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July 2002

We Remember.

The photograph on this page shows 
one of the large logs and rootballs 
called large woody debris (LWD) that 
King County Department of Natural 
Resources and Parks (DNRP) placed in 
the Cedar River. On June 20, 
2002 ,  t h i r t een- ye a r -o ld 
Summer Stone became 
entrapped under the boulder 
that was placed as part of this 
LW D ins ta l la t ion whi le 
swimming with friends in the 
river. She lies in Children’s 
Hospital fighting for her life.

DNRP thinks that LWD is the 
neatest thing since fish 
hatcheries in the fight to save 
commercial salmon fishermen. 
They continue to place LWD in 
King County streams even 
though they have known the 
dangers to humans since 
1997. In June of 1997 King 
County Hearing Examiner 
Titus upheld the public safety 
portion of a SEPA appeal 
championed by Kirkland 
engineer Roger Lowe. That portion of 
the appeal asked the question, “Will the 
proposed installation [of large woody
debris] endanger boaters, anglers, 
swimmers, inner-tubers, mattress 
rafters, other river users or any person 
who may accidentally find her/himself in 

the water?” The answer was “Yes!”

But since commercial fishing is more 
important than children, the LWD 
installations went ahead. Mr. Titus 

forced some procedural and design 
guidelines on DNRP but did not stop 
the project. In hindsight, those 
guidelines certainly didn’t help Summer 
Stone. Even those requirements 
expired on April 15, 2002.

DNRP is now busy loading May Creek 
with large woody deathtraps. Several 
pieces have been placed on the 
County-owned property where 164th 
crosses May Creek in May Valley. That 

property is DNRP’s half 
million dollar flood project for 
May Valley. They are placing 
LWD there to trap more silt 
in that reach to replace the 
silt and garbage that Chuck 
Pillon removed last year. 
With help from the beaver 
dam on that site they may be 
able to get the water back 
over the road by this winter.

They also have a project 
about to start that will place 
up to 90 logs in the upper 
part of May Creek Canyon 
(between Coal Creek 
Parkway and the mouth of 
Honey Creek). Even though 
DNRP admits that the LWD 
will increase erosion in the 
canyon they want to try to 
improve the habitat for the 

three king salmon that sometimes 
come there from the Cedar River. Their 
intention (see the King County 
Environmental Checklist—May Creek 
Canyon Stream Restoration Project 
prepared by Senior Engineer Kathryn 

(Continued on page 2)
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Habitat evangelists believe that LWD 
makes a stream more “natural.” Any 
stream that has trees growing by it 
will have trees in it at some point. 
Water flow typically erodes the 
banks on the outside of turns in the 

stream because of the faster flow 
found there. That erosion will eventu-
ally cause the trees growing there to 
lose their footing and fall into the wa-
ter. Those trees will get swept down-
stream and eventually hang up on 
the typically shallower, slower inside 
of a curve. 

In an attempt to prevent that bank 
erosion, LWD is often placed on the 
outside bank of curves where the 
water is both faster and deeper than 
the inside of the curve. Because of 
that fast flow, anything in the water 
including humans, will get swept to 
the outside of the curve and right into 
the LWD. Other trees will also be 
swept there and hang up on the 
LWD and can eventually form a full 
dam across the waterway.

In an effort to provide fish with shade 
and shelter from flying predators the 
LWD is often held above the stream-
bed to provide room for the fish. The 
fast moving water is forced under the 
log or root ball with great force. 
When I was a young man I was on a 
fairly large raft that was sucked un-
der a log on an Alaskan river similar 
in size to the Cedar River. I assure 
you it was a terrifying event. Miracu-
lously everyone made it to shore 
okay but I don’t recommend the ex-
perience.

If the space under the log is not large 
enough for you to pass through, the 
full force of the current holds you 
there. It took four Sheriff’s Deputies 
to pull Summer Stone out of the wa-
ter.

Just downstream from where Sum-
mer was trapped there are several 
County-placed LWD installations that 
are part of their bank stabilization 
and habitat project. One of them that 

was placed at a traditional swimming 
hole even has a 2” X 12” diving 
board attached to the log. The al-
tered current heads directly down-
stream to the next deathtrap. Sadly, 
LWD is considered cutting-edge fish 
habitat by King County DNRP even 
though recent studies discount its 
value.

(Continued from page 1)

Neal) is to create logjams in the 
canyon. It is unclear how the Coho 
and sockeye on their way to May 
Valley will get past those logjams. 
That particular stretch of May Creek 
is probably the least human-
impacted, most “natural” stream in 
urban King County. Yet DNRP will 
use a bunch of Renton and 
Newcastle taxpayer’s money to 
“restore” it.

Some of the other articles in this 
special edition point out that the most 
recent science on LWD shows that it 
is ineffective at improving fish stocks. 
Are we doomed to repeat Summer 
Stone’s tragedy or is there some 
intelligent adult in the King County 
bureaucracy with the power to stop 
this experiment gone awry? 
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By Rodney McFarland

Drowning victim Summer Stone, age 
13, lies unconscious because of 
Large Woody Debris placed in the 
Cedar River by King County. Roger 
Lowe’s partial win in 1997 of a SEPA 
appeal, which pointed out the dan-
gers of LWD (see sidebar this page), 
didn’t save her. Hearing Examiner 
Titus issued strong words but al-
lowed the placement of the LWD that 
trapped Summer. It is time to renew 
the battle in an effort to save the next 
victim. That victim could easily be 
one of our neighbors here in May 
Valley.

The war in May Valley has heated up 
recently as King County DNRP Wa-
ter and Land Resources Division 
(WLRD)1 has begun work mandated 
by DDES on Pioneer Park to abate/
restore the site after Chuck Pillon’s 
volunteer efforts of last summer. It 
depends on which King County em-
ployee you talk to whether the work 
is restoration or abatement. Every 
definition of restoration I can find 
would have them putting the silt, tires 
and other garbage (the junk Mr. Pil-
lon removed) back into the creek but 
that is not their plan. Since abate 
means to reduce or minimize I guess 
that makes sense. They are taking 
steps to reduce and minimize the re-
duction in flooding that Mr. Pillon 
caused (in other words – they need 
to increase flooding). I guess that is 
fitting for the County department in-
vented to reduce flooding in May 
Valley.2 Government works in myste-
rious ways.

Large Woody Debris (LWD) is the 
County’s weapon of choice even 
though we were promised no LWD in 
May Valley during Basin Plan craft-
ing. At every meeting since they 
have implored us to trust them. 
Yeah, right!

LWD, or logging trash depending on 
your point of view, is logs and/or 
stumps placed in the stream. Osten-
sibly LWD provides the following 
benefits:

• Causes pools and meander-
ing (often stated as in-
creased complexity).

• Retains sediment.

• Provides velocity refuge and 
overhead cover for fish.

• Creates habitat for aquatic 
invertebrates.

• Becomes nutrients as it de-
cays.

This article will take a look at each of 
these items to determine if the al-
leged benefits exist and if they out-
weigh the negative aspects of LWD 
in light of the most recent scientific 
studies. You might want to keep 
Summer Stone in mind as you read. 
Renton and Newcastle residents 
may want to pay special attention. 
King County is about to bomb your 
reach of May Creek with LWD via 
helicopter. Newcastle’s share of the 
cost could buy them another police 
officer for the next year. 

Whether pools and meanders are 
benefits or not depends on where 
your house or barn is in relation to 
that pool or meander. Most residents 
of May Valley aren’t too fond of pools 
around their house. Pools are 
caused by scour (the politically cor-
rect word for erosion) as water me-
anders (detours) around the dam 
created by the LWD. WLRD is work-
ing on a separate project to drop 
LWD by helicopter in May Creek 
Canyon west of Coal Creek Park-
way. See the SEPA document pre-
pared by Kathryn Neal for a discus-
sion of the expected erosion around 
the LWD that is to be placed in May 
Creek Canyon. May Valley residents 
have been told repeatedly that no 
discharge of sediment (the product 
of erosion) can come from May Val-
ley because it will destroy the can-
yon. We’ve been told we can’t even 
walk across our creek. Don’t you just 
love double standards?

Meanders will cause confusion in 

May Valley where property lines are 
the center of the ditch. The environ-
mentalists never understand the 
problems that causes since they 
think they own 200 feet on both 
sides of the ditch and they love me-
anders on “their” property. As long 
as their own house isn’t close by, of 
course.

Pools are good for fish since it gives 
them a place to rest and heal after 
scarring up their bellies jumping over 
all the LWD and beaver dams (Small 
and Medium Woody Debris). Pools 
also provide a place for all that won-
derful sediment that comes off the 
rich folks’ properties in the hills to 
settle out. That way the fish get a 
nice wide shallow pool that over-
heats in the summer and DNRP has 

(Continued on page 4)
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"My review of this hearing record 
with respect to public recreational-
ist safety, leaves a clear, unabid-
ing, definite and firm conviction 
that a mistake has been commi t-
ted . Relying upon the various Fed-
eral, State, and Tribal advisories 
and guidelines cannot provide jus-
tification for disregarding public 
safety. By the Department's own 
admission, these are guidelines in-
tended to enhance the fisheries 
habitat potential for stream man-
agement public works and thus do 
not address the public safety con-
cerns raised by the appellant. The 
Department's reliance upon vague 
and undefined professional judge-
ment to be applied on a case-by-
case basis does not adequately 
address the potential adverse ef-
fects upon public safety. No public 
agency has such freedom or lati-
tude where the public safety is 
concerned."

R. S. Titus
Deputy Hearing Examiner

From SEPA Threshold Determination Ap-
peal of King County River Maintenance 
Program, file 089574, June 20, 1997. 
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(Continued from page 3)

an excuse to plant lots of lovely 
shade willows to keep the salmon 
cool. Back when May Valley resi-
dents were allowed to clean the ditch 
we had narrow, deep pools which 
provided thermal protection from the 
hot air of summer. In fact we had two 
major 3,000 foot long pools that have 
since filled in and been destroyed by 
county-mandated neglect.

The fish certainly don’t need velocity 
refuge in May Valley as they fight 
their way against the roaring current 
as the ditch drops 14 feet in three 
miles. On a clear day you can almost 
see it move. I did a little research on 
how much LWD slows down the wa-
ter. Michael Manga at the University 
of Oregon and James W. Kirchner of 
the University of California studied 
that very thing.3 I quote from their 
study, “Our measurements show that 
even though large woody debris 
cover less than 2% of the stream-
bed, they provide roughly half of the 
total flow resistance.” If you increase 
the flow resistance, you increase the 
duration and volume of the flood, in-
crease the amount of sediment de-
posited in the channel, and raise the 
temperature of the water. Isn’t it 
three strikes and you’re out?

Another researcher, C. J. Gippel, 
says that “hydraulically, debris acts 
as large roughness elements that 
provide a varied flow environment, 
reduce average velocity, and locally 
elevate the water surface profile.”4 

For those of you with property up-
stream of the County property at 
164th Avenue, “locally elevate the 
water surface profile” is the politically 
correct way to say flooding.

As the channel fills with sediment it 
widens and the water gets shallow. 
The poor little fish become visible to 
the blue heron and Rocky the Rac-
coon. So you have to add a few 
more stumps for the fish to hide un-
der which takes us back to the be-
ginning of an endless loop from 
which we never recover. As the wa-
ter gets shallower and hotter, junk 
fish like suckers and carp and bass 

move in and eat all the little salmon 
and trout.

Seegrist and Gard hypothesized that 
eggs and young-of-the-year fishes of 
some species are readily displaced 
and killed during flooding due to the 
turbulence of the flood flows.5 LWD 
has been promoted as one way to 
decrease such losses but research-
ers Jowett and Richardson6 found 
that only extreme events in relatively 
large channels cause significant dis-
placement of post-young-of-the-year 
salmonids. Harvey, Nakamoto and 
White7 found that “… extreme tu r-
bulence downstream of large 
woody debris appeared to render 
those areas uninhabitable .” Nickel-
son et al hypothesized that high tur-
bulence may have accounted for 
their finding that the addition of brush 
to plunge pools in Oregon streams 
did not increase the density of coho 
salmon.8 So LWD either doesn’t help 
or makes the turbulence problem 
worse.

Harvey et al state in their report that 
“the study reach of Little Jones 
Creek contained several pools with 
large areas of low water velocity dur-
ing flood conditions. This observation 
weakens the hypothesis that cut-
throat trout in the study reach would 
be habitat limited during floods if 
large woody debris were absent. 
Low overall movement by cutthroat 
trout in open habitat during the flood, 
and their use of the floodplain along 
straight sections of channel, also do
not support the hypothesis that cut-
throat trout are limited by the abun-
dance of woody debris during flood-
ing.”9 It sure seems clear to me that 
placing LWD in May Valley for veloc-

ity refuge is a waste of more of our 
money.

Hypothesis has it that LWD in-
creases the habitat for aquatic inver-
tebrates, the bugs and worms that 
fish eat. Lemly and Hilderbrand in a 
study titled “Influence of large woody 
debris on stream insect communities 
and benthic detritus”10 studied that 
issue. They found an increase in 
benthic detritus (organic stuff on the 
bottom that the bugs eat) but they 
also determined that “Retention of 
benthic detritus was a function of 
channel morphology and only indi-
rectly influenced by LWD.” So more 
benthic detritus (bug food) should 
lead to more bugs to feed the fish, 
right?

Wrong! A study (Effectiveness of 
Large Woody Debris in Stream Re-
habilitation Projects in Urban Basins 
by Marit Larson)11 conducted right 
here in our back yard found that 
LWD didn’t lead to more bugs. Ms. 
Larson studied six Western Wash-
ington creeks (Forbes, Thorton, 
Swamp, Hollywood Hills, Laughing 
Jacob’s and Soosette) that had LWD 
projects. Benthic invertebrate sam-
ples were collected by Morley (1999) 
and King County (1995 & 1998) and 
analyzed according to the Benthic In-
dex of Biological Integrity (B-IBI). 
The B-IBI is a multimetric index that 
uses 5 different categories of meas-
ures of macro-invertebrate samples 
(taxa richness, community composi-
tion, feeding groups, tolerance/
intolerance, dominance) to assign a 
score for the biological health of the 
stream. Ms. Larson concluded that 
“the sites showed no significant im-
provement in B-IBI score. Local 
physical channel characteristics, 
such as LWD frequency or pool 
spacing, generally had no relation to 
the B-IBI score.” The first paragraph 
of Ms. Larson’s conclusions is in-
structive.

“This work evaluates the effec-
tiveness of in-stream projects 
using LWD in urban streams 
where no systematic effort had 

(Continued on page 5)
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been made to reduce degrada-
tion at the watershed scale. 
These types of projects are in-
creasingly popular, particularly 
in the Pacific Northwest, where 
LWD is recognized as an im-
portant element in physical 
habitat important for sal-
monids. Yet there is little ev i-
dence that these in -stream 
projects can reverse even 
the local expressions of w a-
tershed degradation in urban 
channels .”

J. Craig Fischenich and James V. 
Morrow, Jr.12 cover the down side of 
LWD pretty well.

“The negative impacts of add-
ing LWD should be carefully 
assessed. Heavy equipment 
can damage riparian habitat, 
and felling or uprooting stream-
side trees for construction ma-
terials can cause loss of shade 
and decreased bank stability. 
Large woody debris can in-
crease flow resistance and 
thus, flooding potential. Studies 
by the authors have shown in-
creases in resistance coeffi-
cient values of greater than 50 
percent due to LWD 
(Fischenich 1996).

“Loosely anchored or improp-
erly placed LWD can increase 
bank erosion. Large woody 
debris structures can also im-
pede navigation and can be a 
safety hazard under certain 
conditions . Failure to consider 
negative impacts can lead to 
extremely undesirable and 
possibly hazardous condi-
tions.”

Most studies judge the worth of LWD 
by the increase in habitat that hu-
mans think is good for the fish. In 
studying the actual fish production of 
streams listed by humans as poor, 
fair or good habitat,13 Dr. William 
McNeil of Oregon State University 
studied 23 tributaries of the Colum-
bia River and found that “poor” 

hab itat streams produced twice as 
many salmon as “good” streams. 
“Fair” streams produced three 
times as many salmon as “good” 
habita t streams . Seems the fish 
must know something about their 
streams that your above average bi-
ologist doesn’t.

Solazzi, Nickelson, Johnson and 
Rodgers actually studied juvenile 
coho and trout populations in four 
Oregon rivers over an eight year pe-
riod. Though they found some in-
crease in numbers after restoration 
work they state in their report that, 
"A review of literature reveals a 
lack of quantitativ e information on 
whether habitat restoration affects 
the fresh water production of an a-
dromous salmonid populations." 14

There are hundreds, if not thou-
sands, of articles and studies on 
various aspects of LWD in streams. 
While most extol the virtues of 
“improved habitat” they are silent on 
the numbers of new fish living in that 
habitat. 

In a study titled “Density and size of 
juvenile salmonids in response to 
placement of large woody debris in 
western Washington and Oregon 
streams” researchers Philip Roni and 
Thomas P. Quinn state “Numerous 
authors have reported no signif i-
cant biological response or even 
decreases in salmonid abundance 
following restoration.” 15

Researchers in Australia found that
fish did indeed congregate near 
LWD but that the overall population 
did not increase.  Harvey, Nakamoto 
and White16 found that cutthroat trout 
moved less distances in streams 
with LWD than in streams without it 
which would probably make the 
population look larger if you only sur-
veyed near the LWD dams.

There has been a very interesting 
test of LWD and other stream resto-
ration procedures on the north end of 
Vancouver Island. Two similar rivers, 
the Keogh and the Waukwaas were 
chosen to study. The Keogh re-
ceived LWD and other alleged habi-
tat improvements starting in 1997. 
The Waukwaas was untouched and 
provides a control river for the study. 
Data was collected for both rivers 
starting in 1995. By 1998 both steel-
head and coho populations were 
down in the “improved” Keogh while 
numbers for both fish were up dra-
matically on the untouched Wauk-
waas. Numbers on the Keogh im-
proved in 1999 after a program of 
stream fertilization was started while 
numbers on the Waukwaas declined 
but the coho smolt yield on the 
Waukwaas was still double that of 
the “restored” Keogh. Coho fry in the 
fertilized areas of the Keogh had 
weights 100% greater and lengths 
20% greater than their cousins in the 
unfertilized sections.17 This data 
would seem to strengthen Dr. 
McNeil’s conclusion in his Columbia 
River study that making streams 
pristine starves the fish .18

LWD in urban streams does not im-
prove the biology of the stream or 
improve fish yields. It only allows the 
habitat evangelists to pretend they 

(Continued on page 6)
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are doing something useful while sig-
nificantly increasing the danger to 
anyone falling into the ditch during a 
flood. See the July 10, 1997, order 
by King County Hearing Examiner R. 
S. Titus which set guidelines for King 
County when using LWD because of 
the public safety problems associ-
ated with LWD use. The web site at 
http://www.main.net has a lot of good 
material on the dangers of LWD in 
our streams and rivers.

LWD definitely adds nutrients as it 
decays but at a cost in King 
County of $120 to $580 per meter 19

of project. Salmon carcasses would 
add those nutrients if we could ever 
get enough depth to the ditch so the 
salmon don’t need hik-
ing boots to get up it. 
Throwing fertilizer pel-
lets in the water would 
accomplish more with 
far less money and 
could easily be done by 
the 350 WLRD employ-
ees on their lunch hour. 
Or we could just let our animals pee 
in the water like the old days when 
we had lots of fish. 

There is one aspect of LWD about 
which I simply could find no studies. 
King County and the US Corps of 
Engineers do not consider LWD fill. If 
you shred it and call it hog fuel it is 
fill, but intact logs are not fill. Some-
how intact logs have no volume. If 
we cut them into 4” X 4” posts and 
propose to use them to hold up our 
front steps, they suddenly become fill 
and take up room in the floodplain 
thus causing our upstream neighbors 
to flood more. Perhaps they are not 
fill if they are free to float because 
then only part of them is taking up 
space in the water during the flood. 
But that doesn’t make sense either 
since hog fuel floats and it is verbo-
ten! Maybe it works like silt taken out 
of the channel and placed on the 
bank. While taking up space full time 
under the water in the channel it is 
wonderful stuff and cannot be re-
moved. But if it gets moved from the 
channel to high ground (where it only 

takes up space in the water part of 
the time) to make room for more 
floodwater then it is as bad as a 4” X 
4” post and suddenly becomes illegal 
fill. Would the government scientist 
who understands this phenomenon 
please contact me? I really would 
like to understand. 

If LWD is the M1A2 Abrams tank for 
King County, riparian plantings are 
the Bradley Fighting Vehicles. WLRD 
will plant 95 new trees and bushes20

at Pioneer Park to go along with the 
ones they have planted earlier this 
year to restore the four or five seed-
lings that Mr. Pillon drove over. The 
new plantings are designed to pro-
vide new LWD as the trash the 
County crews are placing now de-

cays. The only effect of the LWD at 
Pioneer Park will be the trapping of 
new sediment to refill the channel 
and increased flooding of upstream 
neighbors. 

Someone please tell me the purpose 
of the May Creek Basin Action 
Plan 2001 .21 I thought that when the 
King County Council passed it unani-
mously it became the law and the 
document that was to guide actions 
in May Creek Basin. Primary Re c-
ommendation 5 states, “Reduce 
flood durations in May Valley by 
removing flow obstructions from 
May Creek channel. Types of o b-
structions most frequently e n-
cou ntered are beaver dams, 
stream reaches choked with veg e-
tation, and sediment deposits."
There is absolutely no question that 
LWD will increase flood durations as 
well as volumes above the County 
property at Pioneer Park. The beaver 
dam at the property was not re-
moved as part of the recent work 
even though beaver dams are the 
first obstruction listed for removal. 

Daryl Grigsby, the manager of 
WLRD, in a recent letter to MVEC 
President Rick Spence stated, 
‘County Senior Engineer Kathryn 
Neal’s statement in Tuesday’s arti-
cle [in the South County Journal] 
(“We would rather not spend pu b-
lic money on something that has 
to be redone and that won’t have a 
lot of benefit,” ) accurately reflected 
WLR’s position on drainage prob-
lems in general, beaver dams in-
cluded.’ County bureaucrats regu-
larly ignore with impunity the laws 
they don’t like (basin plans and 
search warrant requirements) while 
prosecuting to the hilt anyone violat-
ing any of their favorite agency-
generated rules.

WLRD staff in conjunction with 
MVEC has identified two stretches of 
ditch between 148th and 164th as the 
reaches most needing work. They 
have promised action on the down-
stream one this year with work on 
the tougher upstream obstruction 
next year. The channel in the upper 
reach has completely filled in with 
sediment and willow. The water sim-
ply braids across the surface as it 
tries to find a path through the vege-
tation. It looks like what the ditch at 
Pioneer Park will look like in 5 to 10 
years. And yet Kathryn Neal says 
she doesn’t want to spend money on 
something that will have to be re-
done. She can say that with a 
straight face because she knows 
(but won’t admit) that the County has 
no intention of ever cleaning any 
reach of May Creek Ditch. She is 
confident there will never be any fur-
ther cleaning at Pioneer Park no 
matter how much flooding occurs up-
stream.

Meanwhile WLRD continues the lie 
that they are going to clean obstruc-
tions from the channel as called for 
by the basin plan. They have spent 
three months on preliminary surveys 
of the obstruction on my stretch of 
creek that was to be removed this 
year. They have stalled long enough 
that Daryl Grigsby is now telling 
reporter s that the fish window 

(Continued on page 7)
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may close without any work done 
this year . How convenient! Kind of 
like the beaver dams they promised to 
remove last year and the year before 
and didn’t.

While they will protest questions 
about their sincerity mightily, the bu-
reaucrats simply can’t have it both 
ways. If they were sincere about 
cleaning obstructions in May Valley 
they would not be leaving beaver 
dams on their reach and they wouldn’t 
be adding new obstructions in the 
form of LWD. That would be a Large 
Waste of Dollars on something they 
would simply have to remove later.

It is time to hold the major players in 
this charade personally accountable. 
Every bureaucrat from Ron Sims on 
down knew the dangers of LWD be-
cause of Roger Lowe’s SEPA appeal. 
They lecture us that they have to obey 
the law and then don’t. Where is the 
civic minded atto rney who wants to 
make a name for him or herself that 
will help us trade in our King County 
mandated swamp for the homes of 
the obstructionists at DNRP, WLRD, 
and DDES? Triple damages, here we 
come!

1 WLRD started life as Surface Water Man-
agement but changed names when King 
County Council members started asking 
where the surface water money had gone.
2 Coughlin, Dan, "Revelle's new plan may 
control water runoff in county," Seattle Post-
Intelligencer, August 25, 1983, p. D12.
3 Manga, Michael and James W. Kirshner, 
"Stress partitioning in streams by large woody 
debris," Water Resources Research, Vol. 36, 
No. 8, August 2000, pp. 2373-2379.

/:' +RZ�0XFK�DUH�7KUHH�)LVK�:RUWK"
Three fish! No babies! Paid for by the 
tears of a generation and millions of 
taxpayer dollars. Could this be what 
was intended by Nixon when he 
signed the ESA? I hope not. I dread 
not. If this is what we have come to, it 
is time to start anew. The three fish 
are the Chinook seen in the lower 
May Creek channel circa 1994. This 
is what Katherine Neal says in her 
determination of non-significance 
dated June 6, 2002. But perhaps she 
was wrong when she wrote, “A peak 
density of about one adult Chinook 
salmon per mile of surveyed stream 
was counted in the lower three miles 
of May Creek during spawner sur-
veys in 1993.” Three miles upstream 
puts you at the high bridge of Coal 
Creek Parkway. This is the upstream 
limit of any possible Chinook salmon 
run.

Three salmon, you say? How many 
bucks? How many does? A lot of wa-
ter, not enough sperm, few children 
to no children. This is not a salmon 
run. The fish in May Creek are lost 
fish. They were supposed to go up 
the Cedar River but they got lost and 
ended up here. The NMFS doesn’t 
care about them; the tribes don’t care 
either. Because this Chinook run is 
not a viable population.  The only 
ones who care about these fish are 
the King County green team. People 
like Clint Loper and Katherine Neal 
care. To these people those three 
fish are incredibly important, and they 

are willing to spend your last dollar 
and destroy all our land in name of 
those fish.

In the name of those three fish, King 
County has destroyed or is in the 
process of destroying fifty-five homes 
and properties and the lives of those 
who live in the way.  In addition, King 
County has spent at least $1,000,000 
directly and untold thousands on 
studies (at least four since 1979), 
meetings, postage, more meetings, 
studies, and so on. The net result of 
this has been to create increasingly 
radical conditions in the May Creek 
Basin for both man and fish. Now 
King County is proposing to drop an-
other $240,000 to save those three 
fish. Their current proposal is to drop 
ninety logs from a helicopter into May 
Creek Canyon. Those logs’ sole pur-
pose is to cause logjams, which in 
turn will make the stream change 
channels, with ensuing bank erosion. 
There is also the certainty of flash 
floods with the logjam and the result-
ing sluicing of the bank, some of 
which is as steep as 75%. All this be-
cause of those fish!!! Of course when 
the log jam breaks the ensuing flood 
will most likely destroy any fish in the 
lower canyon including those three 
fish.

This kind of insane activity by pseudo 
scientists reminds me of the Vietnam 
War and the saying “in order to save 
the village it was necessary to de-
stroy it.”

4 Gippel, C. J., "Environmental hydraulics of 
large woody debris in streams and rivers," 
Journal of Environmental Engineering, I21, 
1995, pp. 388-395.
5 Seegrist, D.W. and R. Gard, "Effects of 
floods on trout in Sagehen Creek, Califor-
nia," Transactions of the American Fisteries 
Society, 101, 1972, pp. 478-482.
6 Jowett, I.G. and J. Richardson, "Effects of a 
severe flood on instream habitat and trout 
populations in seven New Zealand rivers," 
Journal Mar. of  Freshwater Resources, 23, 
1989, pp. 11-17.
7 Harvey, Bret C., Rodney J. Nakamoto and 
Jason L. White, "Influence of large woody 
debris and a bankfull flood on movement of 
adult resident coastal cutthroat trout 
(Oncorhynchus clarki) during fall and win-

ter," Canadian Journal of Fish and Aquatic 
Science, Vol. 56, 1999, pp. 2161-2166.
8 Nickelson, T.E., Solazzi, M.F., Johnson, S.
L., and Rodgers, J.D. "Effectiveness of se-
lected stream improvement techniques to cre-
ate suitable summer and winter rearing habi-
tat for juvenile coho salmon (Oncorhynchus 
kisutch) in Oregon coastal streams," Cana-
dian Journal of  Fisheries and  Aquatic Sci-
ence,  49, 1992, pp. 790-794.
9 Harvey et al., 1999, p. 2165.
10 Lernly, A. Dennis and Robert H. Hilder-
brand, "Influence of large woody debris on 
stream insect communities and benthic detri-
tus," Hydrobiologia, (Kluwer Academic Pub-
lishers, Netherlands, 2000), pp. 179-185.
11 Larson, Marit, "Effectiveness of Large 

(Continued on page 15)
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By Reggie Hopper
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What a difference thirty years 
makes. Thirty years ago, most peo-
ple alive today were not here. The 
population of the world was a scant 
2.5 billion. English was the main lan-
guage of the Yakima Valley. Fish 
were plentiful, apples were king. You 
could clean out ditches thirty years 
ago. Yep, you could cut trees and 
farm as well. Heck, you could even 
mine a little.  September 11th was 
thirty years away, Desert Storm had 
not happened. We were a nation 
concerned about the abuse of power 
by government. We were concerned 
about the loss of personal freedom. 
For you really old ones, 1984 had 

not happened yet; nor was the brave 
new world here. There was still time. 
We were at war, of course; but we 
are always at war, and this one was 
almost over. It was a good time to be 
alive and live in the country.

Now things are different. The rural
lands are being cleansed. Farming is 
out; logging, too. We who are left in 
the rural areas suffer under increas-
ing burdens hatched out of our city 
brethren’s heads and placed upon 
our backs with smiles and requests 
for thanks, as if they are doing us a 
favor. But all that is endurable. After 
all, it is only extortion or robbery—
governments tend to do that sort of 
thing. But now there is something 

else to worry about, and it is very se-
rious.

The mosquito is a deadly creature. 
More people die under its gossamer 
wings than fall prey to any other ver-
min. Malaria, yellow fever and Japa-
nese encephalitis as well as La 
Crosse and West Nile fever are car-
ried by mosquitoes, and these dis-
eases kill and maim millions each 
year. Not your problem, you say! 
Why? Because you live in Seattle? 
Ha! Think again.

Few of us remember malaria as a 
plague of the USA, but it was. Par-
ticularly in the areas near rivers, like 

(Continued on page 20)

5XUDO�&OHDQVLQJ�6WHS�7ZR
By Douglas Bandelin

Recent County work on their property along May Creek has included the placing of Large Woody Debris to slow release 
of water from the upper valley and the enhancement of detached ponds. Both of those efforts will enhance mosquito 
habitat and put us all in greater danger without any benefits to the real problems of May Valley.
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To The Republic For Which It 
Stands, One Invisible Nation,

With Lustfulness for all Unde r-
dogs

Sounds a bit like my ancestors 
land of origin, before the 
“Republic". Learning about United 
States ecological policy, and politics, 
is much the same as going out with 
a pack of pigs, a peasant girl im-
ported from Italy), and six bottles of 
Bordeaux, in search of the elusive 
Truffle, or do we say Trifle here? The 
French invented saucy foreign parlor 
maids and the fungus hunting pig. 
The English invented trifles: sponge 
cake spread thick with jelly, soaked 
in a sweet nasty Port, whipping 
cream, and bad teeth. You Ameri-
cans are not eating either; you're 
eating fudge.

To correct that article appearing in 
the last issue of The Naked Fish 
"Maybe It's Time To Run Away From 
Home": the Greeks did not invent the 
Republic described in Mr. Bandelin's 
article, the French did. The Greeks 
invented body hair. I love that news-
paper with its naughty stories and 
cartoons. There are so many silly ru-
mors flying about the genesis of de-
mocracy.

Try this one on for size, big fellow! 
The French invented the guillotine 
for cutting lots of parsley for cold 
soup. Thomas Edison invented elec-
tricity for Zapping troublesome cir-
cus elephants: like a big bug lamp; 
pop ! That is the difference between 
Americans and Europeans; it’s an 
AC/DC world after the First World 
War. Just try to get your electric 
shaver to work in Brooklyn.

Just to set you straight about politics, 
"Love", and fungus, let me tell you a 
story about my Grand Papa coming 
through Ellis Island. He had just hit 
the gold guttered streets of New 

York, and asked this guy for a fag; 
the guy ditch slapped him right under 
the Statue of Liberty. Grand Papa 
quit smoking and blew up to the size 
of a "little white car". Things are just 
that bad when it comes to the naked 
truth. For the benefit of understand-
ing your local French bureaucracy, 
consider this fact before losing your 
head:

The King County Charter makes 
clear that the Exe cutive:

"Shall be the chief peace 
officer of the county and 
shall execute and enforce
all ordinances and state 
statutes within the county." 
King County Charter, sub-
section 320.20.

The Charter also prohibits the 
County Council, of which the Hear-
ing Examiner is a part, from interfer-
ing with the administration of the Ex-
ecutive branch: 

"The county council and in-
dividual councilmen shall
not interfere in the admini-
stration, and shall not issue 
orders to any officer, agent 
or employee, of any other 
branch of government.” 
King County Charter, sub-
section 220.50.

Tyrant : 1 a: an absolute ruler unre-
strained by law or constitution. b: a 
usurper of sovereignty. 2 a: a ruler 
who exercises absolute power op-
pressively or brutally. b: one resem-
bling such a tyrant in the harsh use 
of authority or power.

The words speak for themselves: 
yes/no ? So remember this. When 
you're out and about at night looking 
for that "dish" you crave so much, 
before you leave the woods, bury 
some woody debris in it before tak-
ing Sofia home, and then go on your 
mary way.

Also remember, the “intelligentsia" 
doesn't have real feelings; they just 
describe them so the rest of us can 
feel crappy all day. The English in-
vented the crapper.

Woody would like to hear from you, 
and/or answer any questions about 
the history of environmental King 
County and you. If you have any 
praise for Woody leave it for 
"Frenchy" at Leonards. If you have 
any bourgeois complaints about
comments you think I made, call the 
Editor or join the May Valley Envi-
ronmental Council, or make a dona-
tion.

Next time Woody may write about 
the history of successfully making 
wine in inoperable abandoned vehi-
cles, or as some call it, changing one 
law into another, commonly de-
scribed as hiding the bottle in the 
trunk.

77KKH�H���WWK�K�RRI�I�--XXOO\\������������
By Woody de' Brie

A Franco-American Environmentalist/Newspaper Writer

Woody de’ Brie is the last of the 
French-Canadian beavers in the lower 
48. Monsieur de’ Brie attended the 
Sorbonne in Paris where he achieved 
recognition in chipping and mudding 
as well as slapping. His early life was 
devoted to acting and singing in sev-
eral toothpaste commercials. Monsieur 
de’ Brie was radicalized in the 70s by 
the eco terrorists attempts to close 
down his logging operation.

He now resides in the dark corners of 
May Creek and invites young salmon 
to see his chippings. 

Monsieur  Woody de’ Brie 
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Ride Your 
Bike

Walk Your 
Dog

• $1 horse-drawn wagon rides   
• Lawn tractor races with PRIZES!  Noon-2:00
• Rubber duck race with PRIZES!  2:30
• CAR SMASH

• Garage Sale — Bake Sale

Picnic in the new “Pioneer Park”

Meet at 164th SE & SE May Valley Rd.

(*SE May Valley Rd to be closed from 148th Ave 
SE  to the west end of 164th Ave SE)

Breakfast at:

“Rumble Wheels”:

Fine furniture:

Free drinks:
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For three days in the last part of 
June, the Department of Natural 
Resources and Parks (DNRP) of 
King County set about to “restore” the 
Muncie property (Pioneer Park). To 
make their intention clear to 
everyone, the project was entitled 
“violation abatement”.

This phase of the project cost 
approximately $80,000 and consisted 
of removing an 8-foot piece of 
drainage pipe and the installation of 3 
tons of the now famous “woody 
debris”.

Although Ingrid Haynes, lead 
engineer, was charming and gracious 
as always, when this editor asked her 
how stumps “restored” the site to its 
previous state when no stumps were 
previously present, she couldn’t tell 
me. 

When I asked her who determined 

what kind of “restoration” was 
required, she said, “Chris Tiffany”. My 

question was, “Since when is a 
Code Enforcement officer a 
restoration engineer?!” Again, no 
answer.

Ingrid indicated that the stumps 
placed next to the creek were 
supposed to “tendril” into the water. 
To residents in the valley, this 
translates into more sticks into the 
water to trap silt and debris—just 
what we’re supposed to be getting 
rid of. Some of these logs and 
stumps are cedar which will still be 

blocking the creek long after all the 
valley residents are dead. This is 
the County’s gift to our children.

One of the worst parts to this 
project  is what the County did to 
the southern part of the property 
next to the creek.  When Chuck 
finished his work, he left about a 10’ 
wide path to walk in and installed a 
small section of drainage pipe to 
keep the land dry. 

This project ripped the pipe out, dug 
the path out and let the area turn 
into a swamp. The reasoning was 
that “this area has always been 
swampy”. How many times have we 

heard that false rationale?

The first picture below is the way 
Dinah Day and her crew from Solid 
Waste left the area on 10/05/01. 

This is the way Katherine Neal and 
her project at DNRP left the site. I 
have always tried to champion the 
County employees, feeling that they 
were really trying their best in a 
difficult situation. But when I see 
results such as these, from a 
project designed by a code enforcer 
(with no accredited land use 
training) and developed by licensed 
professional engineer Katherine 
Neal, I am dumbfounded by the 
stupidity and waste.

I know the County is in financial 
trouble and needs to keep its 
employees working, but please, 
take someone else’s money! May 
Valley has such few dollars allotted 
to some very critical projects—don’t
squander the funds to make a point. 
The County has said Chuck did 
“$200,000 worth of damage”, and 
now we’re seeing how they 
intended to support their argument. 
They will run up a bill totaling that 
amount, no matter how they affect 
the local community.
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INTRODUCTION
There have been two recent epi-
sodes of channel relocation on the 
Green River in King County Wash-
ington. Both are related to placement 
of wood in the river by King County. 
In both cases large amounts of silt 
and fine sand have been eroded and 
washed into important fisheries habi-
tat and spawning areas.

The second of the two relocations re-
sulted in the loss of approximately ½ 
mile of prime fish habitat. The river 
has cut a new channel eliminating an 
oxbow and significantly steepening 
and straightening the river channel. 
Erosion will continue to be severe in 
the new channel and adjoining por-
tions of the river.

BACKGROUND
In the early 1900s, fisheries biolo-
gists and naturalists could directly 
observe the interaction of wood, river 
hydrology and fish. They concluded 
that wood in rivers was harmful to 
fish. Wood was observed to divert 
river flows and cause flooding and 
channel relocations. Until about 
1970, State policy was to remove 
wood from rivers.

Construction of the Howard Hansen 
Dam on the Green River greatly re-
duced flood flows, and the amount of 
wood passing through the river. 
Since construction of Howard Han-
son dam the Green River has been 
very productive of fish, particularly 
Chinook Salmon. The river was 
probably productive of Salmon be-
fore dam construction also. Repre-
sentatives of the Washington Depart-
ment of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) 
state that of all the rivers discharging 
to Puget Sound, the Green was the 

only one with a healthy Chinook 
Salmon run.

Some observers believe that wood 
was once abundant in our rivers, and 
that this was favorable to Salmon. 
Wood can partly or completely ob-
struct the flow of water, creating 
pools and slowing the water so that 
gravel, sand and silt will accumulate.

Wood causes other changes to riv-
ers, including bank erosion and 
channel relocation. Many fisheries 
specialists believe that these 
changes benefit fish. Further, several 
skilled fisheries specialists have ob-
served that where there is wood, 
there are greater densities of juvenile 
and adult fish. Wood can provide a 
substrate for insects that are food for 
fish. Decaying wood adds nutrients 
to the water.

About 1970, some fisheries special-
ists concluded that the policy regard-
ing wood was wrong. WDFW's cur-
rent policy is to encourage or require 
placement of wood in rivers because 
of a belief that this was more 
"natural" and would benefit fish. 
There is no scientific or other evi-
dence to support this conclusion. I 
have met with and talked with many 
of these specialists. I believe that 
most are intelligent, sincere in their 
belief and hard working.

The WDFW considers the Green to 
be deficient in wood. Regulators be-
gan requiring the addition of wood as 
a condition for approval of work in 
the river, including maintenance of 
bank protection. Beginning about 
1995, King County's Department of 
Natural Resources began placing ar-
tificial LWD in many locations along 
the Green River. These installations 
were purported to protect the banks 
from erosion, slow river flow and 
benefit fish.

LWD does slow river flows and raise 
river levels. According to US Army 
Corps of Engineers' calculations, a 

(Continued on page 13)

I have been an electrician for almost 
20 years and spent the first 10 years 
just doing the daily routine. One Fri-
day I went to work, got my list of ser-
vice calls and went upon my way, just 
like normal. My last call was to unbury 
a dryer plug the sheet rockers had 
covered. I cut out the rock, reached 
back into the box and WHAM! 

I woke up a minute later on the floor. It 
was a couple hours after that when I 
realized just how much liability my job 
carries. If I mess up, a house can burn 
or, worse yet, a person could die—
something I don’t think I could live 
with. I would take that hit, feel the 
ache in my joints and taste the copper 
a hundred times if it kept me from do-
ing it to someone else.

You are probably wondering how this 
relates to DNR. From the research I 
have done and what our technical 
team has uncovered, Large Woody 
Debris (LWD) does little or nothing for 
salmon recovery. BEST AVAILABLE 
SCIENCE shows little to no change in 
salmon returns.

What LWD does do is create very 
dangerous whirlpools on our rivers 
and streams. I and most people I 
know have floated the Cedar River at 
least once but now with the placement 
of the LWD most don’t think it’s safe 
anymore. If you question the safety is-
sue, just ask the parents of 13-year-
old Summer Stone whose life is still in 
question.

My questions to DNR staff are:
♦ Do any of you feel bad or respon-

sible for this little girl’s mishap? 
♦ Have any of you had a sleepless 

night knowing a project you de-
signed or worked on might ulti-
mately take a child’s life? 

Claiming ignorance will not work. You 
knew of the safety issues, as they are 
well documented. Yet I’m willing to bet 
none of you have visited this girl, sent 
flowers, or showed any signs of re-
morse. You might go back to the 
drawing boards and reconsider the 

2SHQ�/HWWHU�WR�'153

balance of environment and humanity. 
How much liability is King County will-
ing to assume? How much human suf-
fering is it willing to accept in the pur-
suit of “enhancement” which is neither 
necessary nor effective? 

(QYLURQPHQWDO�7UDJHG\�RQ�WKH�*UHHQ�5LYHU
Observations of the Effect of Wood on Rivers and Fish, March 2001By Jim Osborne

By Roger Lowe, PE
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single King County root wad installa-
tion in Tukwila increased river levels 
about 6 inches, with effects extend-
ing about 6 miles upstream.

There are now dozens of King 
County root wad installations be-
tween Tukwila and the channel relo-
cations described below. The effects 
are partially cumulative. Slower river 
flow encourages the deposition of 
sand and gravel, aggrading, (building 
up) the river bottom and encouraging 
channel relocation.

TRADGEDIES
A major LWD bank protection project 
was constructed in 1995 on the 
Green River at a location called the 
Hamakami Strawberry Farm. This is 
approximately 3 ½ miles upstream of 
the Highway 18 bridge over the 
Green River. This installation con-
sisted of tree boles, with the root 
wads intact. (Tree boles are the 
lower portion of a tree trunk.) The 
boles were buried in the river bank 
with the root wad projecting into the 
river a distance of about 12 feet. The 
boles and root wads were angled in 
the upstream direction. The project 
experienced failures during construc-
tion, apparently due to unanticipated 
scour around the root wads. The 
scour undermined part of the bank, 
and slope failure occurred.

During the winter of 1995-96, there 
were three major flood events. Ap-
proximately 1/3 or 200 feet of the 
downstream portion of the 
Hamakami root wad installation was 
washed away. Approximately 40 feet 
of land was lost, and about 10,000 
Cubic Yards of silt and fine sand 
were washed downstream.

The Green River below the 
Hamakami Strawberry Farm includes 
about 40 miles of river channel ex-
tensively used as habitat by fish, and 

also includes many gravel areas 
used by Salmon for spawning. Silt 
and fine sand covers spawning ar-
eas and smothers eggs and emerg-
ing fish. Silt and fine sand also dam-
ages the gills of fish, particularly ju-
veniles. Because of these effects, 
there is extensive regulation of log-
ging and farming to limit erosion.

A very large maple tree lodged in the 
river at the location of the Hamakami 
root wad installation. A very large log 
jam developed, anchored on the ma-
ple tree and the remaining portion of 

the root wad installation. This jam 
completely spanned the river chan-
nel. Flow continued through and un-
der the log jam until the river cut a 
new course through gravel deposits 
on the side away from the root wad 
installation. This gravel washed 
downstream.

According to King County personnel, 
after the failure at the Hamakami 
root wad installation, the river down-
stream began overflowing its banks. 
The downstream location is referred 
to as the "Auburn Narrows", and is 
about 4 miles downstream of the 
Hamakami location. At the Auburn 
Narrows there was a ½ mile long ox-
bow or meander in the river. The en-
trance of the oxbow was essentially 
blocked by accumulations of gravel 
in the channel and by woody debris 
at its entrance. This forced the river 
to overflow its banks and explore a 
new course.

The overflow began eroding a new 
and much shorter channel cutting 
across the base of the oxbow. As of 
this writing, approximately 25,000 
CY of silt and fine sand has washed 
downstream into Salmon spawning 
and rearing areas.

The new channel is now well estab-
lished. It is about 1/6th of a mile 

long, or 1/3 of the length of the ox-
bow. The new channel and existing 
channels are nearly straight for a 
mile, whereas the river formerly had 
a meandering pattern. The now 
straighter and steeper channel is 
continuing to cut downward and 
wash silt downstream. There likely 
will be other severe channel 
changes.

The new channel location was 
densely covered by logs and Alder 
and Cottonwood trees up to 3 feet in 
diameter. The trees and logs to-
gether with logs washed into the 
area have created an amazing jum-
ble that is extremely hazardous to 
fishermen, swimmers and boaters.

LWD is well known as a hazard to 
people. In 1999, there were five ac-
counts in the media of deaths in 
Washington State contributed to or 
caused by LWD. I do not know of 
any deaths caused by artificial LWD, 
but there have been accidents, and
sooner or later there will be a death. 
The people most at risk of injury or 
death from LWD are children and 
adults who do not regularly use our 
rivers for recreation. They are not in-
formed about the force of a river cur-
rent or the possibility of being 
snagged by LWD or being pinned.

Because of the hazard to the public 
represented by the jumble of logs at 
the Auburn Narrows, King County 
has banned all floating, swimming or 
boating in approximately a mile of 
the Green River including and up-
stream of the log jumble.

FUTURE HAZARDS AND SCIENCE
The risks of flooding, injury and 
death posed by introducing or en-
couraging wood in rivers is so severe 
and intractable, that legislation was 
introduce last year in our legislature, 
(SHB 2719) that would give immunity 
from liability for flooding, injury or 
death to designers and sponsors of 
LWD constructions.

The City of Tacoma plans to dump a 
large number of whole trees, logs 

(Continued on page 14)

(QYLURQPHQWDO�7UDJHG\�RQ�WKH�*UHHQ�5LYHU

$�VLQJOH�.LQJ�&RXQW\�URRW�ZDG�LQVWDOODWLRQ�LQ�7XNZLOD�LQFUHDVHG�ULYHU�OHYHOV�DERXW���LQFKHV��ZLWK�HIIHFWV�H[WHQGLQJ�DERXW���PLOHV�XSVWUHDP



6 8 % 6 & 5 , % ( � 72 � 7 + ( � 1$. ( ' � ) , 6 +³-8 6 7 � � � � � 3 ( 5 � < ( $5³ &$ / / � � � � � � � � � � � � �

�� -XO\���������� 09(&�1HZVOHWWHU

(Continued from page 13)

and other wood into the Green River 
below Howard Hansen dam. It is 
likely that some of this will form 
deadly hazards in the Green River 
Gorge or elsewhere on the river. 
There are many historical accounts 
of log jams forming on our rivers and 
causing the rivers to relocate or to 
overflow and flood surrounding ar-
eas.

A great deal of unanchored wood 
has accumulated in the Green River 
since the last flooding in 1995-96. If 
this wood moves during some future 
flood event, and a jam develops in 
the Auburn/Kent Valley or at Tukwila, 
severe flooding could occur.

Many factors, such as ocean condi-
tions, habitat conditions and in-
creased fishing pressure effect the 
productivity of our rivers. It is difficult 
to determine the relative importance 
of the many factors affecting Salmon 
abundance. However, the change in 
policy with regard to wood does coin-
cide with the most severe declines of 
Salmon.

Our rivers are highly altered. Devel-
opment and logging have altered 
runoff coefficients increasing peak 
flows and reducing low flows. The 
rivers have been dammed, diked, 
dredged, and diverted. The resulting 
environment is very different from 
the original. Wood is only one ele-
ment of the very complex predevel-
opment river environment. It is folly 
to believe that adding wood to an en-
vironment unlike that which did exist, 
and which is not natural to the envi-
ronment that exists now, will be 
beneficial.

My observations are that, in general, 
there is not and never has been sig-
nificant accumulation of wood in the 
portions of our rivers where erosion 
is dominant, or where sediment is 
primarily transported, (neither ero-
sion nor deposition dominates.) 
Wood is neutral or somewhat posi-
tively buoyant and is easily moved 
through these areas. My observa-
tions are confirmed by current prac-
tices by King County and others, 

who have found it necessary to use 
heavy anchors and cable or chain to 
retain wood in erosion or transport 
regimens of rivers.

Wood does accumulate in flood 
plains where fine sediments also ac-
cumulate. Pictures, historical ac-
counts and other evidence show that 
this is true. There is a great deal of 
variation in rivers. There are excep-
tions and unusual occurrences. But 
these do not prove that wood is 
beneficial.

Bob Aldrich of Snohomish County is 
responsible for several LWD con-
structions on the North Fork of the 
Stilliquamish River. I have asked him 
to provide evidence that these con-
structions improve the occurrence of 

pools and riffles in the section of the 
river where they have been placed. 
He has not responded.

I have asked dozens of fisheries 
specialists for references to any sci-
entific research showing that wood 
improves fish production or survival. 
Most recently I have made this re-
quest to the University of Washing-
ton's Center for Streamside Studies, 
and to Kurt Beardslee of Washington 
Trout. Only Scott, a habitat specialist 
for the Yakima tribe has responded, 
writing to say that it is impossible to 
prove that wood benefits fish.

I have reviewed nearly 100 fisheries 
research reports. Some show that 
wood causes changes in river condi-
tions that some people believe bene-
fit fish. None provide evidence that 
wood in rivers improves the produc-
tion or survival of Salmon. Belief is 
not a substitute for science. Doing so 
is a recipe for disaster. After all, it 
was once believed that the oceans 
had an inexhaustible supply of fish. 
And, it was once believed that hatch-
eries would provide an abundance of 
larger and more vigorous fish. Both 
beliefs were false. Belief or hypothe-

sis should be the starting place for 
scientific examination, and not the 
basis for action.

There have been prior attempts to 
protect riverbanks and improve fish 
habitat using logging trash, car bod-
ies, and tires. They are similar to 
wood and LWD in form and function. 
They have been tried and found to 
be failures.

There are others who have noted se-
rious discrepancies between science 
and practice with respect to our riv-
ers. Please see the article by James 
Fallows, "Saving Salmon, or Seat-
tle?" in the October 2000 issue of the 
Atlantic Monthly. This is available on 
line at www.theatlantic.com/
issues/2000/10/fallows. Also see the 

book The Great Salmon Hoax by 
James Buchal, available on line at 
www.buchal.com. Many examples of 
rapid failure of LWD and "bio-
engineering" attempts at stream im-
provement are available at www.
tostreams.org, and www.main.net.

I will soon make additional informa-
tion and photographs available on 
line supporting the observations 
made here. These will be available 
at www.main.net/Green River.

I have over 60 years of experience 
fishing, hiking and boating on our riv-
ers. I am professionally trained in 
Engineering and Geology, and have 
practiced professionally for 40 years 
in fields applicable to understanding 
river behavior. In my opinion, current 
practice and policy with respect to 
wood in our rivers is harmful to fish, 
and is severely and unnecessarily 
harmful to people. It is a "red her-
ring" that obstructs attention to the 
dominant factors harming our 
Salmon and river environments. We 
deserve better. Salmon deserve bet-
ter.

(QYLURQPHQWDO�7UDJHG\�RQ�WKH�*UHHQ�5LYHU
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//::'' For Sale

Approximately 3 cords pre-
mium firewood for sale. You 
cut, you haul. $100 per cord. 
Paid $2,600 per cord. Lo-
cated at 11205 164th Ave-
nue SE. Help yourself. 

Send check to Senior Engi-
neer Kathryn Neal, Depart-
ment of Natural Resources & 
Parks, Water & Land Re-
sources Division, 201 S. 
Jackson Street, Suite 600, 
Seattle, WA 98104.

“A peak density of about one adult chinook salmon per mile of surveyed stream was counted in the 
lower 3 miles of May Creek during spawner surveys in 1993.”

Senior Engineer Kathryn Neal
May Creek Canyon Stream Restoration Project
June 2002
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&RQWDFW�-RG\�3HGHIHUUL�WR�SODFH�\RXU�DGYHUWLVHPHQW�LQ�WKH�QH[W�
1DNHG�)LVK
206.853.1619

Jpedeferri@aol.com

7KDQNV�WR�(YHUJUHHQ�6LJQ�IRU�GRQDWLQJ�WKH�QHZ�EDQQHU�
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Reggie Hopper 2002

In my field I stand
The wind rustles the leaves
Pushes the scattered clouds
The air is cold for summer

To my right the sun sets
Its red rays race west
Leaving my field
In the diffused light of dusk

The creek runs slowly
Clogged with silt
Choked with grass
Barely a current at all

Just a lazy slow 
trip
To the sea...
good for
Frogs and things

Skeeters perhaps
Suckers and sticklebacks

There in the mud ..the track of 
beaver
The sign of its work...a dead tree
Drag marks through the mud
Back to the dam

Soon there will be 
another dam
And another then 
another

The land will 
disappear
Inundated by busyness
Priceless farmland turned to swamp

The county cheers its passing
Loper and Neal  smile their smiles
The unborn generations should cry
Where will their food come from
In the by and by.

)DUPODQG�RU�6ZDPS

By Kathy Torretta

May Valley Chocolate Dessert

The inspiration for this recipe came 
after a close inspection of May Creek.  
With silt many feet deep and the flow 
of the creek choked causing flooding 
and muddy fields, I was reminded of 
a dessert - a tasty chocolate brownie 
with a thick, rich sauce. 

If only the creek could be cleaned as 
easily as the pan for this dessert …..

Ingredients ~
1 cup flour
2 tsp. baking powder
1/4 tsp. salt
3/4 cup sugar
1 cup brown sugar
6 tbs. cocoa divided
1/2 cup milk
2 tbs. melted butter
1 3/4 cup hot water

1. Preheat oven to 350 degrees.
2. In bowl, stir together flour, 

baking powder, salt, sugar and 
two tablespoons of cocoa.

3. Combine melted butter and 
milk.  Pour over mixture and stir 
till blended.

4. Spread batter into a 9" baking 
pan.

5. Sprinkle brown sugar and four 
tablespoons of cocoa over 
batter.  

6. Pour hot water over batter.
7. Bake for 45 minutes or until 

done.  Serve warm with ice 
cream.

Serves 8

&RRNLQJ�:LWK�6DOO\

SPOKANE--Plans for increasing 
dissolved oxygen in the Spokane 
River were discussed at a public 
workshop June 26, at Spokane Falls 
Community College.

The Department of Ecology (Ecology)  
presented general information about 
the process for developing a cleanup 
plan, called a total maximum daily 
load (TMDL) in the federal Clean 
Water Act. Participants also learned 
about the water-quality computer 
model developed for dissolved 
oxygen in the Spokane River and 
Long Lake.

Portions of Long Lake and the river 
violate Washington state's water-
quality standards for dissolved 
oxygen, and some segments are 
included in the federal Clean Water 
Act's list of impaired bodies of water.
Adequate concentrations of dissolved 
oxygen are vital so fish, invertebrates 
and other aquatic life can breathe. It 
also helps decompose organic matter 

in the water and bottom sediments. 
When a body of water becomes 
polluted with nutrients, such as 
phosphorus and organic matter,
more dissolved oxygen is used for 
decomposition, reducing the 
amount available to fish and other 
aquatic life. 

The cleanup plan will focus on the 
sources of this pollution. The 
pollution can come from discharges 
from wastewater treatment plants or 
stormwater-collection systems, both 
of which are considered "point 
sources," or from polluted runoff, 
which is considered a "nonpoint
source." 

Nonpoint sources might include 
runoff containing fertilizer and 
pesticides from lawns and 
croplands, organic debris from 
forested land (e.g. Large Woody 
Debris) , soil erosion, and faulty 
septic tanks.

'2(�	�'LVVROYHG�2[\JHQ
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I recently received the following email 
from a friend:

To: msrdavidv@ifriendly.com 
Sent: Friday, June 14, 2002 11:15 AM 
Subject: RED WHITE BLUE 

'HFODUDWLRQ�RI�,QGHSHQGHQFH�RQ�-XO\����������WKH�%ULWLVK�IODJ�ZDV�QR�ORQJHU�DSSURSULDWH�DV�SDUW�RI�WKH�8�6��IODJ��2Q�-XQH�����������WKH�&RQWLQHQWDO�&RQ�JUHVV�UHVROYHG�WKDW��WKH�)ODJ�RI�WKH�XQLWHG�VWDWHV�EH����VWULSHV�DOWHUQDWH�UHG�DQG�ZKLWH���DQG�WKDW��WKH�8QLRQ�EH����VWDUV�ZKLWH�LQ�D�EOXH�ILHOG�UHSUHVHQW�LQJ�D�QHZ�FRQVWHOODWLRQ���7KLV�$PHULFDQ�IODJ�UHFHLYHG�LWV�ILUVW�VDOXWH�IURP�DQRWKHU�FRXQWU\�RQ�)HE������������ZKHQ�)UHQFK�YHVVHOV�LQ�4XLEHURQ�%D\��)UDQFH��VDOXWHG�$PHULFDQ�QDYDO�RIILFHU�-RKQ�3DXO�-RQHV�DQG�KLV�VKLS�5DQJHU��
1R�RQH�NQRZV�IRU�VXUH�ZKR�GH�VLJQHG�WKLV�IODJ��RU�ZKR�PDGH�WKH�ILUVW�RQH��)UDQFLV�+RSNLQVRQ��D�GHOHJDWH�WR�WKH�&RQWLQHQWDO�&RQJUHVV��FODLPHG�WKDW�KH�KDG�GHVLJQHG�LW��0RVW�VFKRODUV�DF�FHSW�WKLV�FODLP��
,Q�������:LOOLDP�-��&DQE\�FODLPHG�WKDW�KLV�JUDQGPRWKHU��%HWV\�5RVV��KDG�PDGH�WKH�ILUVW�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�IODJ��%HWV\�5RVV�ZDV�D�3KLODGHOSKLD�VHDPVWUHVV�ZKR�PDGH�IODJV�GXULQJ�WKH�5HYROXWLRQDU\�:DU��+RZHYHU��IHZ�KLVWRULDQV�VXSSRUW�&DQE\
V�FODLP��>(GLWRU¶V�QRWH��/DXUHO�0F)DUODQG��D�JUHDW�JUHDW�JUHDW�JUHDW�JUHDW�JUDQGGDXJKWHU�RI�%HWV\�5RVV�ZKR�OLYHV�LQ�0D\�9DOOH\��KDV�LWHPV�VHZQ�E\�%HWV\�EXW�XQIRUWXQDWHO\�QR�IODJV�@�
7KH�FRORUV��7KH�&RQWLQHQWDO�&RQJUHVV�OHIW�QR�UHFRUG�WR�VKRZ�ZK\�LW�FKRVH�UHG��ZKLWH��DQG�EOXH�DV�WKH�FRORUV�IRU�WKH�IODJ��

%XW��LQ�������WKH�&RQJUHVV�RI�WKH�&RQIHGHUDWLRQ�FKRVH�WKHVH�VDPH�FRORUV�IRU�WKH�QHZO\�GH�VLJQHG�*UHDW�6HDO�RI�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV��7KH�UHVROXWLRQ�RQ�WKH�VHDO�OLVWHG�PHDQLQJV�IRU�WKH�FRO�RUV��5HG�LV�IRU�KDUGLQHVV�DQG�FRXUDJH��ZKLWH�IRU�SXULW\�DQG�LQ�QRFHQFH��DQG�EOXH�IRU�YLJLODQFH��SHUVHYHUDQFH��DQG�MXVWLFH��
7KH�VWULSHV�LQ�WKH�IODJ�VWDQG�IRU�WKH����RULJLQDO�FRORQLHV��7KH�VWULSHV�ZHUH�SUREDEO\�DGRSWHG�IURP�WKH�IODJ�RI�WKH�FRORQLDO�SD�WULRW�JURXS�WKH�6RQV�RI�/LEHUW\��ZKLFK�KDG�ILYH�UHG�DQG�IRXU�ZKLWH�VWULSHV��7KH�%ULWLVK�8QLRQ�-DFN�ZDV�DGGHG�WR�VKRZ�WKDW�WKH�FRORQLVWV�GLG�QRW�DW�ILUVW�VHHN�IXOO�LQGHSHQGHQFH��
7KH�VWDUV��7KH�UHVROXWLRQ�SDVVHG�E\�&RQJUHVV�LQ������VWDWHG�WKDW�WKH�IODJ�VKRXOG�KDYH����VWDUV��%XW�&RQJUHVV�GLG�QRW�LQGLFDWH�KRZ�WKH�VWDUV�VKRXOG�EH�DU�UDQJHG��7KH�PRVW�SRSXODU�DU�UDQJHPHQW�VKRZHG�WKH�VWDUV�LQ�DOWHUQDWLQJ�URZV�RI�������������DQG���VWDUV��$QRWKHU�YHUVLRQ�KDG����VWDUV�LQ�D�FLUFOH�ZLWK�WKH���WK�VWDU�LQ�WKH�FHQWHU��$�IODJ�ZLWK����VWDUV�LQ�D�FLUFOH�LV�RIWHQ�DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK�WKH�SHULRG��+RZHYHU��WKHUH�LV�OLWWOH�HYLGHQFH�WKDW�VXFK�D�GHVLJQ�ZDV�XVHG��7KHUH�LV�QR�KLVWRULFDO�EDVLV�IRU�DVVLJQLQJ�HDFK�VWDU�WR�D�SDUWLFX�ODU�VWDWH��
&KDQJHV�LQ�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�IODJ� %\�������WZR�QHZ�VWDWHV�KDG�MRLQHG�WKH�8QLRQ��&RQJUHVV�GHFLGHG�WR�DGG�WZR�VWDUV�DQG�WZR�VWULSHV�WR�WKH�IODJ��,W�RU�GHUHG�D����VWULSH�IODJ�XVHG�DIWHU�0D\����������7KH�VWDUV�DS�SHDUHG�LQ�ILYH�URZV��WKUHH�LQ�D�URZ��
)LYH�PRUH�VWDWHV�KDG�FRPH�LQWR�WKH�8QLRQ�E\�������&RQJUHVV�GLG�QRW�ZDQW�WKH�IODJ�WR�KDYH����VWDUV�DQG����VWULSHV��EHFDXVH�LW�

ZRXOG�EH�WRR�FOXWWHUHG��3HWHU�:HQGRYHU��D�UHSUHVHQWDWLYH�IURP�1HZ�<RUN��SURSRVHG�D�IODJ�RI����VWULSHV��ZLWK�D�VWDU�IRU�HDFK�VWDWH��&RQJUHVV�DFFHSWHG�WKH�LGHD��2Q�$SULO����������LW�VHW�WKH�QXPEHU�RI�VWULSHV�DW����DJDLQ��,W�DOVR�RUGHUHG�WKDW�D�QHZ�VWDU�EH�DGGHG�WR�WKH�IODJ�RQ�WKH�-XO\��WK�DIWHU�D�VWDWH�MRLQHG�WKH�8QLRQ��
&RQJUHVV�VWLOO�GLG�QRW�VD\ KRZ�WKH�VWDUV�VKRXOG�EH�DUUDQJHG��VR�IODJ�PDNHUV�XVHG�YDULRXV�GH�VLJQV��7KH�*UHDW�6WDU�)ODJ�RI������KDG�LWV����VWDUV�DUUDQJHG�LQ�WKH�IRUP�RI�D�ILYH�SRLQWHG�VWDU��,Q�VRPH�FDVHV��WKH�$UP\�DQG�1DY\�ZRUNHG�RXW�WKH�QHZ�GHVLJQV�IRU�WKH�VWDUV�ZKHQ�D�QHZ�VWDWH�HQWHUHG�WKH�8QLRQ��%XW�LQ�VRPH�FDVHV��QR�RIILFLDO�DFWLRQ�ZDV�HYHU�WDNHQ��'XULQJ�WKH�$PHULFDQ�&LYLO�:DU��������������3UHVLGHQW�$EUDKDP�/LQ�FROQ�UHIXVHG�WR�KDYH�WKH�VWDUV�IRU�6RXWKHUQ�6WDWHV�WDNHQ�IURP�WKH�IODJ��8QLRQ�WURRSV�IRXJKW�XQGHU�D����VWDU�IODJ�WKH�ILUVW�WKUHH�PRQWKV�RI�WKH�ZDU��D����VWDU�IODJ�XQWLO�������DQG�D����VWDU�IODJ�XQWLO�WKH�ZDU
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All this to represent the American 
PEOPLE and, not one mention of 
fish! Not one country on the face of 
the earth has a fish as a national 
symbol. Not one state in this union 
has a fish as a state symbol or pic-
tured on its flag. The only business 
that flys the fish flag is Ivar's Salmon 
house. 

Not one fish has ever voted (except 
in Chicago) and not one fish has 
ever paid a dimes-worth of taxes. 
Most of the Pacific salmon caught is 

(Continued on page 20)
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(Continued from page 19)

purchased by foreign processing 
vessels for consumption in the orient 
and not one dime of tariff or duty or 
tax for regeneration of the species is 
paid to the host country. 

Not one dime of "user" tax is 
charged to those Americans who eat 
salmon, for resource management, 
or repopulation or maintenance like 
trucking companies do for road 
maintenance or tire dealers charge 
for their road tax. 

The burden of supporting the "fish" 
has been placed squarely on the 
heads of the general population of 
Americans and their children who 
spend most of their eating dollars on 
hamburgers and hot dogs and 
steaks and chicken. 

In the name of the "fish", government 
officials seize and quarantine private 
property, by regulation, from the use 

by its owner just so we can grow fish 
for Asia?

We spend billions of dollars (Louise 
Miller) to "restore" habitat and our 
children have funding gaps for 
schools. We balk at prescription sub-
sidies for seniors and the disabled 
and close county parks because of 
budget shortfalls. Should the politi-
cians wrangle with each other over 
government funded programs to 
benefit what? The fish that are eaten 
in Asia? Or should our representa-
tives be spending the money that we 
surrender to the tax man on educa-
tion, retraining, subsidized housing, 
feeding the poor or, heaven forbid, 
low cost home loans or business 
loans for the electorate?

If the salmon are residents of the    
U.S., and they always come back 
home, then why don't we consider 
them as a national resource, like oil 
or trees, and charge export fees for 

them? Why do you and I have to 
sacrifice our private property to local 
and federal regulations that favor for-
eign exploiters of this national re-
source?

Let's really think about which politi-
cian REALLY puts US first on elec-
tion day. 

Let us take back the prerogative of 
private property guaranteed to the 
PEOPLE (not the fish) of the United 
States under the Constitution. 
Vote nationalism!

Down with internationalism! Let's 
protect ourselves first. Only when we 
are strong can we be truly compas-
sionate and generous and not co-
dependant.

Be vigilant and careful with your free-
doms and rights! 

(Continued from page 8)

the Yakima Valley. But what of Seat-
tle? Jack Lija, in charge of West 
Nile fever surveillance for Washing-
ton state, is quoted in a July 8, 2002, 
P.I. article by Tom Paulson, saying,  
“West Nile will get here, perhaps as 
early as this summer. And if West 
Nile can get here, why not Japanese 
encephalitis?”  Good question. Why 
not, indeed?

So be warned—pestilential killers 
are on their way. And be aware that 
our government is doing essentially 
NOTHING about it! They have peo-
ple in the field looking for dead 
things. When they find dead things 
and the dead things test positive, our 
government will know that these dis-
eases are upon us. Gosh, that 
sounds awful. What if I am one of 
the dead things? Or one of my loved 
ones? Or, heaven forbid, a politi-
cian?

Now I am truly sad and angry. When 
malaria was the killer, the govern-
ment and the people eradicated the 
mosquito. No mosquitoes, no dis-
ease. Simple as that. Flyers put out 

by the state health department, the 
EPA and King County seem to 
agree. They all talk about eradicating 
mosquito habitat. The only problem, 
of course, is that of eliminating any 
“stagnant water” on your property.  
That would mean draining swamps 
and ponds, and so on. The state and 
the EPA tell you that you must do 
that.  But King County says you can’t 
do that, because swamps and ponds 
are “wetlands.”  So much for getting 
rid of mosquito habitat.

Before some of you jump up and 
start chanting “No net loss in wet-
lands!” I would like to point out a 
problem and a solution. First there 
would be no net loss of  wetlands, at 
least not in May Valley.  We in the 
valley have always had emergent 
wetlands—that is to say, the place 
floods in the rainy season and dries 
out in the summer.  But in the past it 
did not produce mosquitoes. Why? 
Because the water drained out. Mos-
quitoes breed in stagnant water, in 
swamps. Current King County poli-
cies are creating swamps in May 
Valley. But our question is, do all 
wetlands have to be swamps? Or 

can we have the historical emergent 
wetland of our fathers? Does drain-
ing swamps work for mosquito con-
trol? You bet. Consider the following 
assessment by Mark Ray, MS, and 
Jerry Lang, Ph.D., two historians 
from Woolport, Ohio.

Up through the 1920’s in the Car-
bondale, Illinois area (Jackson 
County), pop 61,000, there were 
2,500 cases of malaria a year that 
resulted in 50 to 100 deaths. In re-
sponse to this heath threat a multi-
agency campaign drained 60 acres 
of swamps and ponds, lowered a 
lake to provide a clear water edge, 
regraded 45 miles of streams, oiled 
natural breeding sites, stocked 
ponds and wells with top minnows, 
and conducted extensive inspections 
and educational measures. The re-
sulting number of malaria cases 
dropped the next year to 19.

What a miracle. From 2,500 to 19, 
and no deaths. But not really a mira-
cle. Mosquitoes are easy to kill. Eas-
ier to kill a population of mosquitoes 
than to bring back a grandchild from 

(Continued on page 21)
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To most of us, clouds are things of 
drama, romance and whimsy. To 
Cal-Tech chemical engineer John 
Seinfeld, they’re a cog in Earth’s vast 
weather factory. At the beginning of 

the assembly line, salt particles 
escape from ocean waves and waft 
up to cooler altitudes, where 
moisture from the air condenses on 
them. Droplets form, and many 
droplets make a cloud. But human 
industry throws a monkey wrench 
into this process. The air’s moisture 
also gloms onto “organic 
particles” (soot) from smokestacks, 
cars and kitchens. And since there’s 
only so much water to go around, 
clouds form out of a finer mist, 
Seinfeld says. Such clouds reflect 
more of the sun’s radiation back into 
space, making the Earth cooler. 
Pollution, it seems, has an upside: it
compensates for warming due to 
greenhouse gases. Don’t pop that 
cork just yet. Clouds may not 
produce as much rain. And nobody 
knows how big the cooling effect will 
be.

SAND PUZZLES
Scientists are always telling us about 
things we can’t possibly understand 
(“dark matter,” 
anyone?). So why 
can’t they explain 
everyday things? 
Consider the sand 
under your toes. Each grain is 
shaped slightly differently. Put 
thousands, millions, billions of them 
together and they jostle and bump 
with unspeakable complexity. Ever 
notice how a pile of sand tends to 
“avalanche” until it attains a certain 
slope, which is always the same? 
Know why? Neither does anybody 

else.
The more experiments physicists do, 
the less sand conforms to their 
expectations. Here’s a cutting-edge 
problem: make one pile of sand with 
a funnel and another with a sieve. 
They look almost identical, but they 
aren’t. The pile formed by the funnel 
has less weight at its center than its 
edges. The sieve distributes the 
weight uniformly, mystifying 
scientists.

Japan Minister Blames Whales for 
Starving Millions
Thu Jul 4,10:57 AM ET
TOKYO 
(Reuters) -
Japan's farm 
minister, 
defending 
his country's controversial scientific 
whaling program, suggested on 
Thursday the giant ocean mammals 
were taking food from the mouths of 
millions of starving people 
worldwide.  “I wonder whether you 
know that whales consume more 
than three to five times the maritime 
resources (that humans do), or in 
terms of fish, 300 million to 450 
million tons of fish," Agriculture 
Minister Tsutomu Takebe told a 
news conference. 

"I also have to point out that on the 
earth there are 800 million human 
beings who are undernourished." 

Takebe later qualified his remark, 
saying he was merely pointing out 
the necessity of exploiting natural 
resources on a sustainable basis 
and not arguing that whales were 
actually to blame for global hunger. 

It was not the first time he has drawn 
fire -- or stirred bewilderment -- by 
citing a threat to world fisheries 
resources to argue in favor of 
whaling. 

At the International 
Whaling 
Commission annual 
meeting in May, he 
drew parallels with 
damage to life and 

limb caused by an rise in the number 
of African elephants trampling on 
people. 

"People say the hunting of elephants 
is for ivory, but that is not true," 
domestic media quoted him as 
saying. "For those concerned, it's a 
matter of life and death." 

Japan abandoned commercial 
whaling in 1986 in line with a global 
moratorium, but began what it calls 
scientific research whaling the 
following year. 

It lobbied for a resumption of 
commercial whaling at the latest IWC 
gathering, but its quest was thwarted 
at a meeting distinguished by days of 
bitter battles. 

(Continued from page 20)

the dead. My question here is, why 
not kill them now?  Why wait for 
someone to die so the county can 
test the corpse? After all, these dis-
eases are considered bioterrorist 
weapons, or at least that’s what Dr. 
Jeff Duncan of the King County 
Health Department says. But what if 
there is no mosquito to carry the 
disease? Then there is no threat, no 
terror.

So we of rural King County say 
“No!” to bioterrorism sponsored 
(unwittingly, I hope) by the DNRP 
and DDES, and we earnestly ask 
our city brethren will join us in our 
crusade. After all, when you drive 
through our beautiful virus-laden 
area you just might get bitten. You 
won’t have a big chance of catching 
encephalitis, of course. But if you 
were asked to put your hand into a 
jar of our mosquitoes after being 
told that you would have a 1 in 
1,000 chance of dying as a result, 
would you do it?

Didn’t think so. Please don’t ask us 
to do it either. Let us eliminate the 
sword before it is used a gainst 
us .

&ORXG\�7KLQNLQJ
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When we formed May Valley 
Environmental Council it was 
to fight the May Creek Basin 
Plan of 1998, which was de-
signed to ensure the continued 
flooding of May Valley. At that 
time we insisted that if King 
County was going to intention-
ally flood us then they should 
have the courtesy to say so 
and give us the option to sell 
out to them.

Then the Basin Plan of 2001 
was passed, with changes we 
had fought for that would pro-
vide flood relief. Recent events 
such as the placing of large 
woody debris and riparian 
plantings at the County prop-

erty at 164th Street indicate 
that King County is really pro-
ceeding with the original 1998 
plan to continue flooding the 
valley. There is no other logi-
cal explanation for their 
change of approach from the 
initial work they did on that 
property in 2001 to the work 
they are doing now, or of their 
inability to get a project going 
this year.

As we all know, King County 
now has a voluntary buy-out 
program in place. Recently 
King County has showed that 
valley property is more valu-
able as wetlands than it is with 
human occupancy in the cal-

culations used to purchase the 
Bruce property. The regular 
value of the house and prop-
erty was set at a modest 
$150,000 with an additional 
value of $173,350 ($86,675 
per acre) for the wetland’s wa-
ter storage function.

We of May Valley are encour-
aged by the County’s assess-
ment of our land’s worth as 
swamp and eagerly anticipate 
the County’s speedy purchase 
of all our properties. They will 
get their much-desired swamp 
honestly and fairly and we will 
have the means to relocate to 
a county more in tune with the 
rural lifestyle.
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