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WRIA 59 WATERSHED PLANNING PROJECT 
CALCULATING USED TO DEVELOP THE 

WRIA 59 FUTURE WATER NEEDS REPORTS 
2/5/2004 

The WRIA 59 Water Quantity & Instream Flow Committee was tasked to research and develop a report 
of the future water needs for the Colville River Watershed, as one of the required information sets for the 
Plan.  As part of their research, this committee consulted with the agricultural/farming community, the 
WSU Extension Office, Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Office, Department of Ecology’s 
Water Resources Office, and other local entities, to gather as much available data for the development of 
the Estimated WRIA 59 Future Water Use Reports.  

In January 2004, the Water Quantity & Instream Flow Committee finalized and approved the following 
future water use calculations to help complete the Future Water Needs Reports for the WRIA 59 
Watershed Plan.  The Committee submitted these calculations to the WRIA 59 Planning Team on 
February 5, 2004, where the report was approved for inclusion into the Plan.  The report was also 
forwarded to US Geological Survey (USGS) to provide direction to USGS for processing the Planning 
Team’s Ground Water (GW) Scenarios for the WRIA 59 GW Model, developed by USGS and scheduled 
for completion in September 2004.  (The final WRIA 59 GW Model results and report will be referenced 
in the Watershed Plan.) 

IRRIGATION – FUTURE WATER USE:  

In dealing with a ‘closed basin’, the Planning Team had difficulty in developing actual estimated future 
water use, since under current regulations, very limited new water rights were being issues.  Therefore, to 
estimate the future irrigation water needs, the following calculations were used: 

To begin with, the number of acres of proposed irrigation in the pending water right applications with 
Dept. of Ecology was used, which total approximately 1,700 acres in the past 14-year period, as a basis 
for pent-up demand for future irrigation water.  Next, the following equation was used for establishing the 
calculations for estimating the future irrigation water needs: 

  1,700 acres of irrigation (pent-up demand)  

(divided by)       14 yrs. of applications on record (as of yr. 2001) 

     120 acres of irrigation (estimated avg. per year of irrigated acre requests.) 

(multiply) x   23 years (to project estimated irrigation increase out to year 2025) 

  2,760 acres of irrigation increase by 2025 (a 38.4% increase by year 2025.) 

(add)            +7,190 acres in irrigation as of 3/14/2002 

TOTAL 9,950 ** estimated acres in irrigation as of 2025. 

(**Footnote: The estimated future irrigation water use needs were based on existing new water right 
applications at the Department of Ecology, and do not take into account the fact that WRIA 59 has been a 
closed basin to new surface water allocations since 1977, and ground water allocations since 1994.  
Furthermore, this knowledge being public, it is possible that new water right applications were not filed in 
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the numbers that were estimated had the basin been open.  Therefore, it is possible that these estimates 
could be greatly underestimated.) 

ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE OF SW & GW NEEDED FOR FUTURE IRRIGATION NEEDS:  

In the 3/14/02 Irrigation Water Use Report, 87% of the current water use stated was surface water, and 
13% was ground water.  The Planning Team agreed that the percentages of surface and ground water for 
future water use would likely be the exact opposite of the current use, as follows: future irrigation water 
use would likely be at a ratio of 20% or less from surface water and 80%+ from ground water.  This 
change would be due to limitations on the area’s surface water resources, and the potential water 
resources identified in the basin’s lower confined aquifer outlined in the results of the USGS WRIA 59 
Water Resources Assessment Report.  Members also recommended that the ratio of acre feet irrigation 
per acre for future water use be changed to 2 ac. ft. per year instead of the current 3 ac. ft. per year, due to 
increased efficiencies in new irrigation systems and per average actual needs of the area’s crops. 

MUNICIPAL – FUTURE WATER USE:  

The three municipalities of Chewelah, Colville, and Kettle Falls all have provided future projections of 
water use for the next 20 years.  Those percentages averaged as follows for calculating the future water 
needs for each individual municipality below: 

 City of Chewelah:  1.4% estimated increase per year for Chewelah South, and 
    5.0% est. increase per year for Chewelah North (golf course area) 
 City of Colville:  2.7% estimated increase per year. 
 City of Kettle Falls: 1.2% estimated increase per year. 
 

GROUP A PUBLIC WATER SYSTEMS AND EXEMPT WELLS- FUTURE WATER USE:  

For the unincorporated areas of WRIA 59, per Stevens County’s draft Comprehensive Plan, the estimated 
population growth was averaged at an estimated 1.8% increase per year.  The Committee recommends 
using the same estimated 1.8% increase per year for calculating the Group A Public Water Systems 
AND Exempt Wells future water needs. 

INDUSTRIAL – FUTURE WATER USE:  

In reviewing the draft Stevens County Comprehensive Plan, a 1% increase per year was the average 
estimate for industrial growth in the unincorporated areas of the County.  The Committee recommends 
using the estimated 1% increase per year for calculating the industrial future water needs. 

Livestock – Future Water Use:  

The USDA 2002 Livestock Reports were used to develop the 3/14/02 WRIA 59 Livestock Water Use 
Report.  To calculate the future water needs for livestock in WRIA 59, the past 5 years of USDA 
livestock reports for Stevens County were reviewed, and then the averaged percentage of increase or 
decrease resulting from surveying the 5-years of data was applied to each category.  The livestock future 
water needs calculations were figured on the below four categories, along with the projected annual 
changes: 

1. Dairy Cows:        0% increase 
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2. All other cattle/calves:   0.2% increase 

3. Hogs and pigs:    14.3% decrease 

4. Sheep and lambs.   3.6% increase. 

The overall estimated average in future livestock watering was estimated at a 2.63% decrease. 

NOTE: All other area livestock water use, including horses were included in the 3/14/02 Estimated 
Current Domestic Exempt Well Water Use Reports. 

WRIA 59 Watershed Planning 
Future Public Water Needs & Maximum Water Rights Report 

Revised 8/18/04 
Max. Existing Water Usage (Acre-feet) 
Water Rights 

Water System 

(Acre-feet) 
2000 Actual 2025 Estimate 

  City of Colville 2,240 1,516 2,539 
  City of Kettle Falls 4,509 1,479 1,923 
  City of Chewelah    
  North 337 69 261 
  South 966 848 1,200 
  Stevens P.U.D. Systems    
  Loon Lake 624 189 274 
  Addy 270 49 71 
  Waitts Lake 518 69 100 
  Deer Lake 625 * 173 251 
  Jump Off Joe 28* 33 48 
  Valley 358 26 38 
  Echo Estates 33 10 30 

 
The PUD is currently applying to move 30 acre-feet from Deer Lake to Jump Off Joe, which, if approved, would change 

these amounts by 30-feet, respectively.   
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APPENDIX C2 
  

 
WRIA 59 WATERSHED PLANNING PROJECT 

PARKING LOT ITEMS  
FROM MISSION, ISSUES, GOALS, OBJECTIVES, & ALTERNATIVES 

 
TO BE CONSIDERED DURING 

IMPLEMENTATION OR FUTURE WATERSHED PLAN UPDATE 
 

10/28/04 
 

I.  Miscellaneous Recommended Actions 
 
(1) WRIA 59 Ground Water Model Scenarios: 
 

Due to limited time and budget, USGS was not able to accept all of the Planning Team’s 
recommended scenarios to be ran on the GW Model during it’s development.  The Planning Team 
had developed 11 scenarios and only eight could be incorporated into the USGS work.  Therefore, 
the Planning Team asked that scenarios # 7, 8, and 9 be placed into the Parking Lot for future 
considerations for testing on the model once it is completed and in operation in Stevens County: 
 
1. (#7 scenario) Focus on Loon Lake area and effects of future water demands on the surface 

water (lakes and streams). Run model with new wells or increased usage from existing wells. 
 

2. (#8 scenario) Focus on Chewelah Golf Course area for effects of future wells to water golf 
course might have on surface water. 200 more homes. 

 
3. (#9 scenario) Run model for effects of use of springs or a pond in the Mill Creek area. 90-150 

gpm summer irrigation. 
  

  
(2) Duties of Full Time Water Master – Alternative Action: 
 

This recommended action was taken out of the MIGOA actions on 3/9/04, to be 
considered at a future date: 
 
Review locations of new well applications, in sensitive (critical water resource areas.)  
These areas are to be determined through technical assessments, use of new ground 
water mode, and other appropriate water resource tools for the watershed.)  A future 
Stevens County ordinance may be necessary, depending upon results of ground water 
model, to guide the reviews of well applications in sensitive areas. 
 

(3) Original 4/16/04 Recommendation re Irrigation Provisions under Exempt Well 
Law  

 
This goal, objective and recommended actions were extracted from recommendations 
by Planning Team – 9/2/04.  The Planning Team elected to have this action saved in the 
Appendix C Parking Lot items, and used again at a later date if/as needed IF the 
current Kim Court Case ruling on the Exempt Well Statute changes.  If the ruling no 
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longer covers commercial irrigation under Exempt Well Statute, then consider adding 
this action back into the Plan during implementation or a future update to the plan.  
For additional information on the Kim Case, see Section 1.2.3.2.1 under title, ‘Water 
Resource Case Law Applicable to WRIA 59’ of this Plan. 

 
Goal: CHANGE EXEMPT WELL LAW TO INCLUDE IRRIGATION FOR 

COMMERCIAL PURPOSES UNDER THE 5000 GPD LIMITATION 
 
Objective: Change Exempt Well Law to allow commercial irrigation use under the exempt well 
uses, and to increase the 1/2 acre use limitation in the exempt well statute (RCW 90.44.050).  The 
purpose of the requested changes is to provide for the maximum net benefits for the people from 
exempt well water, and to help provide increased economic opportunities within the watershed 
(per RCW 90.54.020(2)), while staying within the 5000 gallon per day (gpd) use limit.  By 
increasing the ½-acre limitation for irrigation, wise management practices could extend the 
acreage irrigated through drip-irrigation and/or other water conservation practices. 
 
Action: #1: Petition Legislators to change the Exempt Well Statute to include 'Irrigation for 
Commercial Purposes', and to increase the 1/2 acre use limitation, provided that water usage does 
not exceed the 5000 gpd limit.  
(Other wording considered was to replace the wording after ‘Well Statute’, to add in wording from 
RCW 90.44.050, after not exceeding one-half acre in area’ to say ‘or commercial gardens of any 
size, using high tech, low volume conservation techniques, provided that the water usage does not 
exceed the 5000 gpd limit.’) 
 
Action #2: Obligate Ecology to issue water rights for Irrigation for Commercial Purposes for 
WRIA 59, according to the revised Exempt Well Statute. 
 

(4) RE: Adjudication of Watershed: 
 

This recommendation came in after the Planning Team had already provided direction for the 
Adjudication of WRIA 59 Watershed recommended actions.  Therefore, this recommended action 
was placed in Parking Lot for possible future consideration: 
 
On Water Quantity Table, Goal #3, Objective ‘g’, Action #i: Instead of stating ‘Petition 
Legislators to change existing adjudication process in Washington State to meet this objective’, 
change wording to ‘In accordance with RCW 90.03.105, obligate Ecology to perform an 
adjudication of the watershed’ so that this would be the first action for Objective #g. 
 

(5) RE: Short-Term Temporary Permits: 
 

This recommended action was moved to the Parking Lot for future consideration, if needed, once 
instream flows are completed and approved.  If short-term temporary permits are not approved, 
then reuse the following recommended action:  
 
On Water Quantity Table, Goal #3, Objective ‘h’, new action #i: #3(h)i: Obligate Ecology to 
establish and administer an emergency rule to implement ‘Short Term Permitting Objective’. 

 
(6) Misc. Early Considerations that were not carried forward: 

a) Consider including climatic impacts on watershed planning (contact: University of 
Washington, ‘Climate Impacts Group’, (206) 616-5349) 

b) Consider projects that would improve fish habitat by returning portions of the river to original 
habitat/stream bed. 
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c) Work with US Fish & Wildife to develop a candidate species conservation agreement for 
West Slope Cutthroat Trout. 

d)  
 
 
II. Implementation Phase – Items for Consideration 
 
(1) Recommended Tasks for Implementation Team (Phase IV work): 
 

Stevens County submitted the following discussion paper during the public comment period on the 
8/25/04 Draft Watershed Plan.  The Planning Team chose to place this document into the 
Appendix C Parking Lot, for consideration of providing additional guidelines to assist the 
Planning Team during Phase IV – Implementation: 
 
QUESTIONS FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION TEAM’S CONSIDERATION: An area of 
concern is how the Watershed Plan will integrate in the overall planning on land use for the 
County.  When the Implementation Team works on developing the specific details for the issues, 
goals, objectives, and alternative actions of this Plan, it will be important to task the Team to 
question their actions to determine what the future management and prioritization of each 
recommended actions.  Rhetorically, the following questions, for example, would help illuminate 
the long-term concepts that need to be clearly answered for the public benefit: 

a. What, specifically, will be managed? 
b. If it is water storage, who will be responsible? 
c. Who will directly benefit from the project(s)? 
d. Is it going to fall upon other appropriate agencies to do the work, such as the 

Conservation District, which has traditionally been more involved in these issues than 
other agencies? 

e. Will the municipalities receive more water allocation? 
f. Will the PUD systems receive more water allocation? 
g. What is the intended purpose to conserve water? 
h. Is it for mitigation of low flow to open the basin and eventually be set to issue more 

water rights? 
i. Or is it to control the promulgation of exempt wells? 
j. Will policies be asked for to restrict the drilling of exempt wells in areas that are 

proven to be short of water? 
k. There are instances in counties that lack water in certain areas where drilling 

moratoriums have been set.  Is this envisioned as a function of the watershed advisory 
group? 

 
(2) Draft Framework Objective & Action Items: 

 
RE: Objective #2 and all four actions for Planning Issue #1, Goal 4:  During the final reviews 
of the Draft Watershed Plan, the Planning Team elected to take out Objective #2 and all four 
actions of the developed recommendations for Issue #1, Goal #4, and place this section into the 
Parking Lot to be considered again during implementation.  The Planning Team could not come 
to agreement on the specifics outlined in the recommendations below, and chose to move the 
detailed work on into implementation phase to be revisited at that time for completion.    
 
Objective 2: ESTABLISH STEVENS COUNTY WATE RESOURCE ADVISORY GROUP: 
To provide continued opportunity for local citizens to work together with local and state 
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governments on the on-going implementation of the WRIA 59 management of the watershed’s 
water resources on into the future. 
 
Action 1: Through an Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) process, between the County and the 
Implementation Team, at the end of Phase IV, set up a WRIA 59 Water Resources Management 
Board (Board) that will take the place of the Implementation Team, to ensure continuation of the 
local management of the water resources in accordance to the WRIA 59 Watershed Plan. 
 
Action 2: Obligate Stevens County Legislative Authorities to appoint the Board, to provide on-
going local recommendations and coordination for the management of the WRIA 59 water 
resources, in accordance to the WRIA 59 Watershed Plan and current laws, including the 
development of local water resource policies that are consistent with Stevens County 
Comprehensive Plan, and consistent with the authority of the County, and with the Watershed 
Plan Laws, case laws, and work together with federal agencies in a collaborative process 
regarding water resources on federal (public) lands (through a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 
between the County and appropriate federal agencies). 
 
Action 3: Obligate Stevens County Legislative Authorities to set up the Board so that the Board 
will be made up of local citizens and government representatives.  The Board will include, but is 
not limited to representation from each of the following interest groups: Ag/Farming Irrigators, 
Livestock Associations, Business, Building and Realtor Associations, Environmental/Conservation 
Groups, Forestry/Natural Resources Groups, Stevens County Planning Commission*, Stevens 
County Water Conservancy Board, Municipal and Public Water Systems, Private Landowners with 
exempt wells, together with other local and state governments, NRCS, SCCD, USFS, and 
USFWS.  The Board will be advisory to and accountable to the Stevens County Commissioners. 

 
The intent of the Watershed Planning Team by setting up the Board and throughout 
implementation of the Watershed Plan, to provide ongoing local public input into the local water 
resource management process. 
 
Action 4: Recommend that a Technical Advisory Group be formed to provide input to the WRIA 
59 Water Resources Management Board.  The Technical Advisory Group could be made up of, 
but not be limited to representation from the following groups: Environmental/Conservation 
Groups, Forestry/Natural Resources Groups, Stevens County Planning Commission, Stevens 
County Water Conservancy Board, Municipal and Public Water Systems, Private Landowners 
with exempt wells, together with other local and state governments, NRCS, SCCD, USFS, and 
USFWS. 



 

APPENDIX D 
DEVELOPMENT AND COMMENTS ON MISSION, ISSUES, 

GOALS, OBJECTIVES, AND ALTERNATIVE 
SOLUTIONS OF ORIGINAL WRIA 59 WATERSHED 

PLAN (2004) 
 

 

Note: Due to the size of this document, Appendix D is not printed in this edition of the 
Watershed Plan.  Copies are available upon request from: 

 Stevens County, Watershed Planning Office 
 Stevens County Courthouse Annex, 215 S. Oak Street, Colville WA  99114 
 (509) 685-2832 



 

 

APPENDIX E 
COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON 01/19/07 DRAFT 

WRIA 59 WATERSHED PLAN VERSION 2.0 



For Appendix E: 
 

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES REVIEW PROCESS 
ON 

1/19/07 DRAFT WRIA 59 WATERSHED PLAN, VERSION 2.0: 
 

The WRIA 59 Planning Team, with the assistance of Golder Associates performed the 2006 – 2007 
update to the original WRIA 59 Watershed Plan (2004).  The purpose of the update was to make the 
text consistent with the WRIA 59 Watershed Detailed Implementation Plan (March 2006). 
 
Public notices and news releases were placed in the Chewelah Independent, and news releases in the 
Statesman Examiner announcing a 30-day public comment period from January 23 through February 
26, 2007.  Announcement was also posted on the Stevens County Website: www.co.stevens.wa.us 
Along with an electronic copy of the revised Draft Watershed Plan.  Hard copies and CDs of the 
Draft Watershed Plan were distributed to the Planning Team and made available at the Stevens 
County Courthouse Annex, located at 215 S. Oak Street, Colville, Washington. 
 
Two sets of comments were received during the public comment period, both from Planning Team 
members.  One set of typed comments was received from Wes McCart, on behalf of the Stevens 
County Farm Bureau (see attached.)  The other set of comments submitted by Dick Price, on behalf 
of Stevens PUD, were hand written onto a copy of the 1/19/07 Draft Watershed Plan. 
 
On March 1, 2007, the WRIA 59 Plan Update Committee reviewed the comments.  The changes and 
corrections approved by the Committee were incorporated and written onto a copy of the 1/19/07 
Draft Watershed Plan, and then forwarded to Golder Associates on March 7, 2007 for processing. 
 
A copy of the corrections submitted to Golder Associates will be retained in the Stevens County 
Watershed Planning Office for the project records. 
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 PO BOX 618, Colville, Washington  99114                                                 (509)258-4041 
 
 
February 26, 2007 
 
To:  Linda Kiefer 
       WRIA 59 Watershed Project Manager 
       215 S. Oak Street – Courthouse Annex 
       Colville, WA  99114 
 
From:  Wesley L. McCart 
            Stevens County Farm Bureau - President 
            4979 Lyons Hill Rd 
            Springdale, WA  99173 
 
Subject:  WRIA 59 Colville River Watershed Plan 
                Draft Version 2.0 dated January 19, 2007 
 
 
On behalf of the Stevens County Farm Bureau, please allow me to comment on the 
following items that need attention: 
 
1)  Page 25 – Section 3.1.3, Table 1, Issue #1, Goals #4, Objectives “a”, Alternative 
Solutions “i”:  The first sentence states that “... a MOA to be signed by Ecology and 
Stevens County ...”.  In order for this to be consistent with the Detailed Implementation 
Plan and/or current activities, “Stevens County” needs to be replaced with “Stevens 
County or the Board and/or WMP”.  Currently, the draft MOA is designated to be signed 
by Ecology, the Chair of the WMP and the Chair of the Board. 
 
2)  Page 45 – Section 4.1.1, Table 5, Reference Number 4(a)ii:  This states that “Stevens 
County or WMP (when established) is obligated to provide for ongoing administrative 
‘oversight’ for implementation and updates of the WRIA 59 Colville River Watershed 
Plan and DIP.  I would suggest that the committee with the input of the entities that will 
sign on to the WMP rewrite this entire action.  First, the WMP has no “oversight” 
functions.  The definition of the WMP in the by-laws and as defined in the DIP is to 
“provide the legal mechanism to apply for and administer the funding for the ongoing 
administration of the WMP and Board activities.  The WMP is set up as a funding 
organization only and has no oversight responsibility for implementation.  Second, I 
believe that in order to maintain oversight and accountability to the voters of Stevens 
County, the Commissioner should retain the ability to approve updates of the Plans as per 
RCW 90.82.  The committee may want to check the RCW, but the county legislative 
authority may not be able to abrogate their authority for Plan updates to another entity.  
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Finally, implementation of the Plan will be the responsibility of the Board in conjunction 
with the WMP, with the County taking a supporting role as a member of the WMP. 
 
3)  Page 45 – Section 4.1.1, last sentence:  This last sentence states “Stevens County or 
WMP (when established) is also obligated to support implementing and updating this 
Plan.”  Please see explanation from comment #2 above. 
 
4)  Page 47 – Section 4.1.2, Table 6, Reference Number 3(c)i:  In the first sentence after 
“WMP”, please add and/or Board.  This is to remain consistent with the DIP.  It may also 
be noteworthy that the make up and diversity of the Board is spelled out in the by-laws of 
the Board.  It may be necessary to state in the Plan that this part of the by-laws, that 
maintains diversity in the Board make-up, is to be maintained as per the Plan spelled out 
in this obligation.   
 
5)  Pages 66-67 – Section 5.2.3:  There seems to be missing language from the bottom of 
page 66 to the top of page 67.  Page 66 ends on a period, yet page 67 seems to start out in 
the middle of a sentence.  We need to recover this “missing” language. 
 
6)  Page 88 – Appendices, Appendix A2:  Although I have no objection to including the 
final drafts of the interlocal agreement, the Board by-laws, and the WMP by-laws, as 
these have tentative approval of the Team, I strongly object to including a draft version of 
the MOA between Ecology and the WMP and Board.  This draft #7 that is included here 
is a work in progress that is as of this date on draft #10 and grossly incomplete.  Further, 
none of the draft MOA documents have been reviewed or seen by the team.  I believe it is 
a public disservice to include documents in this Plan that have NOT been reviewed by the 
Team and are at best incomplete and misleading.  Please include any MOA in this area 
ONLY after review and acceptance (conditional upon legal review or other) by the Team. 
 
 
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this draft watershed plan and wish to thank 
the WRIA 59 Administration Committee, Planning Team, and other involved individuals 
for their hard work in this endeavor. 
 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me in you have any questions about these comments. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Wesley L. McCart 
Stevens County Farm Bureau – President 



 

 

APPENDIX F 
WRIA 59 WATER RESOURCES OF THE GROUND-

WATER SYSTEM IN THE UNCONSOLIDATED 
DEPOSITS OF THE COLVILLE RIVER WATERSHED 

(USGS, 2003) 
 

 

Note: Due to the size of this document, Appendix F is not printed in this Watershed Plan.  
Copies are available upon request from: 

 Stevens County, Watershed Planning Office 
 Stevens County Courthouse Annex, 215 S. Oak Street, Colville WA  99114 
 (509) 685-2832 



 

 

APPENDIX G 
WRIA 59 CONCEPTUAL MODEL AND NUMERICAL 

SIMULATION OF THE GROUND-WATER-FLOW 
SYSTEM IN THE UNCONSOLIDATED DEPOSITS OF 

THE COLVILLE RIVER WATERSHED  
(USGS, 2004) 

 

 

Note: Due to the size of this document, Appendix G is not printed in this Watershed Plan.  
Copies are available upon request from: 

 Stevens County, Watershed Planning Office 
 Stevens County Courthouse Annex, 215 S. Oak Street, Colville WA  99114 
 (509) 685-2832 



 

 

APPENDIX H 
WRIA 59 MULTI-PURPOSE WATER STORAGE 

ASSESSMENT REPORT  
(BROWN AND CALDWELL, 2003) 

 

 

Note: Due to the size of this document, Appendix H is not printed in this Watershed Plan.  
Copies are available upon request from: 

 Stevens County, Watershed Planning Office 
 Stevens County Courthouse Annex, 215 S. Oak Street, Colville WA  99114 
 (509) 685-2832 



 

 

APPENDIX I 
WRIA 59 WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT REPORT 

(GOLDER ASSOCIATES INC., 2004) 
 

Note: Due to the size of this document, Appendix I is not printed in this Watershed Plan.  
Copies are available upon request from: 

 Stevens County, Watershed Planning Office 
 Stevens County Courthouse Annex, 215 S. Oak Street, Colville WA  99114 
 (509) 685-2832 
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