator of the Bonneville Power 
Administration  (chair) and the Northwestern Division Engineer (member) of the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers . The Canadian Entity, appointed by the Canadian Federal Cabinet, is the 
British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority (B.C. Hydro ). 

The year 2024 is a significant date for the Treaty, as the current flood risk management 
provisions change to a less-defined approach. In addition, it is the earliest date at which the 
Treaty can be terminated, provided that either Canada or the United States provides ten years’ 
written notice. 

The U.S. Entity forwarded its recommendation  concerning the future of the Columbia River 
Treaty with Canada to the U.S. Department of State on December 13, 2013. Known as the 
“Regional Recommendation,” the U.S. Entity developed this recommendation in collaboration 

https://www.epa.gov/visibility/regional-haze-program
https://www.epa.gov/visibility/visibility-regional-planning-organizations
https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/codification/executive-order/11177.html
https://www.bpa.gov/Pages/home.aspx
https://www.bpa.gov/Pages/home.aspx
http://www.usace.army.mil/
http://www.usace.army.mil/
https://www.bchydro.com/index.html
https://www.bpa.gov/Projects/Initiatives/crt/CRT-Regional-Recommendation-eFINAL.pdf


and consultation with the region through an extensive, multi-year Columbia River Treaty 
Review. The constructive involvement of the region’s states, federally recognized tribes, and 
hundreds of stakeholders helped the U.S. Entity reach this important milestone. With the 
conclusion of the Regional Recommendation process, the U.S. government conducted a review 
concerning the post-2024 future of the Treaty. (See also the cover letter  sent to the U.S. 
Department of State regarding the Regional Recommendation.) 

While the importance of the Basin’s ecosystem has long been recognized and valued by those in 
the region, the Treaty does not identify ecosystem considerations. Significant efforts to address 
ecosystem concerns began in the 1980s through various avenues, and the region, principally 
through its electric utility ratepayers, has invested hundreds of millions of dollars annually to 
achieve ecosystem mitigation and improvements throughout the Basin over the intervening 
decades. In addition, the United States and Canadian entities in 1993 began using the flexibility 
in the Treaty to assist in meeting Endangered Species Act (ESA) requirements and to address 
ecosystem considerations on an annual basis through actions such as flow augmentation 
agreements. While it is recognized that significant ecological improvements are being 
implemented and realized in a number of critical areas and are anticipated to continue over 
time.1 

Accordingly, the region’s goal is for the United States and Canada to develop a modernized 
framework for the Treaty that ensures a more resilient and healthy ecosystem-based function 
throughout the Columbia River Basin while maintaining an acceptable level of flood risk and 
assuring reliable and economic hydropower benefits. Therefore, it is important to achieve a 
modernized framework for the Treaty that balances power production, flood risk management, 
and ecosystem-based function as the primary purposes, while also recognizing and implementing 
all authorized purposes. 

 

      Fourth, and final, water is the new oil in our NSA.  Everyone wants it but it is a limited 
resource and should be vigilantly and diligently guarded.  There are water issues in the NSA, 
from Mosier’s aquifer depletion and hookup issues, to White Salmon and Hood River’s 
dependence on melting glaciers,  to wells drying up in Skamania County, to people not having 
water from July to September because creeks have run dry, the issue is here and now and the GC 
has a responsibility to preserve and enhance this natural resource while we still can, through 
policies that ensure that we have water for future generations.  I point this out because I think 
some people are shortsighted about our future water needs, such as The Dalles governing bodies.  
Although urban areas are outside the GC purview, water sometimes has no boundaries and is 
regional in Nature.  And, it certainly does not help transparency, and accountability, when people 
keep secret about how much water industry is actually using.  Water is part of our commons and 
should be open sourced.  And, that resource needs to be a priority in the Vital Indicators Project.  

Google call center The Dalles:  Water Resources 

https://www.opb.org/article/2021/11/09/google-the-dalles-water-data-center/ 

https://www.bpa.gov/Projects/Initiatives/crt/CRT-Cover-Letter-eFINAL.pdf


“Under the agreement approved Monday, Google will transfer those water rights to the city of 
The Dalles. Google will then pay to access the water it needs at the new facilities via the city 
utility. 

City officials have refused to reveal how much water Google is requesting for the proposed data 
centers, which has been the primary frustration for area residents. The company considers water 
use at its facilities a proprietary trade secret and forbids disclosure.” 

         If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.  Thank you. 

 

/E-SIGNATURE/MARY REPAR  

 


