
From: Kelly Bacon (CD)
To: "rikkischmitt1@gmail.com"
Subject: SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson - Transmittal of Comments
Date: Thursday, September 10, 2020 2:07:00 PM
Attachments: SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson - Transmittal of Comments Letter 9-10-20.pdf

Combined Comments for Transmittal 9-10-20.pdf
CU-20-00003 Brown and Jackson Comment Matrix.xlsx

Good afternoon,
 
Attached please find correspondence in regards to the  Brown and Jackson SEPA application SE-20-
00003.  I am working from home this week, so a hard copy of the letter, comment matrix and the
comments will be mailed out next week.  Please contact me directly with any questions.
 
Thank you,
 
 

Kelly Bacon
Planner I
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby Street, Ste 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926
Office: (509) 962-7539
Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
 
Please Note:  In an effort to mitigate the spread of COVID-19 and the Governor’s "Safe Start" reopening plan, Kittitas
County Community Development Services is currently in Phase 3 and is open to the public in a limited capacity. At
this time many of us are on a rotating schedule working from home and in the office; during this time I will do my
best to respond to you as promptly as possible.
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Allison R Shriner 
181 Sunset Rd.  
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
Attn: Kelly Bacon 
205 W, 5th Ave.  
Ellensburg, WA 98926-2887 
kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us, 509 962-7539 
 
Dear Kittitas County Community Development Services:  
 
As a past resident of the Parke Creek area for thirty years, along with immediate family residing 
in the area  (mother, father, brothers), it has come to my attention that Brown & Jackson, Inc. has 
plans of building and operating two septage ponds at the mouth of Parke Creek Canyon.  After 
perusing the SEPA Application, the Addendum, and the Grading Permit, there are some 
components of this plan that I would like to address.   
 
2. Air 


a: The SEPA Checklist asks if there will be emissions from the proposal during construction 
or maintenance.  The answer includes, “Additionally, the stored septage can give an odor.” 
This is one of the greatest understatements I have ever heard or read.  When I was young 
young, the Brown Boys operated their silage pit about a mile up the Vantage Highway from 
us, and we can tell you that at times the smell was overwhelming.  We are down-wind of 
Parke Creek and do not want to live with the stench of sewage for years to come, nor do the 
people who live much closer than we do.  As the answer is stated in 8. a. Land and Shoreline 
use, “Most of the surrounding area is vacant or used for agricultural purposes, with the 
exception of the DSHS facility to the north.” The proximity of the Parke Creek Community 
Facility is indeed directly adjacent to the proposed septage pond site; however, the land in the 
area is hardly vacant. There are many homes up and down Parke Creek, Fox Road, and the 
Vantage Highway.  It has grown considerably since 1989.  According to the Kittitas 
Comprehensive Plan of 2019, the rural areas of the county are supposed to grow from 17,043 
to 25,197 by 2037 (pg. 11).  With the smell of the septage ponds wafting through the air, 
no one will want to move out here.  It would destroy our property’s value as well as the 
other neighboring owners’ property values.  
 


3. Water 
b.1) Ground Water: The Checklist states that during construction there will be dust mitigation 
using water suppression (1. Air, c.) but in this section about ground water use, there is no 
mention of the use of ground water for this purpose.  If they pump water for dust mitigation in 
the construction phase as well as when they apply the biosolids to the cropland (occurring in 
the driest part of the year), it could adversely affect other irrigators using the same 
aquifer.\Another method of mitigating the smell from the septage is to wash the trucks and 
truck tanks down at the end of the day, which will require more water.  This would also 
require holding tanks for the wastewater (EPA: Guide to Septage Treatment and Disposal, 
Chapter 12, pg. 41).  
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c. Water Runoff (including storm water) 
2) The plan states that there should be no expected runoff of waste materials into the ground 
or surface water.  However, if a leak occurs in the lining of one or both of the ponds, the 
effluent will run down or be absorbed into the creek bed due to their location 10 feet above 
the lowest point.  If the leak goes undetected for a protracted period of time, the effluent will 
enter the ground water, which could contaminate well water for people in the area who 
depend on their wells for drinking water.  It could also adversely affect people’s fields that 
are irrigated by water from the creek and the ground water that people pump from their 
wells for irrigation. In the letter, it is passively addressed that they will meet minimum 
requirements, but as seen with other similar sewage storage ponds – like in Sunnyside, it has 
had adverse impacts on the ground and surface water.  
 
In c. 1) The statement that, “This area receives less than 9” of rainfall per year, therefore 
storm water will infiltrate naturally” does not take into account that Parke Creek has been 
known to flood in the winter or spring with runoff from the snow in the mountains.  This is 
not an occurrence that happens very often; however, if there is ever an overtopping, a leak or 
other malfunction of the lagoons, it could be a very serious situation for all who are 
downstream.  In 1996, we experienced flooding from Parke Creek that impacted homes and 
residences, so while this is ONLY 9” of rain and precipitation, it does not take account the 
events that happen outside of average years because they are “outliers”.  
   


4. Animals 
The only animals or birds that have been listed in the Checklist are hawks and deer which are 
definitely present in the area.  But to add to the list, there are other birds and animals who live 
near and pass through the creek bed such as bald eagles, songbirds, herons, and kestrels, as 
well as the Quilomene elk herd, cougar, coyotes, and badgers.  
 


7.  Environmental Health 
 a. The plan directs the reader back to the Spill Response Plan in several of the questions 


which is not attached to the SEPA Checklist or any other documents with public access.  In 
my opinion for transparency’s sake it should be made accessible.  Another application that 
should be made accessible in the interest of transparency is the Department of Ecology’s 
General Biosolids Permit filed by Brown & Jackson.  


 
3) & 5) I am assuming that methods for testing the ph level of the biosolids and land 
application procedures are detailed in the General Permit Application.  There are quite a few 
considerations when growing food crops on this type of treated soil, and there should be a 
means by which the state and the public know that these procedures are being followed and 
reported to the proper agencies for the health of everyone.  
 


8.  Land & Shoreline Use  
 e.  The zoning for the site of the septage lagoons is reiterated which is quoted here: 
  
17.29.010 Purpose and intent.  


The agriculture (A-20) zone is an area wherein farming, ranching and rural life styles are dominant 
characteristics. The intent of this zoning classification is to preserve fertile farmland from 







encroachment by nonagricultural land uses; and protect the rights and traditions of those engaged in 
agriculture. (Ord. 2013-008, 2013; Ord. 83-Z-2 (part), 1983: Res. 83-10, 1983) 


 
 Even though sewage is allowed under the zoning codes for A-20, I suggest that septage 


lagoons do not fit the spirit of this ordinance and that the purpose which Brown & Jackson is 
pursuing is that of a nonagricultural, commercial use. I know that Brown & Jackson’s 
reasoning for the this project will be tied to agriculture, however, that re-using the sewage is 
not in their best interest if the market doesn’t exist for it. Since Seattle has been hauling their 
treated sewage to be thrown on wheat fields, it has now ramped down and not a primary 
application of this sewage to be reused. This is taking raw sewage from events such as 
concerts at the Gorge, or anybody else who wants to rent their portapotties and transfer it on 
site to a location near residences. This is not an agricultural use, nor are they taking only 
Kittitas County waste, and providing a “service” to Kittitas County.  


 
 This quote from the Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan, 2019 expands upon maintaining the 


rural character of the county:  
 
 8.4.2 Planning for Rural Lands 


The Rural and Resource element is intended to preserve rural character through adopted 
goals and policies designed to encourage and protect the types of uses that are 
characteristic to the rural area. The goals and policies are intended to accomplish this in 
part by reducing conflicting land uses within the County’s rural area while providing a 
variety of rural densities, protecting agriculture land resources and activities, guarding the 
County’s water resources and insuring appropriate services and facilities for such 
environments (pg. 87).  


 
In the spirit of “reducing conflicting land uses within the county’s rural area[s],” I must 
wholeheartedly condemn this septage project as not being within the county’s plan for 
preserving rural lifestyles, and the health and well-being of our rural residents in the Parke 
Creek area and beyond.  There is already a county solid waste facility to which Brown and 
Jackson hauls their septage, which is away from residents and where the waste is monitored 
and reported on by county employees (I understand that they want to save money and cut their 
costs for currently using this operating model).  I cannot fault a person for wanting to expand 
his or her business, but I cannot condone expanding it at the expense of the health and 
goodwill of that business’ neighbors.  
 
Their interests lie in making the quickest dollar, with the minimum permit requirements on the 
lowest cost. Kittitas County has seen poor development land use, especially with the 
incompliance of the Growth Management Act for several years in the 2000’s and early 
2010’s. This is an incompliance of the GMA, and once again, if shuffled thru the permitting 
system for meeting the “minimum requirements”, the residents will end up paying for the 
costs of these impacts, for many years to come and the business/developer will again get off 
the hook, for degrading the current conditions. We must think about the impacts for years to 
come, outside of the lens of meeting minimum requirements, taking into consideration the 
Land Use and Building Analysis Capacity Memo (Berk Consulting 2016), and other planning 
forecasts that know the demand on natural resources and land will be more taxed with more 
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population, and adding sewage ponds to the mix, will add another component of complexity, 
ultimate degradation of quality of life for flora and fauna, and the residences of the Parke 
Creek area, that want their slice of heaven, with clean air and clean water.  
 
The residences and neighbors of Parke Creek area urge Kittitas County Community 
Development Services to deny this application due to insufficient information and it does not 
meet the intent of Kittitas County Code 17A and the Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan.   
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Allison R. Shriner 
      


 
 
 
     
    
 
 
 
 
 















From: Barry Brunson
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Cc: sage.park@ecy.wa.gov
Subject: Brown & Jackson SE-20-00003 proposal
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 3:37:00 PM


Dear Ms Bacon,


I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the subject proposal. While I understand the value
of reuse of liquid and solid human waste for agricultural and other purposes, it must be done in
a responsible way, and I have doubts about this proposal. Primarily, the proposal seems clearly
to be that of a (privately-owned, as opposed to municipal) sewage treatment operation, instead
of a solid waste handling facility, as Brown & Jackson present it. My understanding is that this
requires a different level of permitting. 


Here are a few additional comments.


1) In the SEPA Environmental Checklist, under 3.Water, c. Water runoff, question 2 asks 
“Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.” The Brown
& Jackson response appears evasive, as they say only “It is not expected that waste materials
will enter ground or surface waters.” Would it not be better if they provided specific plans and
procedures for avoiding waste materials befouling ground and/or surface waters?


2) Open ponds inevitably would seem to attract both birds and land animals unless barriers are
in place, and I could find no mention of such. The site appears clearly be within the Pacific
Flyway, and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act would seem naturally to be relevant, but I could
find no reference to the MBTA in the proposal documents. In fact, in the SEPA Environmental
Checklist, under 5. Animals, c. asks “Is the site part of a migration route?”, and Brown &
Jackson say “None Known”.


3) In the SEPA Environmental Checklist, under 2. Air, c. asks for “Proposed measures to
reduce or control emissions  or other impacts to air, if any.” The response stipulates that the
septage will be disked into the land only once a year, and adds that this should minimize
odors. Perhaps I’m being naive, but it would seem that odors would be likely to build up and
increase over the course of a full year. 


Sincerely,


Barry Brunson
380 Landers Lane
Cle Elum WA 98922
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From: Bill Stansbery
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: comments on proposed project of Brown and Jackson (SE-20-00003)
Date: Monday, August 24, 2020 2:05:41 PM


To:  Kittitas County Community Development Services


From:  Bill Stansbery, 101 North Ruby Street, Ellensburg, WA  98926
billstansbery@gmail.com
(509) 925-5537


RE: Project Name (File Number): Brown and Jackson (SE-20-00003)


Date:  August 24, 2020


Hello,


I do not live in the area of the proposed project.  Friends have informed me of the proposal.


It is possible that the proposed project would affect the water quality in the creek.  It is possible that the
water in household wells would be affected.  It seems likely that odors from the project would affect the
quality of life of those living in the area during at least part of the year.


The deadline for comments is September 1, 2020.  That leaves very little time for those who might be
affected by the project to do research and make informed comments.  I think that people should be given at
least ninety more days to make comments before any step is taken to approve the project.
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Attachment 2: Soil Mapping 


 







Kittitas County Area, Washington


618—Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 
percent


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l58
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 150 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated


Map Unit Composition
Nitzel, gravelly substratum, and similar soils: 90 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Nitzel, Gravelly Substratum


Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Parent material: Alluvium with an influence of volcanic ash in the 


upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 8 inches: ashy silt loam
H2 - 8 to 29 inches: ashy loam
H3 - 29 to 46 inches: loam
H4 - 46 to 60 inches: sandy loam


Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Moderately well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water 


(Ksat): Moderately high to high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 29 to 46 inches
Frequency of flooding: OccasionalNone
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water capacity: High (about 10.4 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3w
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Minor Components


Tanaha
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Mitta
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
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Kittitas County Area, Washington


674—Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l6z
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 170 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland


Map Unit Composition
Durtash, gravelly, and similar soils: 80 percent
Minor components: 20 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Durtash, Gravelly


Setting
Landform: Alluvial fans
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Alluvium with loess in the upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 5 inches: gravelly loam
H2 - 5 to 14 inches: very gravelly clay loam
H3 - 14 to 19 inches: extremely gravelly clay
H4 - 19 to 29 inches: cemented material
H5 - 29 to 60 inches: cemented material


Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 10 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 10 to 20 inches to duripan
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Low to 


moderately low (0.01 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 


mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.1 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 6s
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Ecological site: R008XY201WA - DRY STONY 10-16 PZ
Hydric soil rating: No


Minor Components


Selah
Percent of map unit: 10 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Manastash
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Terlan
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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From: Mike Flory
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: RE: Notice of Application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
Date: Thursday, August 20, 2020 3:52:37 PM


Kelly,
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above SEPA.
 
If there are to be buildings or structures at a future time, they will need a building permit and they
must comply with the most current adopted codes and standards for Washington State and Kittitas
County.
 
Best regards,
 


Michael Flory
Certified Building Official
 
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N Ruby Street Suite 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926
P:  509.933.8222 mike.flory@co.kittitas.wa.us
 
To schedule inspections: https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/building/inspection-request.aspx
To view permit or inspection status: https://co-kittitas-wa.smartgovcommunity.com/ApplicationPublic/ApplicationHome
To request design criteria / snowloads: https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/building/cgdc-form.aspx
 


From: Kelly Bacon (CD) <kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us> 
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 9:39 AM
To: Pat Nicholson <pat.nicholson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Ryan McAllister
<ryan.mcallister@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Kim Dawson <kim.dawson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Julie Kjorsvik
<julie.kjorsvik@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Toni Berkshire <toni.berkshire@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jesse Cox
<jesse.cox@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Holly Erdman <Holly.erdman@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Lisa Lawrence
<lisa.lawrence@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Patti Johnson <patti.johnson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Candie Leader
<candie.leader@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Gail Weyand <gail.weyand.pw@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Yakima Nation
- Jessica <jessica@yakama.com>; Yakima Nation - J Marvin <jmarvin@yakama.com>; Yakama Nation
<johnson@yakama.com>; Yakama Nation - Enviromental Review <enviroreview@yakama.com>;
SEPA Register <separegister@ecy.wa.gov>; SEPA Unit <sepaunit@ecy.wa.gov>; DOE - gcle
<gcle461@ecy.wa.gov>; DOE - lowh <lowh461@ecy.wa.gov>; DOE - migi <migi461@ecy.wa.gov>;
WDFW - Scott Downes <scott.downes@dfw.wa.gov>; WDFW - Jennifer Nelson
<jennifer.nelson@dfw.wa.gov>; WDFW - Elizabeth Torrey <elizabeth.torrey@dfw.wa.gov>; WS
DAHP <sepa@dahp.wa.gov>; James E Brooks Library - Jorgenja <jorgenja@cwu.edu>; James E
Brooks Library - Nelmsk <nelmsk@cwu.edu>; Mike Flory <mike.flory@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Douglas
Mitchell <douglas.mitchell@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jeremy Larson <jeremy.larson@co.kittitas.wa.us>;
Steph Mifflin <stephanie.mifflin@co.kittitas.wa.us>; WA State Department of Health - Russell
<russell.mau@doh.wa.gov>; becky.kennedy@dnr.wa.gov; cindy.preston@dnr.wa.gov;
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rivers@dnr.wa.gov; Allison Kimball (brooksideconsulting@gmail.com)
<brooksideconsulting@gmail.com>; (tribune@nkctribune.com) <tribune@nkctribune.com>;
terry@nkctribune.com; mgallagher@kvnews.com; legals@kvnews.com;
deborah.j.knaub@usace.army.mil; lhendrix@usbr.gov; Michael.j.daniels3.civ@mail.mil;
mark.a.gradwohl.civ@mail.mil; Kimberly.peacher@navy.mil; sara@krdistrict.org; Debbie Lee
(clerk@cityofkittitas.com) <clerk@cityofkittitas.com>; lonnie_allphin@ksd403.org;
monty_sabin@ksd403.org; RichElliott <elliottr@kvfr.org>; Johnson Meninick
<Johnson_Meninick@Yakama.com>; Jessica Lally <Jessica_Lally@Yakama.com>; Jon Shellenberger
<Jon_Shellenberger@Yakama.com>; Noah Oliver <Noah_Oliver@Yakama.com>;
corrine_camuso@yakama.com; kdkistler@bpa.gov; klarned@fs.fed.us; prilucj@wsdot.wa.gov;
kaiserm@wsdot.wa.gov; Jacob Prilucik <SCPlanning@wsdot.wa.gov>;
Lynn.Harmon@PARKS.WA.GOV
Cc: rikkischmitt1@gmail.com; Dan Carlson <dan.carlson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jeremy Johnston
<jeremy.johnston@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Rachael Stevie (CD) <rachael.stevie.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us>
Subject: Notice of Application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
 
 
Good morning,
 
CDS is requesting comments on the following SEPA application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson.   Links
to the file materials can be found below.  The comment period will end September 1, 2020 at 5pm. 
CDS will assume your agency does not wish to provide comment if not received by this date.  Links to
the file materials can be found below.  Please let me know if you have any issues accessing the
materials. 
 
SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson  Internal
 
SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson  External
 
Thank you,
 


Kelly Bacon
Planner I
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby Street, Ste 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926
Office: (509) 962-7539
Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
 
Please Note:  In an effort to mitigate the spread of COVID-19 and the Governor’s "Safe Start" reopening plan, Kittitas
County Community Development Services is currently in Phase 3 and is open to the public in a limited capacity. At
this time many of us are on a rotating schedule working from home and in the office; during this time I will do my
best to respond to you as promptly as possible.
 
 



file:////kitnt/department/teams/CDS/Projects/SEPA/SE%202020/SE-20-00003%20Brown%20&%20Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson
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State of Washington • Department of Archaeology & Historic Preservation 


P.O. Box 48343 • Olympia, Washington  98504-8343 • (360) 586-3065 


www.dahp.wa.gov 


 


 
August 28, 2020 


 
Kelly Bacon 
Planner I 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
411 N. Ruby Street, Ste 2 
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
In future correspondence please refer to: 
Project Tracking Code:        2020-08-05445 
Property: Kittitas County_Brown & Jackson Storage Pond Project (SE-20-00003) 
Re:          Survey Requested 
 
Dear Kelly Bacon: 
 
Thank you for contacting the Washington State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and 
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) and providing documentation 
regarding the above referenced project. A desktop review of our Statewide Predictive Model has 
identified the proposed project area as having high potential for archaeological resources. This 
is due, in part, to the landform type, as well as the proximity of the proposed project area to Park 
Creek, a resource that, considering the number of previously recorded archaeological sites in 
the vicinity, was important to both historic and prehistoric people. Further, the scale of the 
proposed ground disturbing actions would destroy any archaeological resources present.  
Identification during construction is not a recommended detection method because inadvertent 
discoveries often result in costly construction delays and damage to the resource.  Therefore, 
we recommend a professional archaeological survey of the project area be conducted prior to 
ground disturbing activities.  We also recommend consultation with the concerned Tribes' 
cultural committees and staff regarding cultural resource issues.   
 
If any federal funds or permits are associated with this proposal, Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act, as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800, must be 
followed.  This is a separate process from both the NEPA and SEPA environmental review 
processes and requires formal government-to-government consultation with the affected Tribes 
and the SHPO.  Also, we appreciate receiving any correspondence or comments from 
concerned tribes or other parties concerning cultural resource issues that you receive. 
 
These comments are based on the information available at the time of this review and on behalf 
of the SHPO in conformance with Washington State law. Should additional information become 
available, our assessment may be revised. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project and we look forward to receiving the 
survey report. Please ensure that the DAHP Project Number (a.k.a. Project Tracking Code) is 
shared with any hired cultural resource consultants and is attached to any communications or 
submitted reports. Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. 
 







 


State of Washington • Department of Archaeology & Historic Preservation 


P.O. Box 48343 • Olympia, Washington  98504-8343 • (360) 586-3065 


www.dahp.wa.gov 


  


Sincerely, 
 


 
 
Sydney Hanson 
Transportation Archaeologist 
(360) 586-3082 
Sydney.Hanson@dahp.wa.gov 
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August 31, 2020 
 
TO:  Kelly Bacon, Designated Permit Coordinator 
  Kittitas County Community Development Services 
  411 N. Ruby Street, Suite 2 
  Ellensburg, WA 98926 
  kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us 
 
FROM:  Dale & Susan Beach 
  1291 Takhoma Farm Road 
  Ellensburg, Wa.  98926 
 
RE: Project File Number, Brown and Jackson, SE-20-00003 
 
Dear Kelly Bacon, 


Our written comments submitted are in regard to Washington State Environmental Policy Act 
(SEPA), Chapter 43.21C RCW, and Kittitas County Grading Permit public notice Brown and 
Jackson, SE-20-00003, dated, Monday, August 17, 2020. It is of our understanding that Kittitas 
County is acting as SEPA Lead Agency for the proposed project and proposed SEPA project actions 
and that Kittitas County is reviewing Brown and Jackson’s June 11, 2020 Kittitas County, 
Department of Public Works, Grading Permit Application. However, based on review of the 
documents we understand we are commenting on the project as a whole, including, but not limited to, 
SEPA determination for Washington State Department of Ecology’s General Permit for Biosolids 
Management. 


The comments contained herein apply to the project as a whole as presented in the public documents 
provided by Kittitas County on August 17, 2020, see list below. We reserve the right to comment on 
any and all future proposed changes, additional project actions, amendments, Environmental Impact 
Statements and/or mitigation. 


Comments related to this proposed action include, but are not expressly limited to the following, 
based on information provided in Kittitas County’s SEPA website, below, accessed on Monday 
August 24, 2020. 


Project Location: 


Kittitas County Parcel Number: 295134 


Project proponent/applicant: Brown and Jackson, Inc. of Ellensburg, WA 


Kittitas County Project Documents Weblink: 


https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-
details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-
00003+Brown+%26+Jackson 


List of SEPA and project documents available for review: 



https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson
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• 20410_SEPA ADDENDUM_06.30.20.pdf 
• GP-20-00010.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson Receipt.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson SEPA Checklist.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson NOA Legal.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson NOA Memo.pdf 


SEPA Checklist and Proposed Action comments: 
The following is a list of comments related to the SEPA checklist and available project documents. 


A. Background 


A.12.: Included Preliminary Site Plan does not appear to locate features, such as streams and 
irrigation ditches accurately. Included map in the July 30, 2020 Western Pacific Engineering and 
Survey document improperly characterizes Parke Creek’s location with respect to the fields and 
proposed storage ponds. Parke Creek is the water body flowing from the north to south on the 
eastern-center portion of the site. The irrigation ditch, locally known as Parke Creek Ditch, flows 
from the east to the west across the site conveying irrigation and stock water to farms and ranches 
several miles downstream of the site. Please update maps and labeling. 


Corrections to the map are included in Attachment 1. 


B. Environmental Elements 


B.1.: Earth. 


c. Included narrative does not mention that the site’s predominant soils include: 1) 674 – Durtash 
gravelly loam, and 2) 618 – Nitzel ashy silt loam, Attachment 2. Roughly 50% of the site is found 
within 674, which is noted as containing a restrictive feature 10-20 inches below surface to duripan, 
otherwise known as caliche or hardpan. Caliche is known to be a confining layer of groundwater 
flow and can cause groundwater to flow laterally. Leaching of nutrients from the surface application 
of septage could flow along groundwater flow paths into irrigation ditches and surface water bodies. 
Please clearly define soil profiles. 


USDA Web Soil Service references: 


• Attachments 2 


https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx 


e. It is locally understood that construction of an access bridge across Parke Creek has already 
occurred. Please clearly describe recent construction. 


B.2.: Air 


c. How long will soil be left uncovered/exposed before planning a crop? How will a crop be planted 
in the event that there are no fall rains for seed germination? Will heavy fall rains cause soil erosion 
and transportation of septage into surface water bodies? Is there an irrigation plan and/or valid water 
rights? 



https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
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B.3.A., B. and C.: Water 


A.1.: Parke Creek Ditch flows east to west diagonally across the project site. Parke Creek flows north 
to south across the project site. KRD North Branch Canal immediately abuts the project site to the 
south. 3 surface water bodies, total. Please update. 


A.4.: The application and checklist state water will be used for dust control. Please describe water 
sources and legal water rights. 


A.5.: The checklist state that the site lies in Zone C of the FEMA FIRM and is defined as “minimal 
flooding”. Being that the site is known to flood, how will flooding affect soil-applied septage and 
storage ponds? 


A.6.: The checklist states “No, waste materials are expected to be discharged to surface waters as a 
result of this proposal.” Conflicting statement, please consider revising. Also please consider the 
potential for waste materials to be discharged to surface water bodies through groundwater 
movement, especially if irrigation is anticipated to be applied. 


B.1.: The checklist states: “This project does not include the additional withdrawal of water from the 
ground, or the withdrawal of groundwater.” However, Section B.2.C. states that water will be used 
for dust control and Section A.11. states various crops will be grown. Please state how water will be 
used for both and from what legal source(s). If crops are grown, how will applied  


B.2.: “Other sources” should include field/soil application of septage. 


C.1. and 2.: Checklist should also account for frequent thunderstorms in the summer that are known 
create significant rainfall and flash flooding. Additionally, the area can receive substantial snow fall 
and then melt suddenly in rain-on-snow events. These local weather conditions can exacerbate 
erosion, especially in uncovered soils. 


Additionally, runoff from the site is likely to flow into Parke Creek Ditch, a private irrigation ditch, 
and the KRD North Branch Canal, a federal and state facility. Runoff can include, but is not limited 
to:  


• Accidental spills from land application into and in the near vicinity of the Parke Creek Ditch 
or KRD North Branch Canal. 


• Surface water runoff into the irrigation ditch either from irrigation water application or storm 
events. 


• Groundwater infiltration and upwelling into the irrigation ditch. 
• Runoff into Parke Creek, a fish bearing stream. 
• Surface water transportation down irrigation ditches and canals. 


o Expanded impacts to domestic wells as a result of potential irrigation ditch 
transportation of septage downstream? 


C.3.: Construction of roads and tillage could cause impacts to the irrigation ditch by transmitting 
septage to downstream water right holders, properties and commercial crops. 


B.4.: Plants 
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4.C.: Parke Creek is a fish bearing stream. ESA listed steelhead use Parke Creek downstream of I-90. 


B.7.: Environmental Health 


A.1.: Spill Response Plan was not included in documents provided by Kittitas County. Unable to 
review or comment on the specific document. 


B.8.: Land and Shoreline Use 


B. Is the land tillable to the depth required for septage treatment? Since the land has not been farmed 
in the last 30+ years it is possible that any/all state issued water rights have relinquished per Chapter 
90.14 RCW. 


B.1. Answer provided is incorrect. The Parke Creek Ditch and KRD North Branch Canal are either 
within or immediately adjacent to the project. Describe how any runoff or over application of septage 
will directly impact 1,000’s of acres of highly valuable farmland and crops. 


B.14.: Transportation 


F. Will there be additional trucks/traffic during construction? Will there be more traffic during 
certain times of the year? Is the estimate provided based on traffic following construction and during 
the course of normal business? How many trips per week during construction and during normal 
business? 


Response/comment in regards to the “Notice of Application”, dated Monday, August 17, 2020. 


Brown & Jackson’s proposed septage storage ponds and associated land application of biosolids is 
not a utility and is not permitted in the Agriculture 20 zone. Brown & Jackson is a commercial 
business that collects “septage” that “they pump from a variety of commercial and residential 
sources.” It does not operate a utility system handling sewage as is the focus of KCC 17.61 identified 
in the Notice of Application. Brown & Jackson merely pumps on-site septic systems and transports 
the collected septage to approved treatment facilities, presently the Kittitas County landfill. Brown & 
Jackson’s proposed project itself is not a utility. The evasion of county regulations to allow this 
private commercial operation and in the rural agricultural zone of the County is harmful and 
damaging to the primary agricultural use and not allowed. 


More specific provisions in the zoning code indicate that Brown & Jackson’s proposed commercial 
septage management facility constitutes wastewater treatment based on its handling, treatment, and 
application of septage. Wastewater treatment is not an allowed use in the Agriculture 20 zone. The 
proposed application is not accurately categorized as a utility, and should be denied as a 
nonauthorized use. 


Conclusion. 


Furthermore, given the significance of this project to cause potential significant impacts and harm 
across large swaths of Kittitas County, we recommend Kittitas County consider a SEPA threshold 
Determination of Significance. Moreover, we encourage the applicant and Kittitas County to 
consider other, less significant, potential project sites for this nature of project that do not contain 
three surface water bodies, and/or consider the status quo of using properly permitted existing 
facilities for the disposal of septage. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to submit comments on this proposed project. 


 


Respectfully, 


 


 


Dale Beach      Susan Beach 







Kittitas County Area, Washington


618—Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 
percent


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l58
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 150 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated


Map Unit Composition
Nitzel, gravelly substratum, and similar soils: 90 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Nitzel, Gravelly Substratum


Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Parent material: Alluvium with an influence of volcanic ash in the 


upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 8 inches: ashy silt loam
H2 - 8 to 29 inches: ashy loam
H3 - 29 to 46 inches: loam
H4 - 46 to 60 inches: sandy loam


Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Moderately well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water 


(Ksat): Moderately high to high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 29 to 46 inches
Frequency of flooding: OccasionalNone
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water capacity: High (about 10.4 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3w
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
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Minor Components


Tanaha
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Mitta
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
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Kittitas County Area, Washington


674—Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l6z
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 170 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland


Map Unit Composition
Durtash, gravelly, and similar soils: 80 percent
Minor components: 20 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Durtash, Gravelly


Setting
Landform: Alluvial fans
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Alluvium with loess in the upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 5 inches: gravelly loam
H2 - 5 to 14 inches: very gravelly clay loam
H3 - 14 to 19 inches: extremely gravelly clay
H4 - 19 to 29 inches: cemented material
H5 - 29 to 60 inches: cemented material


Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 10 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 10 to 20 inches to duripan
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Low to 


moderately low (0.01 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 


mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.1 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 6s
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Ecological site: R008XY201WA - DRY STONY 10-16 PZ
Hydric soil rating: No


Minor Components


Selah
Percent of map unit: 10 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Manastash
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Terlan
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Attachment 2: Soil Mapping 


 



















From: Darin Dodd
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson project Parke Creek
Date: Wednesday, August 26, 2020 8:44:26 PM


To Whom it may concern,
As a close neighbor to this proposed project I am 100% opposed to this happening.  The foul
smell from Brown and Jackson Porta Potties being dumped in lagoons in an upcoming
residential area will affect our property values, or way of life, and could possibly be
detrimental to our health.  The foul smell from "2" storage ponds (lagoons) that they would
use to dump hundreds of thousands of gallons of urine, feces, chemicals and whatever else in
dumped into the porta potties would permeate the entire area within miles of these lagoons. 
Also, carried by the wind and dust there could be, not just the foul smell, but also particles of
matter that could be hazardous to humans, animals and the environment which may contain
diseases, harmful bacteria, and viruses which could cause illness and death.  If there were a
leak in from the lagoons it would contaminate the creek, the ground water and the irrigation
canal, which irrigates 100s of thousands of acres of timothy and alfalfa hay which is a huge
economic stimulus to the area and sold worldwide. Most of the homes in this area have wells
which give us water for drinking, water for our pets/livestock, and water for our grass,
vegetables and foliage.  The area would smell like a porta potty carried by the wind and would
distract potential residential growth, not to mention visitors to the Wild horse wind farm and
Ginko park and other outdoor activities in which this county is known for.
Darin Dodd


Virus-free. www.avast.com



mailto:birdmandodd@hotmail.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us

https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=icon

https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=link





























From: David Young
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Miscellaneous SEPA Applications - SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
Date: Friday, August 28, 2020 10:14:56 AM


To: Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
I would like to comment on;Miscellaneous SEPA Applications - SE-20-00003 Brown &
Jackson.


The proposal for the construction and operation for two open ponds to hold
biosolids/human waste, include the statements
 “ Additionally, the stored septage, and land applied septage can give an odor.“      and
 “It is not expected that any waste materials will enter surface waters.” 


Odors, will be produced by the bacteria acting on the waste contained in the ponds, also odors
will be present during and after land application of the waste from these ponds. Although
efforts to minimize odors are to be attempted, the amount, and strength of odors from these
sources cannot be ascertained until this project is completed and in operation. Air movement
such as a breeze, or air, cooling in the evening and flowing downhill to lower areas will carry
odors with them.  Odors produced on site cannot be contained on site as they will move with
the air to surrounding areas including home sites.
The possibility of contamination of surface waters can happen as storm rain water, and/or
snowmelt events have a way of eventually exceeding expectations of planners and builders.
Currently there are no stated plans for future expansion of this project, but as there could be
future expansion of this project once permitted, the problem with odors and possible
contamination of surface waters would increase also.
 Once this project is in place, persons living in the areas that experience the negative effects of
this project will have to live with them. 


Therefore, I am opposed to the granting of a permit by Kittitas County for this project.


David Young
1380 Sunset Rd.
P.O. Box 1345
Ellensburg Wa.
98926



mailto:dddyoung@yahoo.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us

mailto:Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 


DEPARTMENT OF CHILDREN, YOUTH, AND FAMILIES 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


1500 Jefferson Street, SE ● P.O. Box 40975 ● Olympia WA 98504-0975 


 


 


September 1, 2020 


 


 


 


Kelly Bacon 


Designated Permit Coordinator 


Kittitas County Community Development Services 


411 N. Ruby Street, Ste. 2 


Ellensburg, WA 98926 


Sent via email to: kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us   


 


Project Name (File No.):  Brown and Jackson (SE-20-00003) | DCYF Considerations 


Comment Deadline: September 1, 2020 at 5:00 pm 


 
 


The Department of Children, Youth, and Families (DCYF) has owned and operated the Parke 


Creek Community Facility at 11042 Parke Creek Road, Ellensburg, WA 98926 for 39 years. Our 


goal is to provide safe and therapeutic environments for youth from across the state of 


Washington so they may experience effective rehabilitation and reintegration1. The Parke Creek 


Community Facility (PCCF) is a home away from home for young boys ages 12-16 while they 


serve their sentence and learn positive behaviors while they experience the benefits of the 


Kittitas community. PCCF provides cognitive behavioral treatment services and an onsite school 


program for up to 14 youth. The boys reside at the facility an average of 4.5 months. These 


children utilize the land around PCCF for recreational activities on a daily basis and attend 


school in a separate building on site. Parke Creek employs 20 staff, many of whom are residents 


of the surrounding area and student interns from Central Washington University. 


                                                 
1 As defined by RCW 13.0.010 DCYF Juvenile Rehabilitation services exist in order to: 


 
Provide for the rehabilitation and reintegration of juvenile offenders; 
(g) Provide necessary treatment, supervision, and custody for juvenile offenders; 
(h) Provide for the handling of juvenile offenders by communities whenever consistent with public 
safety; 
(i) Provide for restitution to victims of crime; 


 
Additionally, RCW 72.05.130, defines that facilities operated by DCYF are designed as follows: 
The department of children, youth, and families shall establish, maintain, operate and administer a 
comprehensive program for the custody, care, education, treatment, instruction, guidance, control, 
and rehabilitation of all persons who may be committed or admitted to institutions, schools, or other 
facilities 


 


 



mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
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DCYF has a responsibility and commitment to provide a positive, clean and healthy physical 


environment. The placement of the proposed commercial septage and treatment project 


immediately adjacent to where 14 young boys live is in conflict with the state’s responsibility to 


meet this commitment to these Washington children.  Both staff and youth will likely be 


regularly exposed to both the air and water quality health hazards and constant foul smells if this 


project would be approved. 


 


The applicant’s proposed septage lagoons are planned to be constructed in near proximity to 


PCCF and would be accessed over a driveway abutting our DCYF property. The only 


consideration given to our facility is a statement that describes the adjacent land use as follows: 


“[m]ost of the surrounding area is either vacant or used for agricultural purposes, with the 


exception of the State DSHS [now DCYF] facility to the north.”  This indicates a lack of analysis 


or consideration of any real potential impacts to the young boys who receive rehabilitation 


services at this facility, and the staff who work there 24/7.  In actuality, the property and 


community facility are immediately adjacent to the proposed septage hauling route and within 


just a few hundred feet east of the proposed septage ponds.  It does not appear any meaningful 


consideration has been given to the proximity to and impact on DCYF’s residential facility.  


Further analysis of the potential impacts should be required.   


 


DCYF has significant concerns as to the approval for this type of commercial non-utility 


operation near the Parke Creek community facility without sufficient evaluation of whether it is 


an authorized use.  The proposed commercial septage and treatment works appears to be 


incompatible with the rural agricultural zoning.  It also does not appear to be a utility as would 


be commonly understood.  The Notice of Application describes the proposal as including the 


“construction of two storage ponds to hold septage” that the applicant pumps “from a variety of 


commercial and residential sources.”  DCYF questions whether the proposed septage ponds and 


associated land application is a “utility” under the zoning code.  


 


Commercial operations and wastewater treatment of the type put forward here require 


significantly more scrutiny than what is being proposed.   


 


DCYF is further concerned that the potential environmental impacts and human health and safety 


concerns have not been properly disclosed or analyzed.  Various surface water bodies, including 


Parke Creek, flow through or in the vicinity of the DCYF property and between it and the 


proposed septage ponds.  The potential water quality impacts of the proposed project on these 


water courses do not appear to have not been adequately characterized or addressed.  


The PCCF staff regularly note the constant wind, which makes more odor concern. PCCF also 


sits at a high ground point but they have experienced water run off during the spring.   The 


seasonal spring runs across PCCF property. The area also has a high water table and PCCF’s 


well could be impacted by the proposed septage ponds, as it is below them. 


 


DCYF requests further and more specific analysis of the potential for aerosolization of septage 


from the ponds and land application, and related odor impacts, given the very close proximity of 


PCCF. 
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As proposed, DCYF does not support the proposed land use application or issuance of an 


MDNS, and requests the proposal be denied.  At a minimum, further consideration of the land 


use authorization and environmental impacts should be more thoroughly addressed. 


 


If you have additional questions feel free to contact Ken Moses, Director, DCYF Capital 


Operations, Facilities and Institution Business Services @ ken.moses@dcyf.wa.gov.  


 


Regards, 


 
Frank Ordway 


Chief of Staff 


 


cc: Rebecca Kelly, Acting Assistant Secretary, DCYF Juvenile Rehabilitation 


Kathleen Harvey, Director of Community, Reentry, and Parole Programs DCYF Juvenile 


Rehabilitation 


Lori Kesl, Regional Administrator, DCYF Juvenile Rehabilitation Regions 1-3 


Ken Moses, DCYF Capital Operations, Facilities and Institution Business Services 


  



mailto:ken.moses@dcyf.wa.gov





From: Debbie Young
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson (SE-20-00003)
Date: Saturday, August 29, 2020 11:03:31 AM


To whom it may concern, 


I do not support Brown and Jackson (SE-20-00003). They cannot guarantee the positive,
low impact promises expressed in their permit application. 


We live near the silage ponds on Vantage Highway and some evenings in the summer,
when the air cools, a gentle blanket of unpleasant silage smell rolls down over our home.
It’s very possible that would happen to the adjacent neighborhood near the proposed
project. The wind can’t be counted on to always blow away the inevitable smells.  


There is currently an acceptable location for the disposal of Brown and Jackson waste at
Rye Grass disposal site only few miles away from the proposed site. If they don’t like
paying county fees they can, as most businesses do, slightly raise the prices of their
services to cover the fees. 


One the project is installed and operational and there are adverse impacts voiced by local
residents, a law suit might be the only way to address the issue. Please don’t try to fix it
if it isn’t broken.


Thank you for your consideration.


Debbie Young
1380 Sunset Road
Ellensburg WA 98926 
-- 
Debbie Young



mailto:mail@debbieyoungart.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us

















From: Diane
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown & Jackson Application for Sewage Ponds
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 11:29:46 AM
Attachments: Top 10 Reasons Why Biosolids are Dangerous.pdf


This letter is regarding Brown & Jackson’s application for sewage ponds in the Parke Creek
drainage and wildlife area.


I understand that there is a need to use land for purposes such as waste material, but it
should be a location that has the least amount of impact and only if no other option is
available.


There is NO public need at the moment because there is already an available dumping
option that is in use. If more space is needed these ponds should be much further out of
town away from residential and farm areas.


We already went through this with the county way back when Pacific Clean wanted to bring
Biosolids from Seattle into our county. I don’t even think they are in business anymore so
think of what a disaster that would have been to our environment.  Much research was
done on the dangers and problems to farmers and homeowners.  I will attach a pdf with
research on biosolids.


I understand this is for our county waste but again we already have a sufficient disposal
area currently used.


This area is zoned AG 20 which doesn’t allow for sewage ponds because of the problems
for our farmers, families, and wildlife in the area.  This is going to be detrimental to our
farmers who are already going through tough times. This may also endanger any organic
farming in the area.  Farmers who grow organic may lose that label with sewage ponds in
the area.


If you allow these ponds to be put in such proximity to farms, homes, and wildlife it will
have a serious detrimental impact on our freshwater and soil that will never be able to be
reversed. It could end up being an environmental disaster for our county., not to mention
the smell when the ever blowing winds pickup.


I am not in favor of granting a variance to Brown & Jackson for the above and other
reasons.


Also, in the future it would be nice if the public had more time to respond.  I believe this
was just released on August 17th if my information is correct.  


 


Sincerely,


Diane Roznik
Ellensburg, WA


 


 



mailto:dmroznik@yahoo.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us






Top 10 Reasons Why Biosolids are Dangerous 



Chances are you’ve never heard of biosolids. However, you have probably heard of it in 



it’s original form, sewage sludge. Yes, “biosolids” are the treated waste sent from 



households, hospitals, and industry, and then used as fertilizer. Cleverly rebranded with 



a more PC name, this processed people poop has seemed to stay fairly under the 



radar. But, is it something you should be concerned about? 



A study by the university of Georgia showed people living near areas where land was 



fertilized with Class B biosolids experienced a number of symptoms. They reported 



illness, burning in the eyes and lungs, and skin rashes. So what is actually in this 



treated sewage? Well I’m lifting the lid on biosolids to expose 10 hidden things that 



make this sewage sludge dangerous. 



1. Heavy Metals 



In a sampling of sewage sludge, 27 metals were found in every single sampling. A 28th 



was found in 72 of the samples. This was in a report from the EPA based of the results 



of the Targeted National Sewage Sludge Survey. Just some of the metals indicated 



were thallium, cadmium, molybdenum, mercury, and lead. 



Thallium is not regulated in sewage sludge, which means the levels are not required to 



be within an acceptable range. Thallium is a rat poison that, even in small doses, it toxic 



to humans. Another heavy metal, cadmium, is associated with damage to the proximal 



tubule of the kidney. Although cadmium and molybdenum are regulated in biosolids, this 



didn’t stop themolybdenum poisoning of dairy cows due to consuming plants fertilized 



with biosolids. As a result the farm’s dairy milk was contaminated with molybdenum. It 



wasn’t just the cows that got sick, the farmer also got ill from breathing in the dust of the 



biosolids. 



Mercury and lead are known to cause numerous health problems. Mercury can effect 



the nervous, digestive and immune systems, as well as the lungs, kidneys, skin and 



eyes. As for lead, there is no known level of lead that is shown to be safe. Lead 



poisoning in children has been linked to a number of health problems. Toxic metals and 



other chemicals could be contaminating the food you eat. A number of crops have been 



shown to accumulate toxic metals, such as lettuce, spinach, cabbage, Swiss chard, and 



carrots. 
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2. Triclosan 



It’s not just metals that are contaminating plants fertilized with biosolids. The endocrine 



disrupter, triclosan, was shown to be in soybean plants which were planted in soil 



containing this toxin. The chemical was actually in the beans. Triclosan is also an added 



danger because it breaks down into dioxins, which are highly toxic and can cause 



cancer. 



Triclosan can be found in antibacterial products, soaps, and even toothpaste–All things 



that can end up in waste products. The FDA has decided to take take another look at 



triclosan after further research has shown it’s risks outweigh the antibacterial benefits. 



This new data has caused companies such as Avon, L’Oreal, and Johnson & Johnson 



to vow to remove triclosan from their products or adopt policies against the substance. 



3. Pharmaceuticals 



The pharmaceutical industry is a multi-billion dollar industry. That means a lot of people 



are consuming prescription and over the counter drugs. This also means there is a lot of 



human waste that contains pharmaceuticals. In the tests results shared by the EPA, 



samples contained 23 drugs and 49 antibiotics and their degradation products. There is 



no research showing what happens when these drugs combine, or when they are mixed 



with many of the other chemicals found in biosolids. Therefore, the safety cannot be 



assured. 



4. Asbestos 



Another toxin not regulated in sewage sludge is asbestos. It has been found in as much 



as two-thirds of sewage sludge. The farmers applying biosolids are at risk/ So are their 



neighbors, and children playing where biosolids contaminated with asbestos have been 



applied. Asbestos does damage when it is inhaled into the lungs and the effects may 



not be known for decades. 



5. Arsenic 



Arsenic is classified as carcinogenic to humans an can cause a number of other health 



problems.Low levels of exposure to arsenic in the long term can cause liver and kidney 



damage. It can also cause increase risk of infection. Applying biosolids as fertilizer on 



crops could result in long term exposure to low levels of arsenic and the other toxins on 



this list. 
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6. Increase in Dioxin 



In 2001 the EPA surveyed the level of dioxins in sewage sludge. It was concluded from 



this survey that the dioxin found was below levels of concern, so they are no longer 



regulated in biosolids. However, long term effects of dioxins in the soil are concerning. A 



study by the Scientists at the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater 



Chicago showed an increase in the dioxin level in soil when a heavy application of 



biosolids was used. As use of biosolids continues, dioxins accumulate in the the soil. 



Although levels may have been below concerning in 2001, where are they now? Where 



will they be in another decade? The concern is that crops planted in soil with a high 



dioxin content will result in a transfer of these dioxins to humans, just as with the 



soybeans mentioned above. 



7. Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 



The manufacture of PCBs was banned in 1979 due to their toxicity. Although they were 



banned, they were used in production of vast number of products for 50 years. Biosolids 



samples contained PCBs, which have been shown to cause cancer as well as harmful 



effects on the nervous, reproductive and immune systems. PCBs are also endocrine 



disrupters, which affects the thyroid, ovaries, testes, and many other parts of the body. 



8. Hormones 



Among the long list of of substances found in biosolids, there were 15 hormones 



detected. Hormone free food is something people have been showing an increasing 



desire for by switching to organic meats and dairy. With biosolids being used as 



fertilizer, there are trace hormones being deposited into the soil. That means crops 



could be picking up these hormones as well. If children play on or near land treated with 



biosolids, they are in direct contact with sewage sludge.Hormones can be damaging to 



their developing bodies. 



9. Flame-Retardants (and other household chemicals) 



According to research from Duke University about flame retardants and other 



substances in sewage sludge, it was concluded “these contaminants of emerging 



concern in biosolids suggests that these chemicals have the potential to migrate out of 



consumer products and enter the outdoor environment. Furthermore, land application of 



these contaminated biosolids may result in soil contamination and enhance the 



bioaccumulation and long-range transport potential of these compounds.” Not only 



could they be in the soil, but also run off into waterways or into the food supply. 
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10. Steroids 



Just as with hormones, pharmaceuticals, and the other contaminants in sewage sludge, 



steroids pose a health risk as well. The EPA identified 10 steroids in biosolids with the 



latest survey results. As an endocrine disrupter, like triclosan, steroids can affect the 



body’s hormones and reproductive systems. Steroids also seem to take a long while to 



degrade, and in some cases the steroids actually regenerate. The persistence means 



they are in the soil, and therefore our environment, longer. 



What Can You Do to Avoid Biosolids? 



There are a couple of ways to avoid biosolids in your food and soil. Organic farming 



doesn’t use them because they aren’t approved for certified organic foods. Choosing to 



purchase USDA organic foods will ensure what you buy is biosolids free. If you have 



your own garden, you can look for soils without biosolids to feed your plants. The 



packages might not disclose biosolids directly. Look for soils that are certified by 



OMRI (Organic Materials Review Institute). You can also find a list of fertilizers that do 



contain biosolids here. 
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Top 10 Reasons Why Biosolids are Dangerous 


Chances are you’ve never heard of biosolids. However, you have probably heard of it in 


it’s original form, sewage sludge. Yes, “biosolids” are the treated waste sent from 


households, hospitals, and industry, and then used as fertilizer. Cleverly rebranded with 
a more PC name, this processed people poop has seemed to stay fairly under the 
radar. But, is it something you should be concerned about? 


A study by the university of Georgia showed people living near areas where land was 
fertilized with Class B biosolids experienced a number of symptoms. They reported 
illness, burning in the eyes and lungs, and skin rashes. So what is actually in this 
treated sewage? Well I’m lifting the lid on biosolids to expose 10 hidden things that 
make this sewage sludge dangerous. 


1. Heavy Metals 


In a sampling of sewage sludge, 27 metals were found in every single sampling. A 28th 
was found in 72 of the samples. This was in a report from the EPA based of the results 
of the Targeted National Sewage Sludge Survey. Just some of the metals indicated 
were thallium, cadmium, molybdenum, mercury, and lead. 


Thallium is not regulated in sewage sludge, which means the levels are not required to 
be within an acceptable range. Thallium is a rat poison that, even in small doses, it toxic 
to humans. Another heavy metal, cadmium, is associated with damage to the proximal 
tubule of the kidney. Although cadmium and molybdenum are regulated in biosolids, this 
didn’t stop themolybdenum poisoning of dairy cows due to consuming plants fertilized 
with biosolids. As a result the farm’s dairy milk was contaminated with molybdenum. It 


wasn’t just the cows that got sick, the farmer also got ill from breathing in the dust of the 


biosolids. 


Mercury and lead are known to cause numerous health problems. Mercury can effect 
the nervous, digestive and immune systems, as well as the lungs, kidneys, skin and 
eyes. As for lead, there is no known level of lead that is shown to be safe. Lead 
poisoning in children has been linked to a number of health problems. Toxic metals and 
other chemicals could be contaminating the food you eat. A number of crops have been 
shown to accumulate toxic metals, such as lettuce, spinach, cabbage, Swiss chard, and 
carrots. 
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2. Triclosan 


It’s not just metals that are contaminating plants fertilized with biosolids. The endocrine 


disrupter, triclosan, was shown to be in soybean plants which were planted in soil 
containing this toxin. The chemical was actually in the beans. Triclosan is also an added 
danger because it breaks down into dioxins, which are highly toxic and can cause 
cancer. 


Triclosan can be found in antibacterial products, soaps, and even toothpaste–All things 
that can end up in waste products. The FDA has decided to take take another look at 
triclosan after further research has shown it’s risks outweigh the antibacterial benefits. 
This new data has caused companies such as Avon, L’Oreal, and Johnson & Johnson 


to vow to remove triclosan from their products or adopt policies against the substance. 


3. Pharmaceuticals 


The pharmaceutical industry is a multi-billion dollar industry. That means a lot of people 
are consuming prescription and over the counter drugs. This also means there is a lot of 
human waste that contains pharmaceuticals. In the tests results shared by the EPA, 
samples contained 23 drugs and 49 antibiotics and their degradation products. There is 
no research showing what happens when these drugs combine, or when they are mixed 
with many of the other chemicals found in biosolids. Therefore, the safety cannot be 
assured. 


4. Asbestos 


Another toxin not regulated in sewage sludge is asbestos. It has been found in as much 
as two-thirds of sewage sludge. The farmers applying biosolids are at risk/ So are their 
neighbors, and children playing where biosolids contaminated with asbestos have been 
applied. Asbestos does damage when it is inhaled into the lungs and the effects may 
not be known for decades. 


5. Arsenic 


Arsenic is classified as carcinogenic to humans an can cause a number of other health 
problems.Low levels of exposure to arsenic in the long term can cause liver and kidney 
damage. It can also cause increase risk of infection. Applying biosolids as fertilizer on 
crops could result in long term exposure to low levels of arsenic and the other toxins on 
this list. 
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6. Increase in Dioxin 


In 2001 the EPA surveyed the level of dioxins in sewage sludge. It was concluded from 
this survey that the dioxin found was below levels of concern, so they are no longer 
regulated in biosolids. However, long term effects of dioxins in the soil are concerning. A 
study by the Scientists at the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater 
Chicago showed an increase in the dioxin level in soil when a heavy application of 
biosolids was used. As use of biosolids continues, dioxins accumulate in the the soil. 
Although levels may have been below concerning in 2001, where are they now? Where 
will they be in another decade? The concern is that crops planted in soil with a high 
dioxin content will result in a transfer of these dioxins to humans, just as with the 
soybeans mentioned above. 


7. Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 


The manufacture of PCBs was banned in 1979 due to their toxicity. Although they were 
banned, they were used in production of vast number of products for 50 years. Biosolids 
samples contained PCBs, which have been shown to cause cancer as well as harmful 
effects on the nervous, reproductive and immune systems. PCBs are also endocrine 
disrupters, which affects the thyroid, ovaries, testes, and many other parts of the body. 


8. Hormones 


Among the long list of of substances found in biosolids, there were 15 hormones 
detected. Hormone free food is something people have been showing an increasing 
desire for by switching to organic meats and dairy. With biosolids being used as 
fertilizer, there are trace hormones being deposited into the soil. That means crops 
could be picking up these hormones as well. If children play on or near land treated with 
biosolids, they are in direct contact with sewage sludge.Hormones can be damaging to 
their developing bodies. 


9. Flame-Retardants (and other household chemicals) 


According to research from Duke University about flame retardants and other 
substances in sewage sludge, it was concluded “these contaminants of emerging 


concern in biosolids suggests that these chemicals have the potential to migrate out of 
consumer products and enter the outdoor environment. Furthermore, land application of 
these contaminated biosolids may result in soil contamination and enhance the 
bioaccumulation and long-range transport potential of these compounds.” Not only 
could they be in the soil, but also run off into waterways or into the food supply. 
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10. Steroids 


Just as with hormones, pharmaceuticals, and the other contaminants in sewage sludge, 
steroids pose a health risk as well. The EPA identified 10 steroids in biosolids with the 
latest survey results. As an endocrine disrupter, like triclosan, steroids can affect the 
body’s hormones and reproductive systems. Steroids also seem to take a long while to 
degrade, and in some cases the steroids actually regenerate. The persistence means 
they are in the soil, and therefore our environment, longer. 


What Can You Do to Avoid Biosolids? 


There are a couple of ways to avoid biosolids in your food and soil. Organic farming 
doesn’t use them because they aren’t approved for certified organic foods. Choosing to 
purchase USDA organic foods will ensure what you buy is biosolids free. If you have 
your own garden, you can look for soils without biosolids to feed your plants. The 
packages might not disclose biosolids directly. Look for soils that are certified by 
OMRI (Organic Materials Review Institute). You can also find a list of fertilizers that do 
contain biosolids here. 
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http://www.pccnaturalmarkets.com/sc/1203/biosolids_hit_the_fan.html

http://www.pccnaturalmarkets.com/sc/1203/biosolids_hit_the_fan.html

http://www.sludgenews.org/about/sludgenews.aspx?id=5

http://www.sludgenews.org/about/sludgenews.aspx?id=5





  


 


August 25, 2020 


 


ATT:  KITTITAS COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES  
          KITTITAS COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
 
FROM:  DON AND BARBARA WEBER 
 1251 FOX RD. 
 ELLENSBURG, WA 
 
RE: Brown & Jackson (SE-20-00003) / 2 storage ponds to hold septage and then spread on lands in 


the SE ¼ of SW ¼ section 34, Township 18N  Range 20 E in Kittitas County 
 
We are rancher/farmers who have resided at 1251 Fox Rd. for 54 years and are approximately 1 ½  
miles from the site.  In addition, we have the filed adjudicated water rights for the Parke Creek diversion  
That flows the full length of the Brown & Jackson proposed site, north to South east and through the 
DSHS property.  Said diversion then runs in a westerly direction through 4 privately owned parcels  of  
Crop land to our property where it is used to irrigate crops, pasture, lawn & garden and water livestock. 
The diversion then flows on to the Takhoma Farms Estates where the other water rights are used. 
 
COMMENTS: 


1.  As witnessed in our 54 years, the proposed site DOES have significant runoff when there is a 
snow melt event in the hills above Parke Creek and or heavy snowpack around our area. 
The natural runoff  flows into the Parke Creek and the Parke Creek diversion, causing 
flooding to landowners to the south along Parke Creek road and also all the way down the 
diversion ditch on to our ranch.  Thus, if the sludge is applied to the grounds in the proposed 
areas, there will be runoff into the creeks affecting our crops, pastures, lawns and gardens 
and stock water.. 
 


2.  The report noted that there were “none known” in reference to wild life on or near the site: 
We have witnessed that area as a major crossing for deer and elk on an annual bases and 
that there are birds and hawks adjacent  to the property to the north. 
 


3. The report state that over 30 years ago the site was farmed and has been used as pasture 
since then.  In the 54 years we have lived here and maintained the diversion ditch, no crop 
farming has occurred and we question how with the excessive large rocks they can 
successfully disc the sludge into the ground and raise “crops” 







4. Brown & Jackson has already constructed a large bridge over Parke Creek without a permit  
from Ecology and will be hauling septage over the Parke Creek diversion on a bridge prior to 
the diversion passing through the DSHS property and also a crossing over the diversion that 
a previous renter constructed. 
 


In conclusion we strongly object to the permitting of the property for septage ponds and spreading, not 
only for the probable pollution of the Parke Creek waters but also for the close proximity of it to the 
highline canal and the DSHS Boys Home, and all the landowners near and down stream.  We also note 
that the county landfill at ryegrass is the current and logical place for the septage disposal. 
 
Don and Barbara Weber 
  















From: Don Shriner
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Parke creek septage
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 3:42:04 AM


Ref: Brown and Jackson file SE-20-00003, Tax Parcel#295134 SEPA


I am writing to ensure that my opposition to the proposed construction sewage
storage ponds proposed by Brown and Jackson is duly noted and recorded.


Tax Parcel 295134 in the Parke Creek has become a site of interest with Brown
and Jackson.  The ponds are intended to retain large amounts of sewage from a
wide variety of offsite sources.


This vicinity has seen a lot of growth since we moved here in 1987. My wife and
I are preparing to retire and in an emergency, our land is where our money is.
We feel that after almost 35 years of investing in this property with building
and improvements, all could be ruined by the construction of these open air
sewage lagoons within sight, hearing and smell of our front door. I also
understand that it is the intention of Brown and Jackson to mix solids into the
soil via ploughing or some other tillage method. I see no mention of Dust
Mitigation. Elderly people, asthmatic people and people with breathing issues
will be especially at risk.


Please also consider Brown and Jackson already has and is currently using site
less than 6 miles away that has none of these issues.


I respectfully ask that you consider our request and rule that the SEPA Checklist
be denied without prejudice due to its non-agricultural nature and adverse
effects on surrounding property owners. 


Thank you


Don Shriner


 



mailto:shrinerdq@gmail.com
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From: Curtie
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson land use application: SE:20:00003
Date: Friday, August 28, 2020 11:13:20 AM


1780 Sunset Road
PO Box 1101 (mailing address)
Ellensburg, WA 98926
gaylcurtiss@gmail.com


August 28, 2020


Kelly Bacon
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N Ruby, Suite 2
Ellensburg WA 98926


Dear Ms. Bacon:


We are writing in opposition to the proposed land usage by Brown and 
Jackson on tax parcel 295134. The creation of two sewage ponds on this 
parcel is incompatible with the current land use. While the land is currently 
zoned Ag 20, which implies a strictly agricultural usage, the surrounding 
areas have become predominantly residential. Hundreds of families would 
be negatively impacted by the placement of these sewage ponds so near 
to their residences. 


We are aware that proposed land use changes are often met with NIMBY 
(not in my back yard) resistance. In this case, we believe the resistance is 
justified because of the associated putrid smells, aerosol pollution, water 
contamination, and decreased land values to neighboring properties. 


Further, Brown and Jackson has access to an already established and 
regulated Kittitas County sewage receiving facility at Rye Grass so another 
location is not needed to meet the needs of county residents. 


We believe that rezoning some areas of the eastern areas into more 
"residential usages" of the county should be considered. The eastern 
portions of the county are often seen as areas of "just sage brush". These 
generalizations are untrue. Significant residential growth east of Ellensburg 
has occurred within the past ten years. On our road (Sunset) five new 
homes have been developed this year. In the Sage Hills community, 
several new homes have broken ground this summer. The addition of two 
sewage ponds in this location is completely incompatible with the 
residential growth this area of the county is experiencing. 


Finally, let's consider ongoing management of these two sewage dump 



mailto:gaylcurtiss@gmail.com
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sites if allowed to operate. How would the neighboring properties be 
protected from their ground and surface water being contaminated? From 
putrid smells? Who would determine what gets dumped into the ponds 
without benefit of public oversight? Who would be financially responsible to 
mitigate accidental dumps or overruns? 


We encourage denial of this application by the county because of the 
potential health risks, water and air contamination, and the incompatibility 
with the residential nature of the area. There is no "upside" for residents if 
this application is approved -- only negative consequences. 


Sincerely, 


Gayl Curtiss
Terri Lundberg











From: Herman Corny
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Storage ponds
Date: Monday, August 31, 2020 7:12:27 PM


Dear Kelly,


We live at 4851 Stevens Rd and were informed that Brown and Jackson are proposing adding
2 storage ponds around our area on Park Creek Rd  We moved here from the west side
because my parents and grandparents were from this area and we have always loved the
special beauty of Ellensburg. Please do not allow these storage ponds to be so close by that we
have to smell them instead of the fields and trees around us. Pacific Clean was going to put in
a facility in our area and were convinced that such a facility should not be here


Please reconsider and keep these storage ponds out of our area.


Thank you for your consideration


Herman and Cheryl Cornelius



mailto:cornyherman@gmail.com
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From: Leslie Bray
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Re: Brown & Jackson septic storage ponds
Date: Monday, August 24, 2020 12:47:11 PM


 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
Kittitas County Community Development services,
We are writing to oppose the proposal made by Brown & Jackson to construct two storage ponds.
We are property owners and second generation cattle producers. We don’t feel it to be safe to have
the irrigation waters contaminated with human feces and the other solid waste involved in this
project, even if it is a very slight chance it is not worth the risk to our community and businesses.
Considering there is already a waste area 7 miles away from the proposed spot.  Which should be
sufficient for a community of this size. There is also smell that will impact homeowners, plus when
they spread the contents of the lagoons as it dries and the wind is blowing ( which you know it blows
constantly) airborne particles can contaminate pastures, crops and irrigation supplies. This is just
unacceptable.
 
Jeff and Leslie Bray
jefflesbray@gmail.com
 



mailto:jefflesbray@gmail.com
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From: Jennifer Martin
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Fw: SE-20-00003
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 1:22:14 PM


Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "Jennifer Martin" <martin.jenniferg@yahoo.com>
To: "kelly.bacon@co.kittitas.wa.us" <kelly.bacon@co.kittitas.wa.us>
Sent: Fri, Aug 28, 2020 at 2:18 PM
Subject: SE-20-00003


Dear Ms. Bacon,


My husband David and I live at 1103 Takhoma Farm Rd., and we also own the home at
1101 Takhoma Farm Rd. The sewage ponds proposed under project SE-20-0003 will
directly affect the value of our estate, hay acreage, and pollute our water. We strongly
oppose this project moving forward and suggest the contractors find another way to deal
with the human sewage that will not affect Park Creek's water, the value of surrounding
estates, and hay and alfalfa fields.


Please let me know by phone or email today if email meets requirements for opposition
letter as I do not want to go to your office Monday due to the pandemic.


Sincerely,


Jennifer (and David) Martin
(859) 661-6263


Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



mailto:martin.jenniferg@yahoo.com
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From: Jen Beaulieu
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson SEPA Application (SE-20-00003)
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 10:13:15 AM


9/1/2020
From: Jennifer Beaulieu 
2280 Sage Hills Drive Ellensburg 


To: Kelly Bacon
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby St. Suite 2
Post Office Box 7016
Ellensburg, WA 98926


Dear Kelly Bacon:
Subject: Brown and Jackson SEPA Application (SE-20-00003)


I am a homeowner that will be directly affected by the approval of this SEPA request and this project. I am writing
to voice my objection to it's approval without a thorough environmental and health impact study. 
This project may have dire affects on my family’s well-being, our health, our water quality, and the value of our
property.
I am extremely disappointed that it appears that this permit application was being fast tracked and cloaked in only
a bureaucratic notification process with no discussion with the property and homeowners adversely
affected by this project.
I strongly urge you to deny this application until you can have a full discussion with the impacted property owners,
a thorough environmental and health impact study and/or consider another location which will not impact water
quality and public health. 
Sincerely,     
Jennifer Beaulieu                                                                                                                                                       



mailto:jenannbeaulieu@gmail.com
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From: Jennifer Webber
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson SEPA Application (SE-20-0003)
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 4:59:25 PM


 
 
 August 31, 2020 
 
Jenny Webber 
1791 Fox Rd 
80 Hidden Acres Dr 
Ellensburg WA 98926 


 
 
Kelly Bacon 
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby St. Suite 2 


Dear Kelly Bacon: 
 
Subject:           Brown and Jackson SEPA Application (SE-20-00003) 


I am a homeowner that will be directly affected by the approval of this SEPA request and this
project and I am writing to voice my objection to its approval. 


 
I have lived on this property for 15 years and this is the first I am hearing about this
project that will have dire effects on my family’s well-being, our health, our water
quality, and the value of our property. I am extremely disappointed that it appears that
this permit application was being fast tracked and cloaked in only a bureaucratic
notification process with no discussion with the property and homeowners adversely
affected by this project. 
 
Not only will this increase traffic on our roads, it will affect our quality of life due to the
smell and threat of ground water contamination. My daughter and her friends often play
in the sprinklers that feed off the irrigation water that runs very close to the proposed
sewage ponds. I would not feel comfortable allowing her to play in the water with the
risk of ground water contamination from human waste. We spend a majority of our time
outdoors trying to escape technology and excess screen time, a luxury that will be lost on
the days that the smell is too bad to be outside. There are already days that we can smell
the silage pit located much further away than the proposed septic ponds. We don’t mind
that odor as it is agricultural related, however the smell of human waste would be a
different issue. 
 
In the SEPA application it is noted that there would be no disruption of migratory
animals. Yet we have spent all summer listening to the cannon go off in efforts to
disperse the many elk and deer that inhabit the area. We spend all hunting season
dodging hunters parked in the middle of the road. Furthermore, we have quite a few
curlew in our pastures during the spring and are a known habitat area for the sage grouse.
 


 
I strongly urge you to deny this application until you can have a full discussion with the
impacted property owners and/or consider another location. 



mailto:jennywho27@hotmail.com
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Sincerely,   


 


Jennifer Webber 







From: Jesse Cox
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Septage Pond
Date: Monday, August 31, 2020 9:51:13 AM


Good morning Kelly,


This is an email as a private citizen who lives in the Parke Creek area if my address is needed I
can provide it.  I wanted to make a formal written comment regarding the Brown and Jackson
septage pond proposal.  It is my understanding that their request is being considered because
they claim that they are a utility however I would like to point out that by legal definition they
are not. RCW 80.04.010 designates a sewer utility as one that is a "system of sewerage" the
standard definition of "sewerage" is a system of sewers, and  the removal  and disposal of
sewage and surface water by sewers. Terminology is very important in this matter to prevent
development that will also lead to authorize a direct conflict with Title 18 Code Enforcement
of the County Code that states in 18.01.010 Applicability (2)(m) - The existence of any
conditions that would produce dust or noxious odors; provided, that nothing herein shall be
prohibited when done in conjunction with a construction project for which a building permit
has been issued and is being prosecuted diligently to completion, and the contractor or owner
shall be responsible for dust control throughout the development area.  This seepage pond will
continuously produce noxious odors for its entire existence which could not be ignored or set
aside legally speaking in the use of code enforcement.


Thank you, 


Jesse Cox



mailto:jesseacox@gmail.com
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From: Kathy Hull
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Project Brown and Jackson
Date: Monday, August 31, 2020 6:03:48 PM


August 31, 2020


Re: Brown and & Jackson Project


Dear Ms. Bacon,


My name is Kathy Hull, my husband is Steve Hull.  We have lived at 7660
Parke Creek Rd since 1976, 44 years.  In that time we have had the Boys
Home, hundreds of Turbines and managed to defeat PacificClean on the
Medical Waste from the Westside.  We have a Silage Pit that originally was the
Brown Brothers hauling scraps from Twin City Foods, there was a lot of liquid
in it and it eventually leaked down and into our pond.  You should be able to
check with the DOE in Yakima. 


I am wondering why we have received such a short period of time to respond
(Aug 17 to Sept 1).  There are so many things to consider about this, many of
them have to do with our health.  Water quality, Parke Creek runs near it and
the Canal also runs near it.  I am sure you have thought about the fact that much
of this runs back into the rivers.  There is also our personal water supply if it is
affected and our water goes bad it will be too late for us.  The Silage Pit
showed us that leakage is possible.  It is about 5 miles from us and flowed
down and ended up in our pond.  Air Quality wind is going to carry the smell,
contaminated airborne particles and other garbage to the surrounding area. 


I hope you will deny this application and Leave it where it is already at.  There
are few neighbors in that area to be affected


Thank You,


Kathy Hull



mailto:khull7660@gmail.com
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From: Ken Jochimsen
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson SEPA application (SE-20-00003)
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 4:44:44 PM


August 31, 2920


Ken Jochimsen 
80 Hidden Acres Dr
Ellensburg WA 98926
 
Dear Kelly Bacon: 


 
Subject:           Brown and Jackson SEPA Application (SE-20-00003) 


I am a homeowner that will be directly affected by the approval of this SEPA request and this
project and I am writing to voice my objection to its approval. 


 
I have lived on this property for 15 years and this is the first I am hearing about this
project that will have dire effects on my family’s well-being, our health, our
water quality, and the value of our property. I am extremely disappointed that it
appears that this permit application was being fast tracked and cloaked in only a
bureaucratic notification process with no discussion with the property and homeowners
adversely affected by thisproject. 


 
I strongly urge you to deny this application until you can have a full discussion with the
impacted property owners and/or consider another location. 


Sincerely,   


 


Kenneth F. Jochimsen 


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:kenjochimsen@hotmail.com
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August 31, 2020 
 
TO:  Kelly Bacon, Designated Permit Coordinator 
  Kittitas County Community Development Services 
  411 N. Ruby Street, Suite 2 
  Ellensburg, WA 98926 
  kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us 
 
FROM: Kevin and Megan Haydon 
  2964 Caribou Rd 
  Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
RE: Project File Number, Brown and Jackson, SE-20-00003 
 
Dear Kelly Bacon, 


Our written comments submitted are in regard to Washington State Environmental Policy Act 
(SEPA), Chapter 43.21C RCW, and Kittitas County Grading Permit public notice Brown and 
Jackson, SE-20-00003, dated, Monday, August 17, 2020. It is of our understanding that Kittitas 
County is acting as SEPA Lead Agency for the proposed project and proposed SEPA project actions 
and that Kittitas County is reviewing Brown and Jackson’s June 11, 2020 Kittitas County, 
Department of Public Works, Grading Permit Application. However, based on review of the 
documents we understand we are commenting on the project as a whole, including, but not limited to, 
SEPA determination for Washington State Department of Ecology’s General Permit for Biosolids 
Management. 


The comments contained herein apply to the project as a whole as presented in the public documents 
provided by Kittitas County on August 17, 2020, see list below. We reserve the right to comment on 
any and all future proposed changes, additional project actions, amendments, Environmental Impact 
Statements and/or mitigation. 


Comments related to this proposed action include, but are not expressly limited to the following, 
based on information provided in Kittitas County’s SEPA website, below, accessed on Monday 
August 24, 2020. 


Project Location: 


Kittitas County Parcel Number: 295134 


Project proponent/applicant: Brown and Jackson, Inc. of Ellensburg, WA 


Kittitas County Project Documents Weblink: 


https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-
details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-
00003+Brown+%26+Jackson 


List of SEPA and project documents available for review: 



https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson
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• 20410_SEPA ADDENDUM_06.30.20.pdf 
• GP-20-00010.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson Receipt.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson SEPA Checklist.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson NOA Legal.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson NOA Memo.pdf 


SEPA Checklist and Proposed Action comments: 
The following is a list of comments related to the SEPA checklist and available project documents. 


A. Background 


A.12.: Included Preliminary Site Plan does not appear to locate features, such as streams and 
irrigation ditches accurately. Included map in the July 30, 2020 Western Pacific Engineering and 
Survey document improperly characterizes Parke Creek’s location with respect to the fields and 
proposed storage ponds. Parke Creek is the water body flowing from the north to south on the 
eastern-center portion of the site. The irrigation ditch, locally known as Parke Creek Ditch, flows 
from the east to the west across the site conveying irrigation and stock water to farms and ranches 
several miles downstream of the site. Please update maps and labeling. 


Corrections to the map are included in Attachment 1. 


B. Environmental Elements 


B.1.: Earth. 


c. Included narrative does not mention that the site’s predominant soils include: 1) 674 – Durtash 
gravelly loam, and 2) 618 – Nitzel ashy silt loam, Attachment 2. Roughly 50% of the site is found 
within 674, which is noted as containing a restrictive feature 10-20 inches below surface to duripan, 
otherwise known as caliche or hardpan. Caliche is known to be a confining layer of groundwater 
flow and can cause groundwater to flow laterally. Leaching of nutrients from the surface application 
of septage could flow along groundwater flow paths into irrigation ditches and surface water bodies. 
Please clearly define soil profiles. 


USDA Web Soil Service references: 


• Attachments 2 


https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx 


e. It is locally understood that construction of an access bridge across Parke Creek has already 
occurred. Please clearly describe recent construction. 


B.2.: Air 


c. How long will soil be left uncovered/exposed before planning a crop? How will a crop be planted 
in the event that there are no fall rains for seed germination? Will heavy fall rains cause soil erosion 
and transportation of septage into surface water bodies? Is there an irrigation plan and/or valid water 
rights? 



https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
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B.3.A., B. and C.: Water 


A.1.: Parke Creek Ditch flows east to west diagonally across the project site. Parke Creek flows north 
to south across the project site. KRD North Branch Canal immediately abuts the project site to the 
south. 3 surface water bodies, total. Please update. 


A.4.: The application and checklist state water will be used for dust control. Please describe water 
sources and legal water rights. 


A.5.: The checklist state that the site lies in Zone C of the FEMA FIRM and is defined as “minimal 
flooding”. Being that the site is known to flood, how will flooding affect soil-applied septage and 
storage ponds? 


A.6.: The checklist states “No, waste materials are expected to be discharged to surface waters as a 
result of this proposal.” Conflicting statement, please consider revising. Also please consider the 
potential for waste materials to be discharged to surface water bodies through groundwater 
movement, especially if irrigation is anticipated to be applied. 


B.1.: The checklist states: “This project does not include the additional withdrawal of water from the 
ground, or the withdrawal of groundwater.” However, Section B.2.C. states that water will be used 
for dust control and Section A.11. states various crops will be grown. Please state how water will be 
used for both and from what legal source(s). If crops are grown, how will applied  


B.2.: “Other sources” should include field/soil application of septage. 


C.1. and 2.: Checklist should also account for frequent thunderstorms in the summer that are known 
create significant rainfall and flash flooding. Additionally, the area can receive substantial snow fall 
and then melt suddenly in rain-on-snow events. These local weather conditions can exacerbate 
erosion, especially in uncovered soils. 


Additionally, runoff from the site is likely to flow into Parke Creek Ditch, a private irrigation ditch, 
and the KRD North Branch Canal, a federal and state facility. Runoff can include, but is not limited 
to:  


• Accidental spills from land application into and in the near vicinity of the Parke Creek Ditch 
or KRD North Branch Canal. 


• Surface water runoff into the irrigation ditch either from irrigation water application or storm 
events. 


• Groundwater infiltration and upwelling into the irrigation ditch. 
• Runoff into Parke Creek, a fish bearing stream. 
• Surface water transportation down irrigation ditches and canals. 


o Expanded impacts to domestic wells as a result of potential irrigation ditch 
transportation of septage downstream? 


C.3.: Construction of roads and tillage could cause impacts to the irrigation ditch by transmitting 
septage to downstream water right holders, properties and commercial crops. 


B.4.: Plants 
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4.C.: Parke Creek is a fish bearing stream. ESA listed steelhead use Parke Creek downstream of I-90. 


B.7.: Environmental Health 


A.1.: Spill Response Plan was not included in documents provided by Kittitas County. Unable to 
review or comment on the specific document. 


B.8.: Land and Shoreline Use 


B. Is the land tillable to the depth required for septage treatment? Since the land has not been farmed 
in the last 30+ years it is possible that any/all state issued water rights have relinquished per Chapter 
90.14 RCW. 


B.1. Answer provided is incorrect. The Parke Creek Ditch and KRD North Branch Canal are either 
within or immediately adjacent to the project. Describe how any runoff or over application of septage 
will directly impact 1,000’s of acres of highly valuable farmland and crops. 


B.14.: Transportation 


F. Will there be additional trucks/traffic during construction? Will there be more traffic during 
certain times of the year? Is the estimate provided based on traffic following construction and during 
the course of normal business? How many trips per week during construction and during normal 
business? 


Response/comment in regards to the “Notice of Application”, dated Monday, August 17, 2020. 


Brown & Jackson’s proposed septage storage ponds and associated land application of biosolids is 
not a utility and is not permitted in the Agriculture 20 zone. Brown & Jackson is a commercial 
business that collects “septage” that “they pump from a variety of commercial and residential 
sources.” It does not operate a utility system handling sewage as is the focus of KCC 17.61 identified 
in the Notice of Application. Brown & Jackson merely pumps on-site septic systems and transports 
the collected septage to approved treatment facilities, presently the Kittitas County landfill. Brown & 
Jackson’s proposed project itself is not a utility. The evasion of county regulations to allow this 
private commercial operation and in the rural agricultural zone of the County is harmful and 
damaging to the primary agricultural use and not allowed. 


More specific provisions in the zoning code indicate that Brown & Jackson’s proposed commercial 
septage management facility constitutes wastewater treatment based on its handling, treatment, and 
application of septage. Wastewater treatment is not an allowed use in the Agriculture 20 zone. The 
proposed application is not accurately categorized as a utility, and should be denied as a 
nonauthorized use. 


Conclusion. 


Furthermore, given the significance of this project to cause potential significant impacts and harm 
across large swaths of Kittitas County, we recommend Kittitas County consider a SEPA threshold 
Determination of Significance. Moreover, we encourage the applicant and Kittitas County to 
consider other, less significant, potential project sites for this nature of project that do not contain 
three surface water bodies, and/or consider the status quo of using properly permitted existing 
facilities for the disposal of septage. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to submit comments on this proposed project. 


 


Respectfully, 


 


 


Kevin Haydon      Megan Haydon 
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Attachment 2: Soil Mapping 


 







Kittitas County Area, Washington


618—Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 
percent


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l58
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 150 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated


Map Unit Composition
Nitzel, gravelly substratum, and similar soils: 90 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Nitzel, Gravelly Substratum


Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Parent material: Alluvium with an influence of volcanic ash in the 


upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 8 inches: ashy silt loam
H2 - 8 to 29 inches: ashy loam
H3 - 29 to 46 inches: loam
H4 - 46 to 60 inches: sandy loam


Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Moderately well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water 


(Ksat): Moderately high to high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 29 to 46 inches
Frequency of flooding: OccasionalNone
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water capacity: High (about 10.4 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3w
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Minor Components


Tanaha
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Mitta
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
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Kittitas County Area, Washington


674—Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l6z
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 170 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland


Map Unit Composition
Durtash, gravelly, and similar soils: 80 percent
Minor components: 20 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Durtash, Gravelly


Setting
Landform: Alluvial fans
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Alluvium with loess in the upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 5 inches: gravelly loam
H2 - 5 to 14 inches: very gravelly clay loam
H3 - 14 to 19 inches: extremely gravelly clay
H4 - 19 to 29 inches: cemented material
H5 - 29 to 60 inches: cemented material


Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 10 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 10 to 20 inches to duripan
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Low to 


moderately low (0.01 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 


mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.1 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 6s
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
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Ecological site: R008XY201WA - DRY STONY 10-16 PZ
Hydric soil rating: No


Minor Components


Selah
Percent of map unit: 10 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Manastash
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Terlan
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
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September 1, 2020 
 
 
 
Kelly Bacon 
Designated Permit Coordinator 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
411 N. Ruby Street, Ste. 2 
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
Re:  Project Name: Brown and Jackson 


File Number: SE-20-00003 
Kittitas Reclamation District Comments 


 
Dear Ms. Bacon: 
 
This firm represents the Kittitas Reclamation District (KRD), and provides the 
following comments and objections to the proposed application of Brown & Jackson, 
Inc. (B&J) to construct a septage management facility, including the construction of 
two septage storage ponds and associated septage land application on Parcel 
No. 295134 in Kittitas County.  KRD is an irrigation district operating in and serving 
the Kittitas Valley.  KRD supplies irrigation water to two-thirds of all the irrigated acres 
in Kittitas County, approximately 60,000 acres.  KRD’s North Branch Canal runs 
along and is located immediately adjacent to the southern boundary of the proposed 
project site, and down-gradient of the proposed septage operations. 
 


SUMMARY 
 
The proposal is not an authorized use in the Agriculture 20 (A-20) zone.  The 
proposed commercial septage management facility is not a “utility” under 
KCC 17.61.010(1).  B&J is a commercial septic pumping business that collects 
“septage” from existing residential and commercial septic systems.  It does not 
operate nor is it proposing to operate a utility system handling “sewage” as 
contemplated by the code.  Commercial septic system pumpers like B&J pump on-
site septic systems and transport the collected septage to approved treatment 
facilities, presently the Kittitas County landfill.  B&J’s proposed project itself is not a 
utility. 
 
Further, under both federal and state law, the proposed commercial septage 
management facility is considered wastewater treatment based on its handling, 
treatment, and application of septage.  It is not a utility under either common 
understanding, or the definitions in the county code.  Rather, the code specifically 
categorizes wastewater treatment as a distinct land use, and one not authorized in 
the A-20 zone.   
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DISCUSSION 
 
The subject property is zoned agriculture (A-20) and B&J’s proposed land use does 
not qualify as a permitted utility use.  First, B&J is not providing nor proposing to 
provide a “sewage” utility system as contemplated by the code.  B&J is not dealing 
with “sewage” at all, nor does it operate a sewer system within the County.  Rather, it 
is a commercial operation engaged in the collection and treatment of collected 
septage.  Septic systems are by definition separate and independent, in contrast to 
sewer systems.  See WAC 173-308-005 (explaining difference between “sewage 
sludge” and “septage”).  Further, the exclusion of septage from the definition of 
“utility” comports with the intent of the regulations, because under their definition the 
functions of utilities are interconnections between buildings and properties—gas, 
municipal water, sewage, stormwater, electricity, telephone, and television.  
KCC 17.61.010.  Septage does not fit in this category.  The commercial collection, 
treatment, and application of septage is not a system of sewerage or sewage utility.   
 
Because the proposed facility is not a “utility,” it is not an outright permitted use.  
Rather, it is properly described as “wastewater treatment,” a distinct and specific use 
contemplated by the zoning table, and prohibited on land zoned A-20.  See 
KCC 17.15.060(1)(A).  The County Code specifically includes “wastewater treatment” 
as a distinct and specific land use, and establishes it as a nonauthorized use in the A-
20 zone.   
 
B&J’s proposed land use qualifies as wastewater treatment.  State statute regarding 
reclaimed water use defines “wastewater” as “water-carried wastes from residences, 
buildings, industrial and commercial establishments, or other places, together with 
such groundwater infiltration and inflow as may be present.”  RCW 90.46.010.  This 
includes the septage that B&J intends to collect. 
 
Moreover, the proposed B&J facility is a “treatment works treating domestic sewage,” 
and B&J has identified its proposed commercial operation as a septage management 
facility.  Ecology’s biosolid regulations governing this proposed use define 
“[t]reatment works treating domestic sewage” as expressly including “beneficial use 
facilities and septage management facilities as defined in this section.”  WAC 173-
308-080.  Under the regulations, a “septage management facility” is (a) an entity that 
“treats septage for application to the land” or (b) “one that applies septage to the 
land.”  Id.  Here, B&J is proposing to do both. 
 
First, B&J is required to treat its septage.  The applicable regulations require that 
septage, like biosolids and sewage sludge, must be “treated by a process such as 
physical screening” for manufactured inerts (plastics, metals, etc.) “prior to final 
disposition.”  WAC 173-308-205(1) (emphasis added).  Assuming that B&J intends to 
comply with this regulatory requirement, it is clear that B&J is performing and must 
perform wastewater “treatment.”  Similarly, under applicable EPA guidance, primary 
wastewater treatment involves a process of screening wastewater, then allowing it to 
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separate in a chamber.1  B&J intends to follow this type of process using lagoons (the 
proposed storage ponds). See also WAC 173-308-080 (defining "[t]reat or treatment 
of biosolids" as the “preparation of biosolids for final use or disposal” which 
specifically “includes, but is not limited to, thickening, stabilization, and dewatering of 
biosolids.”  B&J’s proposed facility thus constitutes “treatment” of wastewater.  This is 
consistent with B&J’s proposed facility being a “treatment works treating domestic 
sewage,” described above.   
 
Second, B&J intends to apply that septage to the land.  While only incidentally 
described in its application materials and corresponding SEPA Checklist, B&J 
proposes and has indicated its intent to apply septage to the land.  This classifies it 
as a “septage management facility,” and by definition, a “treatment works treating 
domestic sewage.”  WAC 173-308-080. 
 
Accordingly, the proposed facility should be classified as wastewater treatment, 
prohibited within the A-20 zone.  The consideration of the proposed land use as a 
“utility” contravenes the specific consideration of “wastewater treatment” under the 
Code.  Where statutes and codes contain both general and specific provisions, the 
more specific provision is intended to prevail.   
 
Alternatively, if the proposed treatment of wastewater was somehow not considered 
to be “wastewater treatment,” the proposed septage treatment facility should be 
considered a “commercial activit[y] associated with agriculture,” separately addressed 
in the zoning code.2  Commercial activities associated with agriculture are a 
conditional use requiring a conditional use permit (CUP) within the A-20 zone.  B&J‘s 
commercial septage operations—including the construction, collection, and treatment 
of domestic and commercial septage—is clearly a “commercial endeavor.”  In fact, 
B&J is pursuing this commercial operation as a way of seeking to defray the costs 
and commercial expenses associated with disposal at the County’s landfill, where it 
currently brings its septage.  This use of agricultural land is recognized as a 
commercial venture, separate from farming. 
 
The County has described the A-20 zone as "an area wherein farming, ranching and 
rural life styles are dominant characteristics” and codified the purpose and intent the 
A-20 zone “to preserve fertile farmland from encroachment by nonagricultural land 
uses; and protect the rights and traditions of those engaged in agriculture.”  
KCC 17.29.010.  By its code and adopted policy, the County has established that 
“[a]griculture has priority in matters dealing with conflicting land uses in agricultural 
areas.”  KCC 17.74.005.  The proposed use conflicts with the priority agricultural use 
and is not permitted. 
 


 
1 See U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, How Wastewater Treatment Works. . .  The 
Basics (EPA 833-F-98-002) (May 1998). 
2 This term is defined, in relevant part, as “any commercial endeavor including . . . services 
which are in support of, or supplemental to agricultural activities. . . .”  KCC 17.08.165. 
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Finally, the proposed location and property are not conducive to the proposed activity.  
Both the County and the public at large would be better served by B&J continuing to 
bring its septic to the county landfill and receiving facility for proper treatment and 
handling, or an alternate site should be identified.  Specific to B&J’s grading permit 
application, if the proposed land use and associated septage ponds could be 
permitted at all (which KRD disputes), the County should require a significant surety 
bond associated with any such construction.  See KCC 14.05.090.  The proposed 
location of the septage ponds in relation to the surface water and ditches bisecting 
the property and upgradient of KRD’s North Branch Canal have the potential to lead 
to significant human health and safety issues associated with KRD’s irrigation water 
and its downstream users.  As the County is certainly aware, the release of human 
waste into irrigation canals can have catastrophic impacts on agricultural users and 
food crops vital to the Kittitas Valley and Central Washington.  A surety bond of 
sufficient amount would be required to protect against such potential hazardous 
conditions. 
 
Thank you in advance for your consideration of these comments.  As proposed, the 
application and proposed land use should be denied.   
 
Sincerely, 


Joseph A. Rehberger 
Direct Line: (360) 786-5062 
Email: jrehberger@cascadialaw.com 
Office: Olympia 
 
JR:en 
 
cc: Kittitas Reclamation District 
 







Kittitas Reclamation District 
P.O. Box 276 


Ellensburg, WA 98926 
Phone: (509) 925-6158 Fax: (509) 925-7425 


 
 
 


September 1, 2020 
 
 
Kelly Bacon 
Designated Permit Coordinator 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
411 N. Ruby Street, Ste. 2 
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
RE: Project File No. SE-20-00003 (Brown and Jackson) 
 Kittitas Reclamation District Comments 
 
Ms. Bacon: 
 
The Kittitas Reclamation District (KRD) has reviewed the subject proposal and finds the provided 
analysis of potential environmental impacts severely lacking.  The scope and magnitude of 
potential impacts to the environment, KRD infrastructure, and downstream irrigators has not been 
analyzed.  Without this information, it is not possible for Kittitas County to determine all 
environmental consequences of the action and therefore a threshold determination under SEPA 
cannot in good faith be issued.   
 
KRD provides water for irrigation to the Kittitas Valley.  KRD supplies irrigation water to two-
thirds of all the irrigated acres in Kittitas County totaling almost 60,000 acres.  KRD’s North 
Branch Canal which is adjacent to and down-gradient of the proposed septage operations 
provides irrigation water to 19,992 assessed acres.  Approximately 2,171 acres served by this 
canal are producing high value specialty crops that include apples, pears, cherries, blueberries, 
grapes and others with an investment in these acres alone estimated to be at over $100,000,000. 
The majority of the remainder of the acreage in the area downstream of the proposed septage 
site is producing high quality Timothy and Alfalfa hay that is processed and exported throughout 
the world.  The risks associated with potential septage impacts to the KRD canal through various 
potential pathways raises significant public health and safety concerns that need to be 
adequately evaluated. 
 
Further, KRD, in partnership with the Department of Ecology, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
(USBR), the Yakama Nation, and other basin stakeholders, is committed to ensuring that, 
among other things, critical fish habitat and water quality are adequately protected in the 
Yakima river basin as part of the Yakima Basin Integrated Plan (Integrated Plan).  Of concern, 
KRD is wheeling a significant amount of water through the KRD North Branch Canal and 
returning it directly back to the Yakima River for Yakima project purposes just downstream of 







Kelly Bacon 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
September 1, 2020 
Page 2 
 
 
the proposed septage site.  In total, KRD sends up to 169 cfs from the North Branch Canal back 
to the Yakima River downstream of the proposed septage site through the Wipple Wasteway, 
the Billeter Wasteway that then leads to the Wipple Wasteway, and the Turbine Ditch located at 
the Yakima River at the end of the Turbine Lateral.  Wipple Wasteway is also referred to as 
Badger Creek and is regularly used by coho salmon, anadromous steelhead (Oncorhynchus 
mykiss), and other species.   
 
Specific to the proposal, KRD does not believe the proposed commercial septage site to be an 
authorized use in the agricultural zone.  KRD suggests that continued delivery of the collected 
septage to the Kittitas County landfill, where the septage can be properly received, managed, 
and treated, provides greater assurance to the public of proper management.  Alternatively, KRD 
suggests that an alternate site should be pursued.  A septage management facility and associated 
wastewater treatment is inconsistent with the primary agricultural use in this part of the County.  
As KRD addresses under separate cover, the proposed commercial septage site is not a “utility” 
and as such, is not an allowed use.   
 
The project proponent has further not adequately identified the potential impacts to the 
environment.  Without limitation, several of the notable deficiencies are outlined by reference to 
the respective SEPA Checklist section below: 
 
Section B.1 (Environmental Elements – Earth) 
 
Section B.1.f. – This section does not provide adequate detail regarding the potential for erosion 
during operation and use of the site.  Analysis of land application methods, locations, and timing 
and the risk of erosion impacting natural waterways and the KRD North Branch Canal need to 
be provided.  The adjacent section of the North Branch Canal is not protected from surface 
flows.   
 
Section B.2 (Environmental Elements – Air) 
 
Section B.2.a and B.2.c – No analysis is provided regarding the wind-borne transmission of 
particulates during land application and disking activities.  This part of the valley is subject to 
elevated down-slope winds.  There is high likelihood that airborne contaminants will travel large 
distances.  There are a very limited number of days that the wind is blowing less than 4 mph, at 
which volatilization of contaminants begins to occur even on areas that have been disked.  There 
is no analysis of such wind patterns nor the potential impact to water quality from airborne 
transmission of contaminants.  
 
Section B.3 (Environmental Elements – Water) 
 
Section B.3.a.1 – This section and the included site map do not accurately describe all of the 
surface water features, such as streams and irrigation ditches.  The site map included in the 
July 30, 2020 Western Pacific Engineering and Survey addendum improperly characterizes 
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Parke Creek’s location with respect to the application fields and proposed storage ponds.  There 
are three waterways that bisect the proposed project site, and each of them undershoot the KRD 
canal.  The checklist fails to identify all of the surface water features, describe the type, or state 
what stream or river it flows to.  At least two of the surface water features are in close proximity 
to the proposed septage ponds.   
 
Section B.3.a.1 – National Wetlands Inventory maps a palustrine emergent wetland on the site.  
This wetland is not identified or considered in the proposal.  There is no information or analysis 
regarding potential impacts to this wetland or its buffer, or the presence of other wetlands on the 
site.  This wetland and associated critical area is further omitted from and not identified in the 
Grading Permit Application request for identification of critical areas.  
 
Section B.3.a.2 – The Proposal indicates all planned work is located more than 200 feet from 
nearby waterways. However, the site map provided in the addendum shows potential application 
area as occurring within 100 feet of the Parke Creek seasonal channel and the KRD North 
Branch canal, which is down-gradient of the proposed use area.  Potential impacts to all surface 
water and the unlined canal after land application are not covered.  There is no analysis of the 
potential for surface water contamination and transfer to the KRD canal. 
 
Section B.3.a.5 – Nearby property owners have observed flooding on the parcel.  Further 
analysis is required regarding the potential impact of flooding on soil-applied septage and the 
septage ponds, and impact to adjacent properties, including the KRD canal. 
 
Section B.3.a.6 – No analysis is provided regarding runoff and sheet flow occasioned by snow 
melt events, rain on snow, or high rain events or the wind-borne transmission of aerosolized 
particulates during land application and disking activities and their associated impacts on surface 
water and the KRD North Branch Canal.  Between the anticipated and known projected weather 
events (high winds, heavy rainfall, snow, rain on snow, and others) land application of septage 
could be prohibitive or severely restricted.   
 
Section B.3.b.2 – Infiltration and potential impacts to groundwater after land application are not 
covered.  NRCS Soil Maps indicate the presence of restrictive layers, which may impact 
groundwater flow in the area.  The KRD North Branch Canal is down-gradient of the proposed 
use area.  The canal in this location is unlined and co-mingles with groundwater.  There is no 
analysis of the potential for groundwater contamination and transfer to the KRD canal. 
 
Section B.3.c.1 and 3.c.2 – Stating average rainfall per year does not provide adequate 
justification for infiltration.  All surface waters that bisect the site can experience out-of-bank 
flows in this location.  When flows are out of bank, the KRD North Branch Canal is the 
receiving waterbody.  The statement that discharge to surface or groundwater is “not expected to 
occur” does not provide the analysis required to determine likelihood and impacts from runoff 
events potentially entering and contaminating the canal. 
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Section B.3.d – This section merely describes the proposed project.  It does not indicate 
sufficient or any measures for the protection of surface and groundwater impacts.  
 
Section B.5 (Environmental Elements – Animals) 
 
Section B.5 – This area is critical late summer and winter range for elk, which are not identified 
as occurring on the site.  The Parke Creek area in general and this site in specific are regularly 
used by concentrations of elk.  The Colockum elk herd is regularly hunted by members of the 
public from inside and outside the County, with many animals harvested each year and used for 
human consumption.  Per EPA and Department of Ecology regulations, no domestic grazing is 
allowed within 30 days of septage application.  The proposal does not provide any analysis of the 
potential for use and grazing by elk and the potential human health risks.  
 
Section B.7 (Environmental Elements – Environmental Health) 
 
Section B.7 – This section does not adequately describe the potential for impacts to aquatic 
resources, including the KRD North Branch Canal.  Moreover, this section does not describe or 
consider at all the potential for impacts to food crops and human health associated with the fruit 
and vegetable crops that rely on and use irrigation water in the KRD North Branch Canal 
downstream of the project site.  There are severe and significant consequences to contaminated 
water used for irrigation.  There are high-value food crops that utilize KRD irrigation water, and 
the potential for human impacts and consequences is not addressed.  For example, Ecology 
regulations place significant timing limitations on the harvesting of food crops after application 
of biosolids, ranging in time from 30 days to 38 months. 
 
Section B.7. – This section also does not disclose or indicate any analysis of vector attraction.  
Vector attraction is the characteristic of biosolids or septage that attracts rodents, flies, 
mosquitoes, or other organisms capable of transporting infectious agents.  No disclosure or 
analysis of any vector attraction methods are included.  The applicant has further not 
demonstrated how it will prevent the subsequent transfer of pollutants into the immediately 
adjacent waterways, including the KRD North Branch Canal. 
 
Section B.8 (Environmental Elements – Land and Shoreline Use) 
 
Section B.8 – This section does not adequately describe the potential for impacts to current land 
uses on nearby and adjacent properties, including without limitation, the KRD North Branch 
Canal and the downstream properties to which the canal delivers irrigation water.  There are 
severe and significant consequences to contaminated water used for irrigation.  There are high-
value food crops that utilize KRD irrigation water, and the potential for human health impacts 
and consequences is not addressed.   
 
Section B.8.h. – The critical areas (wetlands) on the property are not identified or considered. 
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Section B.13 (Environmental Elements – Historic and cultural preservation) 
 
Section B.13.c – The potential impacts to cultural and historical resources are not adequately 
addressed.  This area has a high likelihood of pre-contact archaeological findings.  The analysis 
even indicates DAHP highly recommends an archaeological study be conducted.  Relying on a 
WISAARD database search returning no record results is not adequate due diligence to 
determine the nature and scope of potential cultural resource impacts.  This only determines no 
studies have occurred in the area.  The National Historic Preservation Act requires project-
specific review and analysis of potential impacts.  
 
KRD reiterates its concern regarding the risk of significant harm in the event septage were to 
negatively impact the KRD North Branch Canal.  As the County is certainly aware, a 2018 
sewer leak in the Terrace Heights Sewer District in Yakima County contaminated the irrigation 
water conveyed by the Roza Irrigation District, which led to significant health and safety 
concerns, and crop and economic loss.  It does not appear the risk this project poses to the KRD 
canal has been sufficiently evaluated.   
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  KRD is committed to protecting the water 
we provide to our users for irrigation and to the streams as part of our supplementation 
activities.  As the County has not yet issued a threshold determination, KRD reserves the right to 
provide further and additional comments as to any threshold determination under SEPA.  KRD 
requests notice of any decision on the application, including any threshold determination under 
SEPA and any and all permit decisions associated with the proposed project.   
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
Urban Eberhart 
Secretary / Manager 
 
 







From: Rich Elliott
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Cc: Pat Nicholson; John Sinclair
Subject: RE: [Ext] Notice of Application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
Date: Monday, August 17, 2020 10:07:12 AM


KVFR will defer to KCFMO for fire code matters.
 
Operationally, during construction, we would like to understand any traffic impacts and be notified if
they envision confined space rescue needs.
 
Thank you
 
Rich Elliott – Deputy Fire Chief
Kittitas Valley Fire and Rescue
509-201-6280
 
 
 


From: Kelly Bacon (CD) <kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us> 
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 9:39 AM
To: Pat Nicholson <pat.nicholson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Ryan McAllister
<ryan.mcallister@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Kim Dawson <kim.dawson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Julie Kjorsvik
<julie.kjorsvik@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Toni Berkshire <toni.berkshire@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jesse Cox
<jesse.cox@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Holly Erdman <Holly.erdman@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Lisa Lawrence
<lisa.lawrence@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Patti Johnson <patti.johnson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Candie Leader
<candie.leader@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Gail Weyand <gail.weyand.pw@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Yakima Nation
- Jessica <jessica@yakama.com>; Yakima Nation - J Marvin <jmarvin@yakama.com>; Yakama Nation
<johnson@yakama.com>; Yakama Nation - Enviromental Review <enviroreview@yakama.com>;
SEPA Register <separegister@ecy.wa.gov>; SEPA Unit <sepaunit@ecy.wa.gov>; DOE - gcle
<gcle461@ecy.wa.gov>; DOE - lowh <lowh461@ecy.wa.gov>; DOE - migi <migi461@ecy.wa.gov>;
WDFW - Scott Downes <scott.downes@dfw.wa.gov>; jennifer.nelson@dfw.wa.gov; Elizabeth Torrey
<Elizabeth.Torrey@dfw.wa.gov>; SEPA DAHP <sepa@dahp.wa.gov>; James E Brooks Library -
Jorgenja <jorgenja@cwu.edu>; James E Brooks Library - Nelmsk <nelmsk@cwu.edu>; Mike Flory
<mike.flory@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Douglas Mitchell <douglas.mitchell@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jeremy
Larson <jeremy.larson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Steph Mifflin <stephanie.mifflin@co.kittitas.wa.us>; WA
State Department of Health - Russell <russell.mau@doh.wa.gov>; becky.kennedy@dnr.wa.gov;
cindy.preston@dnr.wa.gov; rivers@dnr.wa.gov; Allison Kimball (brooksideconsulting@gmail.com)
<brooksideconsulting@gmail.com>; (tribune@nkctribune.com) <tribune@nkctribune.com>;
terry@nkctribune.com; mgallagher@kvnews.com; legals@kvnews.com;
deborah.j.knaub@usace.army.mil; lhendrix@usbr.gov; Michael.j.daniels3.civ@mail.mil;
mark.a.gradwohl.civ@mail.mil; Kimberly.peacher@navy.mil; sara@krdistrict.org; Debbie Lee
(clerk@cityofkittitas.com) <clerk@cityofkittitas.com>; lonnie_allphin@ksd403.org;
monty_sabin@ksd403.org; Rich Elliott <elliottr@kvfr.org>; Johnson Meninick
<johnson_meninick@yakama.com>; Jessica Lally <jessica_lally@yakama.com>; Jon Shellenberger
<Jon_Shellenberger@Yakama.com>; Noah Oliver <Noah_Oliver@Yakama.com>; Corrine Camuso



mailto:elliottr@kvfr.org

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us

mailto:pat.nicholson@co.kittitas.wa.us

mailto:sinclairj@kvfr.org





<corrine_camuso@yakama.com>; kdkistler@bpa.gov; klarned@fs.fed.us; prilucj@wsdot.wa.gov;
kaiserm@wsdot.wa.gov; SCPlanning <scplanning@wsdot.wa.gov>; Lynn.Harmon@PARKS.WA.GOV
Cc: rikkischmitt1@gmail.com; Dan Carlson <dan.carlson@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Jeremy Johnston
<jeremy.johnston@co.kittitas.wa.us>; Rachael Stevie (CD) <rachael.stevie.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us>
Subject: [Ext] Notice of Application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
 
 
Good morning,
 
CDS is requesting comments on the following SEPA application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson.   Links
to the file materials can be found below.  The comment period will end September 1, 2020 at 5pm. 
CDS will assume your agency does not wish to provide comment if not received by this date.  Links to
the file materials can be found below.  Please let me know if you have any issues accessing the
materials. 
 
SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson  Internal
 
SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson  External
 
Thank you,
 


Kelly Bacon
Planner I
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby Street, Ste 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926
Office: (509) 962-7539
Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
 
Please Note:  In an effort to mitigate the spread of COVID-19 and the Governor’s "Safe Start" reopening plan, Kittitas
County Community Development Services is currently in Phase 3 and is open to the public in a limited capacity. At
this time many of us are on a rotating schedule working from home and in the office; during this time I will do my
best to respond to you as promptly as possible.
 
 
 


The information transmitted by this email is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed. This email may contain
confidential and/or privileged material. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, be aware that any use, review,
retransmission, distribution, or reproduction is strictly prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender immediately and
delete the material from all devices. 
message id: 38eb45916c6dcbdac24bb8719d004a14



file:////kitnt/department/teams/CDS/Projects/SEPA/SE%202020/SE-20-00003%20Brown%20&%20Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson

mailto:Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us





Kittitas County Area, Washington


618—Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 
percent


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l58
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 150 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated


Map Unit Composition
Nitzel, gravelly substratum, and similar soils: 90 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Nitzel, Gravelly Substratum


Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Parent material: Alluvium with an influence of volcanic ash in the 


upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 8 inches: ashy silt loam
H2 - 8 to 29 inches: ashy loam
H3 - 29 to 46 inches: loam
H4 - 46 to 60 inches: sandy loam


Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Moderately well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water 


(Ksat): Moderately high to high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 29 to 46 inches
Frequency of flooding: OccasionalNone
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water capacity: High (about 10.4 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3w
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Minor Components


Tanaha
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Mitta
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Nitzel ashy silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 2 percent---Kittitas 
County Area, Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
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Kittitas County Area, Washington


674—Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes


Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2l6z
Elevation: 1,500 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 50 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 170 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland


Map Unit Composition
Durtash, gravelly, and similar soils: 80 percent
Minor components: 20 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of 


the mapunit.


Description of Durtash, Gravelly


Setting
Landform: Alluvial fans
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Alluvium with loess in the upper part


Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 5 inches: gravelly loam
H2 - 5 to 14 inches: very gravelly clay loam
H3 - 14 to 19 inches: extremely gravelly clay
H4 - 19 to 29 inches: cemented material
H5 - 29 to 60 inches: cemented material


Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 10 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 10 to 20 inches to duripan
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Low to 


moderately low (0.01 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 


mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.1 inches)


Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 6s
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Ecological site: R008XY201WA - DRY STONY 10-16 PZ
Hydric soil rating: No


Minor Components


Selah
Percent of map unit: 10 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Manastash
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Terlan
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Hydric soil rating: No


Data Source Information


Soil Survey Area: Kittitas County Area, Washington
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Jun 4, 2020


Map Unit Description: Durtash gravelly loam, 3 to 10 percent slopes---Kittitas County Area, 
Washington


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


8/27/2020
Page 2 of 2







Page 1 of 5 
 


August 31, 2020 
 
TO:  Kelly Bacon, Designated Permit Coordinator 
  Kittitas County Community Development Services 
  411 N. Ruby Street, Suite 2 
  Ellensburg, WA 98926 
  kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us 
 
FROM:  Larry Best and Robin Gregoris and Cheryl Hoffee (Alberg) 
  351 Takhoma Farm Ln and XXX (7.5 acres) Takhoma Farm Ln  
  Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
RE: Project File Number, Brown and Jackson, SE-20-00003 
 
Dear Kelly Bacon, 


Our written comments submitted are in regard to Washington State Environmental Policy Act 
(SEPA), Chapter 43.21C RCW, and Kittitas County Grading Permit public notice Brown and 
Jackson, SE-20-00003, dated, Monday, August 17, 2020. It is of our understanding that Kittitas 
County is acting as SEPA Lead Agency for the proposed project and proposed SEPA project actions 
and that Kittitas County is reviewing Brown and Jackson’s June 11, 2020 Kittitas County, 
Department of Public Works, Grading Permit Application. However, based on review of the 
documents we understand we are commenting on the project as a whole, including, but not limited to, 
SEPA determination for Washington State Department of Ecology’s General Permit for Biosolids 
Management. 


The comments contained herein apply to the project as a whole as presented in the public documents 
provided by Kittitas County on August 17, 2020, see list below. We reserve the right to comment on 
any and all future proposed changes, additional project actions, amendments, Environmental Impact 
Statements and/or mitigation. 


Comments related to this proposed action include, but are not expressly limited to the following, 
based on information provided in Kittitas County’s SEPA website, below, accessed on Monday 
August 24, 2020. 


Project Location: 


Kittitas County Parcel Number: 295134 


Project proponent/applicant: Brown and Jackson, Inc. of Ellensburg, WA 


Kittitas County Project Documents Weblink: 


https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-
details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-
00003+Brown+%26+Jackson 


List of SEPA and project documents available for review: 



https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson

https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson
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• 20410_SEPA ADDENDUM_06.30.20.pdf 
• GP-20-00010.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson Receipt.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson SEPA Checklist.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson NOA Legal.pdf 
• SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson NOA Memo.pdf 


SEPA Checklist and Proposed Action comments: 
The following is a list of comments related to the SEPA checklist and available project documents. 


A. Background 


A.12.: Included Preliminary Site Plan does not appear to locate features, such as streams and 
irrigation ditches accurately. Included map in the July 30, 2020 Western Pacific Engineering and 
Survey document improperly characterizes Parke Creek’s location with respect to the fields and 
proposed storage ponds. Parke Creek is the water body flowing from the north to south on the 
eastern-center portion of the site. The irrigation ditch, locally known as Parke Creek Ditch, flows 
from the east to the west across the site conveying irrigation and stock water to farms and ranches 
several miles downstream of the site. Please update maps and labeling. 


Corrections to the map are included in Attachment 1. 


B. Environmental Elements 


B.1.: Earth. 


c. Included narrative does not mention that the site’s predominant soils include: 1) 674 – Durtash 
gravelly loam, and 2) 618 – Nitzel ashy silt loam, Attachment 2. Roughly 50% of the site is found 
within 674, which is noted as containing a restrictive feature 10-20 inches below surface to duripan, 
otherwise known as caliche or hardpan. Caliche is known to be a confining layer of groundwater 
flow and can cause groundwater to flow laterally. Leaching of nutrients from the surface application 
of septage could flow along groundwater flow paths into irrigation ditches and surface water bodies. 
Please clearly define soil profiles. 


USDA Web Soil Service references: 


• Attachments 2 


https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx 


e. It is locally understood that construction of an access bridge across Parke Creek has already 
occurred. Please clearly describe recent construction. 


B.2.: Air 


c. How long will soil be left uncovered/exposed before planning a crop? How will a crop be planted 
in the event that there are no fall rains for seed germination? Will heavy fall rains cause soil erosion 
and transportation of septage into surface water bodies? Is there an irrigation plan and/or valid water 
rights? 



https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
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B.3.A., B. and C.: Water 


A.1.: Parke Creek Ditch flows east to west diagonally across the project site. Parke Creek flows north 
to south across the project site. KRD North Branch Canal immediately abuts the project site to the 
south. 3 surface water bodies, total. Please update. 


A.4.: The application and checklist state water will be used for dust control. Please describe water 
sources and legal water rights. 


A.5.: The checklist state that the site lies in Zone C of the FEMA FIRM and is defined as “minimal 
flooding”. Being that the site is known to flood, how will flooding affect soil-applied septage and 
storage ponds? 


A.6.: The checklist states “No, waste materials are expected to be discharged to surface waters as a 
result of this proposal.” Conflicting statement, please consider revising. Also please consider the 
potential for waste materials to be discharged to surface water bodies through groundwater 
movement, especially if irrigation is anticipated to be applied. 


B.1.: The checklist states: “This project does not include the additional withdrawal of water from the 
ground, or the withdrawal of groundwater.” However, Section B.2.C. states that water will be used 
for dust control and Section A.11. states various crops will be grown. Please state how water will be 
used for both and from what legal source(s). If crops are grown, how will applied  


B.2.: “Other sources” should include field/soil application of septage. 


C.1. and 2.: Checklist should also account for frequent thunderstorms in the summer that are known 
create significant rainfall and flash flooding. Additionally, the area can receive substantial snow fall 
and then melt suddenly in rain-on-snow events. These local weather conditions can exacerbate 
erosion, especially in uncovered soils. 


Additionally, runoff from the site is likely to flow into Parke Creek Ditch, a private irrigation ditch, 
and the KRD North Branch Canal, a federal and state facility. Runoff can include, but is not limited 
to:  


• Accidental spills from land application into and in the near vicinity of the Parke Creek Ditch 
or KRD North Branch Canal. 


• Surface water runoff into the irrigation ditch either from irrigation water application or storm 
events. 


• Groundwater infiltration and upwelling into the irrigation ditch. 
• Runoff into Parke Creek, a fish bearing stream. 
• Surface water transportation down irrigation ditches and canals. 


o Expanded impacts to domestic wells as a result of potential irrigation ditch 
transportation of septage downstream? 


C.3.: Construction of roads and tillage could cause impacts to the irrigation ditch by transmitting 
septage to downstream water right holders, properties and commercial crops. 


B.4.: Plants 
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4.C.: Parke Creek is a fish bearing stream. ESA listed steelhead use Parke Creek downstream of I-90. 


B.7.: Environmental Health 


A.1.: Spill Response Plan was not included in documents provided by Kittitas County. Unable to 
review or comment on the specific document. 


B.8.: Land and Shoreline Use 


B. Is the land tillable to the depth required for septage treatment? Since the land has not been farmed 
in the last 30+ years it is possible that any/all state issued water rights have relinquished per Chapter 
90.14 RCW. 


B.1. Answer provided is incorrect. The Parke Creek Ditch and KRD North Branch Canal are either 
within or immediately adjacent to the project. Describe how any runoff or over application of septage 
will directly impact 1,000’s of acres of highly valuable farmland and crops. 


B.14.: Transportation 


F. Will there be additional trucks/traffic during construction? Will there be more traffic during 
certain times of the year? Is the estimate provided based on traffic following construction and during 
the course of normal business? How many trips per week during construction and during normal 
business? 


Response/comment in regards to the “Notice of Application”, dated Monday, August 17, 2020. 


Brown & Jackson’s proposed septage storage ponds and associated land application of biosolids is 
not a utility and is not permitted in the Agriculture 20 zone. Brown & Jackson is a commercial 
business that collects “septage” that “they pump from a variety of commercial and residential 
sources.” It does not operate a utility system handling sewage as is the focus of KCC 17.61 identified 
in the Notice of Application. Brown & Jackson merely pumps on-site septic systems and transports 
the collected septage to approved treatment facilities, presently the Kittitas County landfill. Brown & 
Jackson’s proposed project itself is not a utility. The evasion of county regulations to allow this 
private commercial operation and in the rural agricultural zone of the County is harmful and 
damaging to the primary agricultural use and not allowed. 


More specific provisions in the zoning code indicate that Brown & Jackson’s proposed commercial 
septage management facility constitutes wastewater treatment based on its handling, treatment, and 
application of septage. Wastewater treatment is not an allowed use in the Agriculture 20 zone. The 
proposed application is not accurately categorized as a utility, and should be denied as a 
nonauthorized use. 


Conclusion. 


Furthermore, given the significance of this project to cause potential significant impacts and harm 
across large swaths of Kittitas County, we recommend Kittitas County consider a SEPA threshold 
Determination of Significance. Moreover, we encourage the applicant and Kittitas County to 
consider other, less significant, potential project sites for this nature of project that do not contain 
three surface water bodies, and/or consider the status quo of using properly permitted existing 
facilities for the disposal of septage. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to submit comments on this proposed project. 


 


Respectfully, 


 


Larry Best     Robin Gregoris 


352 Takhoma Farm Ln    351 Takhoma Farm Ln 


312636      312636 


 


 


Cheryl Hoffee (Alberg) 


351 Takhoma Farm Ln 


312636 


 


   
  


 


Larry Best     Robin Gregoris 


XXX Takhoma Farm Ln   XXX Takhoma Farm Ln 


17764      17764          


 


 







 


Attachment 2: Soil Mapping 


 







From: Larry Lowther
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Septage
Date: Monday, August 24, 2020 11:31:38 AM


I would urge that any sewage disposal facility be located well away from populated areas.
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 



mailto:lowtherl@fairpoint.net

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986





September 1, 2020 
 
Arlein Anderson 
1601 Brown Rd. 
Ellensburg, WA  98926 
arleinanderson@gmail.com 
509 962 9326 
 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
Attn:   Kelly Bacon 
205 W. 5th Ave. 
Ellensburg, WA  98926 
Kelly.bacon.ed@co.kittitas.wa.us 
59 962 7539 
 
Dear Kittitas County Community Development Services 
 
As a long time, resident of Kittitas County (1960) it has come to my attention that Brown & Jackson 
Inc. has plans of building and operating two septage ponds at the mouth of Parke Creek Canyon.  After 
perusing the SEPA Application, the Addendum, and the Grading Permit, there are some components 
of this plan that I would like to address. 
 
Water Runoff:   If a leak occurs in the lining of one or both ponds, the effluent will run down and be 
absorbed into the creek bed.   If the leak goes undetected the effluent will enter the ground water, 
which would contaminate well water for the people in the area who depend on their wells for 
drinking water.   These operations can have adverse impacts on the ground and surface water, as seen 
in Sunnyside. 
 
Land & Shoreline Use:   Even though sewage is allowed under the zoning codes for A-20, I suggest that 
septage lagoons do not fit into the spirit of this ordinance.  I know that Brown and Jackson’s reasoning 
for the project will be tied to agriculture.  This is taking raw sewage from events such as the concerts 
at the Gorge, or anybody else who wants to rent their portapotties and transfer it on site to a location 
near residences.   I have been in the agricultural business since  1960 in Kittitas County and Grant 
County, this is not an agricultural use, nor are they taking only Kittitas County waste. 
 
Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan, 2019: 
8.4.2 Planning for Rural Lands. 
The rural and resource element is intended to preserve rural character through adopted goals and 
policies designed to encourage and protect the types of uses that are characteristic to rural areas. 
Septage ponds should not be interpreted as part of the rural character of Kittitas County. 
 
I urge you to deny this application due to insufficient information and it does not meet the intent of 
Kittitas County Code 17A and the Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Arlein Anderson 



mailto:Kelly.bacon.ed@co.kittitas.wa.us





 
 







From: Mark Patteson
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson SEPA Application (SE-20-00003)
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 8:06:34 AM


Kelly


I am a homeowner within 1 mile of the proposed site and am writing to voice my objection to
its approval. 


I am very concerned about the water quality of my well and to the aquifer that feeds the city of
Kittitas. I also am concerned about air quality.


I drove up to what I believe is the proposed site.  There was/is no land use action signs and I
find that to be odd.  I think something that can destroy the value of my property and my
quality of life should not be seemily slid in without letting people know.


I strongly urge you to deny this application until you can have a full discussion with the
impacted property owners and/or consider another location.


Mark Patteson
1800 Fox Rd.
Ellensburg, WA 98926



mailto:jandmelectric.mp@gmail.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us









From: Mary Ann Hawks
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Fwd: Brown and Jackson project
Date: Wednesday, August 26, 2020 2:42:59 PM


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Mary Ann Hawks <hawksmar@gmail.com>
Date: August 26, 2020 at 2:39:38 PM PDT
To: Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
Subject: Brown and Jackson project


﻿The residents of Falcon Ridge Road at mile post 9 on the Vantage Highway is in opposition of this project. Please read the attached letter and consider our concerns to the Brown and Jackson project.
Thank you 


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:hawksmar@gmail.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us





From: Mary Ann Hawks
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson
Date: Wednesday, August 26, 2020 2:22:41 PM


To whom it concerns,


The residents of Falcon Ridge Road at mi post 9 on the Vantage Highway
do not want the project of Brown and Jackson.


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:hawksmar@gmail.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us





Sept 1, 2020

Regarding Brown and Jackson SE-20-00003 Application



Hello Ms. Bacon;

In reviewing the application for open pits for biosolids (sewage) for this facility I offer some 
opinions.



Open pits in handling of sewage seem a violation of any reasonable way to handle sewage on 
any scale.



When I built my single family home on 50 acres in 2016, I was required to install a system with 
(3) septic tanks, UV lights and an air compressor agitator that runs 24 hours a day 7 days a 
week. My drain field is 400 feet away from my home. The septic tanks in my system retain all 
biosolids for pumping and removal. The liquid in my system, essentially, is a sewage treatment 
plant and will produce waste water into the environment (my drainfield) that is potable. 



How is it reasonable that any facility is allowed to install open pits? Especially in light of what 
residential homeowners are required to do in rural Kittitas County as I have described and 
installed? And then spew waste onto the ground? How does that system equate to the system 
we were required to install?



Also, since we live in such a dry area, wildlife will be naturally drawn to the pits including 
migrating birds. The Migratory Bird Treaty Act does not allow the intentional or unintentional 
killing of birds. Open pits with any kind of liquid will draw birds and they will become 
contaminated if they come into contact with these pits and most likely become sick and die of 
this exposure.



How is mitigation achieved for this scenario?



Ground dwelling wildlife will also be attracted for the same reasons. How will local wildlife be 
prevented from gaining access to these pits?



I find this all unreasonable. If homeowners are required to install high-end sewage treatment on 
their properties, I think it should be required for large facilities as well. Septic / sewage 
treatment is part of all building construction costs.



I am strongly opposed to any open-pit scenario for sewage treatment on this scale—or any 
scale—in rural areas of our County.



Sincerely,

Meghan Anderson

6083 Secret Canyon Rd

Ellensburg, WA 98936

509-591-7874








From: Michelle
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown & Jackson biosolid pond
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 3:57:19 PM


I am writing in opposition to the Brown & Jackson biosolid sewage pond
proposal in the Parke Creek area of Kittitas County.


In the proposal itself Brown & Jackson lists birds, animals, & fish that
would be affected: birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds – mammals:
deer, bear, elk, beaver – fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish.


They also list that there is pasture and farm crops nearby that would be
affected. 


They list that they will introduce nutrients into the soil in the form of
biosolids.  Biosolids are not a good for our environment.  No treatment
solution exists that removes all the contaminants found in biosolids.


There are studies reporting that people living in areas where there are
biosolids have skin rashes, eyes and lungs burning, along with other
illnesses.


There are chemicals, heavy metals, toxins, pharmaceuticals, hormones
and other poisons that will leach into the Parke Creek area that will be
unhealthy for humans and animals. The EPA only requires 9 pollutants to
be removed from biosolids. 


Experts are not even sure if Covid-19 can live in biosolids.  Some avian flu viruses and
some coronaviruses are able to persist in water. We already know how devastating that
already is on our community.


You don’t have to take my word for it.  There is substantial research about the problem of
biosolids close to homes and wildlife. Here is a link to one such article on the subject.


https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/oct/05/biosolids-toxic-chemicals-pollution


The most frustrating issue is that there is already a place to dispose of the waste material in
Kittitas County. We have no need for new sewage ponds now.  Also, this is something that
should be monitored by the county and not a private company.


I have not found anyone I have spoken to that is in favor of putting these sewage ponds in
the Parke Creek area.  If the time comes that the county is in need the ponds should be
placed well away from homes, farms, and wildlife to keep the impact as small as possible.


Michelle Adams
Kittias County Resident


Sent from Michelle's iPhone.



mailto:micja3@gmail.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
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From: Nels Sorenson
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
Date: Sunday, August 30, 2020 6:46:29 PM


Dear Ms. Bacon;
I write to you in opposition to the project  SE-20-00003 as proposed by Brown and Jackson. 


It may interest you to learn that the major reason the County no longer has a landfill at
Ryegrass is the Department of Ecology shut it down due to the fractured nature of the
underlying basalt in eastern Kittitas County. It is so fractured that contaminants from the dump
reached the water table in not years, not months, but within weeks. All that remains at the
Ryegrass dump site are some construction waste dumping, and settling ponds for dumping
portalet effluent and these ponds are heavily monitored by DOE to the extent of frequent test
well sampling to ensure it does not reach the water table. No doubt this careful oversight
contributes to the dump fees and is driving Brown & Jackson's desire to avoid paying.


Unless Brown and Jackson are proposing to line the two storage ponds with concrete (and I
see no such evidence they are), how will the County ensure that the effluent does not similarly
contaminate the water table by percolating through the underlying fractured basalt? Moreover,
flooding in the proposed storage pond area is not uncommon. What steps are proposed to
ensure the ponds are not flooded and overtopped by seasonal snowmelt runoff?  What are the
county's plans for handling any resulting health issues caused by human effluent and portalet
chemicals in the drinking water? 


This is a poorly conceived, shockingly sited project with no thought to the underlying geology
that will provide fast paths to the water table and risk the health of county residents. 


Please deny this application as submitted.
Sincerely,
Nels & Char Sorenson
1970 Sage Hills Drive
Ellensburg WA 98926



mailto:nelscharli1970@gmail.com
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From: shkwavrydr@aol.com
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson SEPA determination (2)
Date: Monday, August 31, 2020 11:51:49 PM


Hello Kelly.
  I want to clarify that I am not opposed in concept to re-use of properly treated and tested wastewater
and/or sewage sludge/biosolids if applied at agronomic rates in appropriate locations.  The issues I've
raised relate to proper assurances of appropriate location, treatment and regulation of the practice in this
instance.  Properly done they can reduce waste and adverse impacts to surface water, both in terms of
waste loading and reduction of withdrawals for agricultural use.  My comments are directed to those
concerns.   
Stay safe, be well, Norm Peck



mailto:shkwavrydr@aol.com
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From: shkwavrydr@aol.com
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson Septage Lagoon SEPA Determination
Date: Monday, August 31, 2020 9:41:51 PM


Dear Kelly,
There are significant questions about the SEPA Checklist submitted by Brown and Jackson for this
proposal.
The proposed action is represented as a solid waste handling facility.  The presence of lagoons and
nature of the proposed wastes, particularly the high liquid content suggests that it is instead a privately
owned sewage treatment facility and should be permitted as such.  While the handling of sewage sludge
solids at POTWs (Publicly Owned Treatment Works) is considered a solid waste facility within the larger
facility, the overall activity is sewage treatment, as is the case with this proposal.  
Septic pumpage is often required to be discharged into POTWs, though sometimes metering is required
to prevent plant upset due to chemicals present in "sani-cans", RV blackwater dump stations etc., present
in addition to sewage waste solids and liquids.
The "seasonal drainage" identified in site plans is also a water of the state.  In limnological terms, these
are termed "seasonal", "vernal" or "temporary" streams, and fall into the definition of "waters of the state"
under RCW 90.48.  Thus, whether or not this area is identified on County Shoreline maps as a shoreline,
the proximity to this drainage may not meet offset requirements from waters of the State.
Groundwater is also a "water of the State".  The proposed use of the site involves "land application" of
liquid wastes, which should be regulated under a State Waste Discharge Permit by the Department of
Ecology, with appropriate documentation of wastewater composition and groundwater monitoring, as well
as potential surface water monitoring when surface flow is present in the "seasonal drainage" adjacent to
the lagoons and land application areas where liquids are applied, as well as to assess the impacts of land
application of sewage sludge solids on the shallow groundwater in the Kittitas Valley in general, and this
area in close proximity to the Yakima River, Parke Creek and the irrigation return ditch west of the
proposed site..
The lagoons are likely to be an attractive nuisance in that they are likely to be attractive to waterfowl and
shorebirds, as well as land animals if access is not restricted.  This issue should be addressed in
operational plans if the project proceeds.
The SEPA Determination of the County should be reconsidered.  The aggregate potential risks rise to the
level that an Environmental Impact Statement should be required of this project, as there is a significant
risk of significant adverse environmental impacts.
Sincerely, Norm Peck
Environmental Specialist 3, Dept. of Ecology (Ret.)
Conservation and Habitat Chair, Kittitas Audubon Board


505 N. Sampson St.
Ellensburg, WA  98926
509-933-4233



mailto:shkwavrydr@aol.com
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411 N. Ruby, Suite #1 TEL (509) 962-7523 
Ellensburg, WA  98926 FAX (509) 962-7663  
 


KITTITAS COUNTY 


DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 


TO:  Kelly Bacon, Planner 1 


 


COPY: Candie Leader, Administrative Assistant 


 


DATE: August 31, 2020 


 


FROM: Mark R. Cook, Director 


 


RE:  SE-20-00003  - Brown and Jackson, Inc.  


 


 


Please see attached Public Works comments regarding Brown & Jackson, Inc. SEPA application 


SE-20-00003. 


 


1. Access.  A commercial paved access pursuant to Kittitas County Code Chapter 12 shall 


be installed prior to any commercial use.   


 


2. Private Bridge.  A private bridge design permit shall be completed for Public Works 


review.  All necessary permit requirements shall be completed prior to any commercial 


use.  The bridge shall be posted for the required 75,000-pound load limit prior to any 


commercial use. 


 


3. Stormwater.  An engineered design stormwater plan shall be completed for the proposed 


lagoon(s) and any additional impervious area associated with the proposal (SEPA 


Checklist).  The plan shall follow design requirements as stipulated in the current 


Washington State Department of Ecology stormwater design manual for Eastern 


Washington. 


 


4. Haul Road Agreement.  A haul road agreement shall be secured prior to any commercial 


use as proposed in the SEPA Environmental Checklist as received by staff dated 


06/12/2020.  Contact the Public Works Department for details. 


 


5. Public Works has little existing information about flood risk along this section of Parke 


Creek. While the SEPA checklist is accurate that the project location is depicted as within 


Zone C of the Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel 530095 0580B, effective date May 5, 


1981; this flood mapping utilized approximate methodologies and did not delineate a 


Parke Creek 100-year floodplain associated upstream of Vantage Highway and should 


not be relied upon to establish flood risk at the project location. Since this project location 


is not identified by the Federal Emergency Management Agency as within a Special 


Flood Hazard Area, a floodplain development permit is not required. 


 







August 31, 2020 


Kelly Bacon, Planner 1 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
411 N Ruby Street, Ste 2 
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
Re: Brown and Jackson  
       Project SE-20-00003 
 
We are writing to voice our opposition to the Brown and Jackson project SE 20-00003.  
 
Living less than one mile west of the proposed site, we are concerned with the odor that we will have to 
smell from sewage being dumped there.  The prevailing winds that we get in the winter time are from 
the southeast. We could smell the former silage pit on the Vantage highway when the winds blow this 
direction and that is four miles away from our location.  
 
We are also concerned with potential water quality contamination issues due to prolonged use of this 
land for a septage storage facility.   
 
Lastly, we are concerned with the increase in traffic this could cause to a rural neighborhood. If other 
companies are paying to dump waste at this site, there will be an increase in large truck traffic and 
traffic noise, turning a rural neighborhood into an industrial area, which it is not zoned to be.  
 
Please share our written concerns to the appropriate person(s) and committee(s) 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Rodney and Janielle Paul 
10450 Lyons Rd 
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
 
 
 







From: Kimberly Shelton
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson (SE-20-00003)
Date: Thursday, August 27, 2020 8:31:01 PM


TO: Kelly Bacon the staff coordinator in regards to Brown and Jackson (SE-20-00003) tax parcel


#295134 septic ponds in Parke Creek. 


 


We are opposed to the septage pond at this location in the Parke Creek area.  If Brown and Jackson


feel its necessary put in more poo ponds instead of using the current lagoons in use at Ryegrass then


they should put it in their own back yard.  Please do not let this proposed site to be permitted.    


 


Sage & Kimmi Shelton


sheltonfarms730@gmail.com



mailto:sheltonfarms730@gmail.com
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From: Sandy Braden
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson Septic Company
Date: Wednesday, August 26, 2020 11:31:47 AM


To Whom It May Concern:
In case there was any confusion about my preceding email, the company I was referring to is Brown and Jackson
Septic. The Shriner Family is the one lodging the complaint about these two proposed sewage lagoons being dug in
their immediate area. Sorry if there was any confusion.
Thank you.
Sandy Braden
FOTC
Sent from my iPad



mailto:sbraden09@gmail.com
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From: Sandy Braden
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Proposed waste lagoons/ponds
Date: Tuesday, August 25, 2020 10:36:02 AM


To Whom It May Concern:


The placement of and digging of these two proposed sewage lagoons is not a good idea. The possibility that there
could be pollution of the ground water and a threat to the general air quality to residents in the area because of the
ponds location is a very real threat.


I suggest that the water and air pollution problems that currently exist in the lower Yakima Valley because of
manure lagoons and the over usage of dairy manure and biosolids waste on nearby lands be used as examples of
what not to do or allow to happen.


The fact that there have been several lawsuits because of this pollution that have cost the Yakima Valley dairy
industry some major money should be a warning to your county officials that they need to NOT approve this
proposal.
Thank you.
Sandy Braden
FOTC
Sent from my iPad



mailto:sbraden09@gmail.com
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From: Sara Moorehead
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson SE-20-00003
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2020 11:02:59 AM


Hello -


I want to voice my concerns regarding this application. In reading through the documents, the applicant noted “none
known” to the question regarding wildlife. It is well known that there is significant wildlife in the location of the
proposed septage ponds - deer, elk, raptors and other birds, including probable nesting sites.


The risks to wildlife and to Parke Creek should the ponds fail or leak/seep into the water systems could be immense
and devastating. And, as a resident living not far from this location, I can’t imagine what the odors will be coming
from the ponds and/or the application to local fields.


My husband, Jeffrey Ratte, and I strongly object to this project being approved and moving forward. Thank you for
considering the people, wildlife, air and water quality issues when reviewing this application, and for doing the right
thing (I hope).


Sara Moorehead
5580 Secret Canyon Road
Ellensburg, WA 98926



mailto:saramoorehead@mac.com
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From: SHELTON CORRALS SHELTON CORRALS
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Project Brown & Jackson, File #Se-20-00003 Tax Parcel #295134
Date: Monday, August 31, 2020 7:37:53 AM


Dear Ms. Bacon:


This letter is in response to the septic and sewage storage ponds being planned by
Brown & Jackson on on above described land parcel number and file number.  


We, Scott and Kay Shelton, own and operate Honest Cut Meats, a retail and custom
specialty meat market, on our property at 15450 Vantage Highway, where Park Creek
underpasses the Vantage Highway.
We are extremely opposed to the above proposed project due to the fact that any
accidental spillage, leakage, or overflow will flow directly down Park Creek into
everyones private wells and ground water.  Our well produces water that we use in
our retail production for cleaning and adding to different recipes and food mixes.  This
could easily poison the public that shops at our business and eventually destroy our
business, not to mention, our small ranch.


Locating this type of facility immediately adjacent to a year around free flowing creek,
and drainage system, could have, and probably will have a tremendously negitive
affect on all the surrounding landowners, and businesses. 


Also, the tax parcel in question would force the setteling ponds to be no more than
100 to 200 yards above the Kittitas Reclaimation District mail canal, that supplies
irrigation water for many thousand acres of agricultural production ground.  Any
leakage, spillage, or drainage would enter the canal immediately and possible affect
half of the Kittitas Valley.


We strongly suggest Brown & Jackson consider a better sight NOT adjacent to free
flowing streams, and the ability to negatively affect so many residents and
businesses.


This is why we strongly disagree with and oppose this project, and encourage Kittitas
County officials to deny approval and permitting for this project.


Sincerely,


Scott and Kay Shelton
(509) 899-2123



mailto:sheltoncorrals@fairpoint.net
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From: Karri Shelton
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Letter of Response to the Brown & Jackson SEPA
Date: Thursday, August 27, 2020 4:30:43 PM


26 August 2020
Kelly, 
Thank-you for your time yesterday - here is the letter we would like to have registered as our
response to the Brown & Jackson SEPA - would you please be so kind as to let me know that
you have received it?
Karri Shelton
509-968-3398


TO: Kittitas County Community Development Services 
REF:  Project Name: Brown & Jackson (SE-20-00003)


ATTEN: Kelly Bacon - Staff Contact - Designated Permit Coordinator
kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us


FROM:  Sky & Karri Shelton, 820 Fox Road, Ellensburg, WA
karrishelton@gmail.com
509-968-3398


Kittitas County Development Service,
We would like to register our response and for it to be on record that we are strongly 
opposing the following Project - (SEPA  SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson) Tax Parcel # 
295134.
Located in the Parke Creek area -


Our objections are based on the following reasons:
1. 


 It is a matter of public record that septage lagoons leak.


2. 
The Park Creek aquifer is located very near to the proposed site of this project, 
therefore potential contamination of the water supply is highly likely.


3. 
There are a number of residents that have wells that draw from the Park Creek 
aquifer, as well as the city water for the town of Kittitas. Any contamination would 
cause a great hazard to both people and livestock as well as wildlife in the area.  Not 
if, but when it happens.


4. 
The location of the proposed septage ponds also poses problems because of the 



mailto:karrishelton@gmail.com
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Spring run-off from Park Creek.  Within the last 20 years there have been 2 major 
run-off events causing flooding that would cause the ponds to overflow, thus 
contaminating Park Creek and the KRD irrigation system. This would spread pollution 
and waste across the floodplain.


5. 
There would be no way to control the off-gassing that would be released from the 
ponds.  This would cause a terrible air pollution effect to the surrounding residents in 
the area.


Property values of residents in the area would decrease significantly due to the air pollution 
and water contamination.  


Due to the fact that we farm in the proposed area and have no choice but to be outside for 
prolonged time periods there would be no way to avoid the air pollution and foul odor that 
cannot be disguised or contained.  This is a health issue as well as an environmental 
issue. 


The most significant reason this project should be rejected, is the fact that there are 
currently functioning septage lagoons without any issues to nearby residents that would not 
pose air quality or water quality issues to creeks or people, only 7 miles from this site.  


Our lives would be negatively impacted by the septage ponds, so we are strongly opposing 
this project.  Please do not allow this project to move forward at this location.











Sylvia Shriner 
181 Sunset Rd.  
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
Mr. Cory Wright 
Kittitas County Board of Commissioners 
205 W 5th Ave. Ste. 108 
Ellensburg WA 98926-2887 
 
Dear Mr. Wright:  
 
As a resident of the Parke Creek area for thirty years along with my husband and family, it has 
come to my attention that Brown & Jackson, Inc. has plans of building and operating two septage 
ponds at the mouth of Parke Creek Canyon.  After perusing the SEPA Application, the 
Addendum, and the Grading Permit, there are some aspects of this plan that I would like to 
address.   
 
2. Air 


a: The SEPA Checklist asks if there will be emissions from the proposal during construction 
or maintenance.  The answer includes, “Additionally, the stored septage can give an odor.” 
This is one of the greatest understatements I have ever heard or read.  When our children were 
young, the Brown Boys operated their silage pit about a mile up the Vantage Highway from 
us, and we can tell you that at times the smell was overwhelming.  We are down-wind of 
Parke Creek and do not want to live with the stench of sewage for years to come, nor do the 
people who live much closer than we do.  As the answer is stated in 8. a. Land and Shoreline 
use, “Most of the surrounding area is vacant or used for agricultural purposes, with the 
exception of the DSHS facility to the north.” The proximity of the Parke Creek Community 
Facility is indeed directly adjacent to the proposed septage pond site; however, the land in the 
area is hardly vacant. There are many homes up and down Parke Creek, Fox Road, and the 
Vantage Highway.  It has grown considerably since we moved here in 1989.  According to the 
Kittitas Comprehensive Plan of 2019, the rural areas of the county are supposed to grow from 
17,043 to 25,197 by 2037 (pg. 11).  With the smell of the septage ponds wafting through the 
air, no one will want to move out here.  It would destroy our property’s value as well as the 
other owners’ property values.  
 


3. Water 
b.1) Ground Water: The Checklist states that during construction there will be dust mitigation 
using water suppression (1. Air, c.) but in this section about ground water use, there is no 
mention of the use of ground water for this purpose.  If they pump water for dust mitigation in 
the construction phase as well as when they apply the biosolids to the cropland (occurring in 
the driest part of the year), it could adversely affect other irrigators using the same aquifer. 
Another method of mitigating the smell from the septage is to wash the trucks and truck tanks 
down at the end of the day, which will require more water.  This would also require holding 
tanks for the wastewater (EPA: Guide to Septage Treatment and Disposal, Chapter 12, pg. 
41).  
 
 
 







c. Water Runoff (including storm water) 
2) The plan states that there should be no expected runoff of waste materials into the ground 
or surface water.  However, if a leak occurs in the lining of one or both of the ponds, the 
effluent will run down or be absorbed into the creek bed due to their location 10 feet above 
the lowest point.  If the leak goes undetected for a protracted period of time, the effluent will 
enter the ground water, which could contaminate well water for people in the area who depend 
on their wells for drinking water.  It could also adversely affect people’s fields that are 
irrigated by water from the creek and the ground water that people pump from their wells for 
irrigation.  
 
In c. 1) The statement that, “This area receives less than 9” of rainfall per year, therefore 
storm water will infiltrate naturally” does not take into account that Parke Creek has been 
known to flood in the winter or spring with runoff from the snow in the mountains.  This is 
not an occurrence that happens very often; however, if there is ever an overtopping, a leak or 
other malfunction of the lagoons, it could be a very serious situation for all who are 
downstream.   
   


4. Animals 
The only animals or birds that have been listed in the Checklist are hawks and deer which are 
definitely present in the area.  But to add to the list, there are other birds and animals who live 
near and pass through the creek bed such as bald eagles, songbirds, herons, and kestrels, as 
well as elk, cougar, coyotes, and badgers.  
 


7.  Environmental Health 
 a. The plan directs the reader back to the Spill Response Plan in several of the questions 


which is not attached to the SEPA Checklist or any other documents with public access.  In 
my opinion for transparency’s sake it should be made accessible.  Another application that 
should be made accessible in the interest of transparency is the Department of Ecology’s 
General Biosolids Permit filed by Brown & Jackson.  


 
3) & 5) I am assuming that methods for testing the ph level of the biosolids and land 
application procedures are detailed in the General Permit Application.  There are quite a few 
considerations when growing food crops on this type of treated soil, and there should be a 
means by which the state and the public know that these procedures are being followed and 
reported to the proper agencies for the health of everyone.  
 


8.  Land & Shoreline Use  
 e.  The zoning for the site of the septage lagoons is reiterated which is quoted here: 
  
17.29.010 Purpose and intent.  


The agriculture (A-20) zone is an area wherein farming, ranching and rural life styles are 
dominant characteristics. The intent of this zoning classification is to preserve fertile 
farmland from encroachment by nonagricultural land uses; and protect the rights and 
traditions of those engaged in agriculture. (Ord. 2013-008, 2013; Ord. 83-Z-2 (part), 1983: 
Res. 83-10, 1983) 


 



https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/uploads/bocc/ordinances/2013-008-ordinance.pdf





 Even though sewage is allowed under the zoning codes for A-20, I suggest that septage 
lagoons do not fit the spirit of this ordinance and that the purpose which Brown & Jackson is 
pursuing is that of a nonagricultural, commercial use.  


 
 This quote from the Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan, 2019 expands upon maintaining the 


rural character of the county:  
 
 8.4.2 Planning for Rural Lands 


The Rural and Resource element is intended to preserve rural character through adopted 
goals and policies designed to encourage and protect the types of uses that are 
characteristic to the rural area. The goals and policies are intended to accomplish this in 
part by reducing conflicting land uses within the County’s rural area while providing a 
variety of rural densities, protecting agriculture land resources and activities, guarding 
the County’s water resources and insuring appropriate services and facilities for such 
environments (pg. 87).  


 
In the spirit of “reducing conflicting land uses within the county’s rural area[s],” I must 
wholeheartedly condemn this septage project as not being within the county’s plan for 
preserving rural lifestyles and the health and well-being of our rural residents in the Parke 
Creek area and beyond.  There is already a county solid waste facility to which Brown and 
Jackson hauls their septage, which is away from residents and where the waste is monitored 
and reported on by county employees.  I understand that they want to save money and cut 
their costs for currently using this operating model, and I cannot fault a person for wanting to 
expand his or her business. However, I cannot condone expanding it at the expense of the 
health and goodwill of that business’ neighbors.   
 
It seems that Brown & Jackson’s interests lie in making the quickest dollar, with the minimum 
permit requirements, and at the lowest cost. Kittitas County has seen poor development land 
use, especially with the noncompliance of the Growth Management Act for several years in 
the 2000’s and early 2010’s.  This permit would be a noncompliance of the GMA, and once 
again, if shuffled through the permitting system for meeting the “minimum requirements,” the 
residents will end up paying for the costs of these impacts for many years to come.  The 
business and developer will again get off the hook for degrading the current conditions.  We 
must think about the impacts for years to come outside of the lens of meeting minimum 
requirements, taking into consideration the Land Use and Building Analysis Capacity Memo 
(Berk Consulting 2016), and other planning forecasts.  These studies show the demand on 
natural resources and land will be more taxed with a growing population and adding sewage 
ponds to the mix create another component of complexity.  This project will ultimately 
degrade the quality of life for flora and fauna and the residents of the Parke Creek area who 
want their slice of heaven with clean air and clean water.  
 
The residents and neighbors of Parke Creek area urge Kittitas County Community 
Development Services to deny this application due to insufficient information and not meeting 
the intent of Kittitas County Code 17A and the Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan.   
 
Thank you for your consideration,  
 
Sylvia L. Shriner 







 
      


 
 
 
     
    
 
 
 
 
 







Sylvia Shriner 
181 Sunset Rd.  
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
 
Kittitas County Community Development Services 
Attn: Kelly Bacon 
205 W, 5th Ave.  
Ellensburg, WA 98926-2887 
kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us, 509-962-7539 
 
Dear Kittitas County Community Development Services:  
 
As a resident of the Parke Creek area for thirty years along with my husband and family, it has 
come to my attention that Brown & Jackson, Inc. has plans of building and operating two septage 
ponds at the mouth of Parke Creek Canyon.  After perusing the SEPA Application, the 
Addendum, and the Grading Permit, there are some aspects of this plan that I would like to 
address.   
 
2. Air 


a: The SEPA Checklist asks if there will be emissions from the proposal during construction 
or maintenance.  The answer includes, “Additionally, the stored septage can give an odor.” 
This is one of the greatest understatements I have ever heard or read.  When our children were 
young, the Brown Boys operated their silage pit about a mile up the Vantage Highway from 
us, and we can tell you that at times the smell was overwhelming.  We are down-wind of 
Parke Creek and do not want to live with the stench of sewage for years to come, nor do the 
people who live much closer than we do.  As the answer is stated in 8. a. Land and Shoreline 
use, “Most of the surrounding area is vacant or used for agricultural purposes, with the 
exception of the DSHS facility to the north.” The proximity of the Parke Creek Community 
Facility is indeed directly adjacent to the proposed septage pond site; however, the land in the 
area is hardly vacant. There are many homes up and down Parke Creek, Fox Road, and the 
Vantage Highway.  It has grown considerably since we moved here in 1989.  According to the 
Kittitas Comprehensive Plan of 2019, the rural areas of the county are supposed to grow from 
17,043 to 25,197 by 2037 (pg. 11).  With the smell of the septage ponds wafting through the 
air, no one will want to move out here.  It would destroy our property’s value as well as the 
other owners’ property values.  
 


3. Water 
b.1) Ground Water: The Checklist states that during construction there will be dust mitigation 
using water suppression (1. Air, c.) but in this section about ground water use, there is no 
mention of the use of ground water for this purpose.  If they pump water for dust mitigation in 
the construction phase as well as when they apply the biosolids to the cropland (occurring in 
the driest part of the year), it could adversely affect other irrigators using the same aquifer. 
Another method of mitigating the smell from the septage is to wash the trucks and truck tanks 
down at the end of the day, which will require more water.  This would also require holding 
tanks for the wastewater (EPA: Guide to Septage Treatment and Disposal, Chapter 12, pg. 
41).  
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c. Water Runoff (including storm water) 
2) The plan states that there should be no expected runoff of waste materials into the ground 
or surface water.  However, if a leak occurs in the lining of one or both of the ponds, the 
effluent will run down or be absorbed into the creek bed due to their location 10 feet above 
the lowest point.  If the leak goes undetected for a protracted period of time, the effluent will 
enter the ground water, which could contaminate well water for people in the area who depend 
on their wells for drinking water.  It could also adversely affect people’s fields that are 
irrigated by water from the creek and the ground water that people pump from their wells for 
irrigation.  
 
In c. 1) The statement that, “This area receives less than 9” of rainfall per year, therefore 
storm water will infiltrate naturally” does not take into account that Parke Creek has been 
known to flood in the winter or spring with runoff from the snow in the mountains.  This is 
not an occurrence that happens very often; however, if there is ever an overtopping, a leak or 
other malfunction of the lagoons, it could be a very serious situation for all who are 
downstream.   
   


4. Animals 
The only animals or birds that have been listed in the Checklist are hawks and deer which are 
definitely present in the area.  But to add to the list, there are other birds and animals who live 
near and pass through the creek bed such as bald eagles, songbirds, herons, and kestrels, as 
well as elk, cougar, coyotes, and badgers.  
 


7.  Environmental Health 
 a. The plan directs the reader back to the Spill Response Plan in several of the questions 


which is not attached to the SEPA Checklist or any other documents with public access.  In 
my opinion for transparency’s sake it should be made accessible.  Another application that 
should be made accessible in the interest of transparency is the Department of Ecology’s 
General Biosolids Permit filed by Brown & Jackson.  


 
3) & 5) I am assuming that methods for testing the ph level of the biosolids and land 
application procedures are detailed in the General Permit Application.  There are quite a few 
considerations when growing food crops on this type of treated soil, and there should be a 
means by which the state and the public know that these procedures are being followed and 
reported to the proper agencies for the health of everyone.  
 


8.  Land & Shoreline Use  
 e.  The zoning for the site of the septage lagoons is reiterated which is quoted here: 
  
17.29.010 Purpose and intent.  


The agriculture (A-20) zone is an area wherein farming, ranching and rural life styles are 
dominant characteristics. The intent of this zoning classification is to preserve fertile 
farmland from encroachment by nonagricultural land uses; and protect the rights and 
traditions of those engaged in agriculture. (Ord. 2013-008, 2013; Ord. 83-Z-2 (part), 1983: 
Res. 83-10, 1983) 


 



https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/uploads/bocc/ordinances/2013-008-ordinance.pdf





 Even though sewage is allowed under the zoning codes for A-20, I suggest that septage 
lagoons do not fit the spirit of this ordinance and that the purpose which Brown & Jackson is 
pursuing is that of a nonagricultural, commercial use.  


 
 This quote from the Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan, 2019 expands upon maintaining the 


rural character of the county:  
 
 8.4.2 Planning for Rural Lands 


The Rural and Resource element is intended to preserve rural character through adopted 
goals and policies designed to encourage and protect the types of uses that are 
characteristic to the rural area. The goals and policies are intended to accomplish this in 
part by reducing conflicting land uses within the County’s rural area while providing a 
variety of rural densities, protecting agriculture land resources and activities, guarding 
the County’s water resources and insuring appropriate services and facilities for such 
environments (pg. 87).  


 
In the spirit of “reducing conflicting land uses within the county’s rural area[s],” I must 
wholeheartedly condemn this septage project as not being within the county’s plan for 
preserving rural lifestyles and the health and well-being of our rural residents in the Parke 
Creek area and beyond.  There is already a county solid waste facility to which Brown and 
Jackson hauls their septage, which is away from residents and where the waste is monitored 
and reported on by county employees.  I understand that they want to save money and cut 
their costs for currently using this operating model, and I cannot fault a person for wanting to 
expand his or her business. However, I cannot condone expanding it at the expense of the 
health and goodwill of that business’ neighbors.   
 
It seems that Brown & Jackson’s interests lie in making the quickest dollar, with the minimum 
permit requirements, and at the lowest cost. Kittitas County has seen poor development land 
use, especially with the noncompliance of the Growth Management Act for several years in 
the 2000’s and early 2010’s.  This permit would be a noncompliance of the GMA, and once 
again, if shuffled through the permitting system for meeting the “minimum requirements,” the 
residents will end up paying for the costs of these impacts for many years to come.  The 
business and developer will again get off the hook for degrading the current conditions.  We 
must think about the impacts for years to come outside of the lens of meeting minimum 
requirements, taking into consideration the Land Use and Building Analysis Capacity Memo 
(Berk Consulting 2016), and other planning forecasts.  These studies show the demand on 
natural resources and land will be more taxed with a growing population and adding sewage 
ponds to the mix create another component of complexity.  This project will ultimately 
degrade the quality of life for flora and fauna and the residents of the Parke Creek area who 
want their slice of heaven with clean air and clean water.  
 
The residents and neighbors of Parke Creek area urge Kittitas County Community 
Development Services to deny this application due to insufficient information and not meeting 
the intent of Kittitas County Code 17A and the Kittitas County Comprehensive Plan.   
 
Thank you for your consideration,  
 
Sylvia L. Shriner 







 
      


 
 
 
     
    
 
 
 
 
 















From: Toni Taylor
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson Sewage Pond Proposal
Date: Monday, August 31, 2020 7:38:02 PM


To Whom It May Concern: 


As a citizen of Kittitas County, I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed sewage pond
build by Brown and Jackson in the Parke Creek area. 


Not only will the sewage ponds have an adverse effect on the local elk herds and other wild life, imagine
being in the shoes of the folks that live in the surrounding areas. Hydrogen sulfide is dangerous even at
low levels. Prolonged exposure can cause irritability, headaches, fatigue, sinus infections, bronchitis,
pneumonia, loss of appetite, poor memory and dizziness. It affects people and pets that are exposed to it
over a long period of time. Is that something we want to expose the residents of the surrounding area to? 


The thought of this sewage being dried and used as fertilizer is disgusting. With the winds in this county,
that would be air born poop every time the wind blows!  


Please imagine this being proposed near your home and family. 


Thank you for your time!


Toni Taylo



mailto:tonitaylor79@yahoo.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us













From: V Rainey
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Subject: Brown and Jackson SE-20-00002
Date: Monday, August 24, 2020 3:46:51 PM


Hello.  We are writing in relation to the proposed Brown and Jackson proposal to constructing two storage ponds tax
parcel 295134 east of Kittitas.  We are against this proposed construction and request to be informed of any
procedural progress.  This proposed storage pond development will have significant impact in our rural community. 
We are residents in this target area and wish our voices to heard.  We are not against a storage pond however we
believe there is adequate space in this county east of this proposed site that would be more appropriate.


Please consider this request to contest this development


Sincerely


Verne and Mary Rainey
509-929-0057



mailto:raineyridge@gmail.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us





 
State of Washington 


DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
South Central Region  •  Region 3  •  1701 South 24th Avenue, Yakima, WA  98902-5720 


Telephone:  (509) 575-2740  •  Fax:  (509) 575-2474 
 


 


September 1, 2020 


 


Kelly Bacon 


Community Development Services 


Kittitas County 


411 N. Ruby Street, Suite 2 


Ellensburg, WA 98926 


 


SUBJECT: WDFW COMMENTS ON SE-20-00003 BROWN & JACKSON  


 


Dear Ms. Bacon, 


 


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed grading permit and SEPA for the 


Brown & Jackson Storage Ponds project near Parke Creek.  The Washington Department of Fish 


and Wildlife (WDFW) is familiar with this area and nearby critical areas that should be 


considered as part of this review and determination process.       


 


We offer the following information for consideration to ensure Parke Creek, its floodplain, and 


the fish, wildlife, and habitats associated with it are protected, consistent with the Growth 


Management Act (GMA) goal to protect the environment and enhance the state’s highest quality 


of life, including air and water quality and the availability of water (RCW 36.70A.020(10)), the 


GMA’s RCW 36.70A.172 to designate and protect critical areas, as well as all other local and 


state regulations. 


 


Our comments are as follows:  


 


• Improvements to the roadway and/or water crossing structures over Parke Creek, its 


tributaries, and/or distributaries will likely require a Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA) 


from WDFW for the protection of fish life.  Additionally, other work associated with 


construction of the storage ponds that will use, divert, obstruct, or change the natural flow 


or bed of these waters will also require an HPA from WDFW (RCW 77.55).  In the 


SEPA checklist, the answer to question 10a states that the tallest amount of fill will be 


approximately 9.5 feet.  From the submitted plans, it is not possible to determine where 


this fill will be placed and whether it will change the natural flow of water within the 


Parke Creek watershed.  Please provide more detailed drawings showing the 


elevations of each proposed element relative to the surrounding water bodies. 
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• The grading permit application for this project erroneously stated that there were no 


critical areas present.  Numerous “Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas” 


(FWHCAs) are on or near the subject property and ought to be considered during this 


review period 


 


o The County’s online COMPAS mapper correctly displays Parke Creek, the 


seasonal stream referenced in the application materials and another seasonal 


stream that enters the property just south of the location of the proposed southern 


pond.  There is another Type 9 stream that is shown on the COMPAS maps in the 


south east portion of the parcel as well (Figure 1).  Each of these streams and their 


associated riparian ecosystems are FWHCAs and they are also displayed on the 


United States Fish and Wildlife Services online National Wetland Inventory 


Wetland Mapper.   


o Multiple maps, including the County’s COMPAS mapper, show a potential 1.3-


acre freshwater emergent wetland on the property southwest of the proposed 


ponds yet there is no mention of this potential wetland within the application 


materials available for review.   


o WDFW’s Priority Habitat and Species (PHS) online mapper for this parcel shows 


the water-related critical areas in addition to identifying 1) Oncorhynchus mykiss 


(rainbow trout) present in Parke Creek, 2) shrubsteppe habitat, 3) elk winter 


range, and 4) mule deer winter range.   


o The Washington Wildlife Habitat Connectivity Working Group has identified this 


area as habitat conservation areas (HCAs) for American Badger, beaver, and 


White-tailed Jackrabbits; badger and White-tailed Jackrabbits are listed as species 


of greatest conservation need in Washington’s State Wildlife Action Plan 


(SWAP).  Our SWAP also identifies much of the shrubsteppe habitat nearby as 


imperiled.  


WDFW recommends that a qualified professional identify all of the critical areas, 


the potential impacts (including cumulative), and proposed mitigation measures for 


this proposal.  One such mitigation measure could include permanent protection of 


the approximately 67 acres of shrubsteppe habitat that is not planned for 


construction of the ponds or land application.   


 


• The LIDAR available for this area and surveyed drawings submitted with the application 


clearly show three distinct streams within the parcel.  The lidar imagery shows a 


meandering channel upstream of and through the project area and aerial photos show 


limited riparian habitat along the stream banks.  Parke Creek is currently somewhat 


incised, but ice and/or debris jams during large storm or rain-on-snow events could result 


in out of bank flows through the parcel.  The online USGS program, StreamStats, was 


used to calculate the estimated 100-year peak flood for this location.  The model predicts 
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a 100-year flow of 1,160 cubic feet per second in Parke Creek.  WDFW’s online 


application for Culverts and Climate Change looks at ten different climate models to 


compare expected changes in hydrology.  For this location in Parke Creek, all ten models 


agree that the 100-year flow will increase by the 2080s (Figure 2).  The topography 


around the proposed septage storage ponds and Parke Creek does not seem to protect 


water quality in Parke Creek or the fish and wildlife associated with it if floodwaters 


were to overtake the storage ponds.   WDFW recommends that the applicant complete 


a full hydraulic and hydrologic report for WDFW’s review prior to approval of the 


project to ensure there will be no impacts to the channel migration zone or 


frequently flooded areas of Parke Creek.  


 


• We were pleased to see a minimum of 100-foot setbacks from the waterbodies for land 


application of the biosolids.  To help ensure this setback distance is maintained 


throughout the lifetime of operation of this project, WDFW recommends installing 


permanent fencing of the riparian habitats and planting native riparian species 


along the banks to help stabilize the banks, improve fish and wildlife habitat, and 


assist in filtering any pollutants that may approach waters of the state. 


Thank you again for the opportunity to comment and please let me know if there are any 


questions or comments we can answer. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


 
Jennifer Nelson 


Fish and Wildlife Biologist 


Jennifer.Nelson@dfw.wa.gov 


(509) 961-6639 


 


 


 


 


 


 



https://wdfw.wa.gov/species-habitats/habitat-recovery/fish-passage/climate-change#culverts-climate-app

mailto:Jennifer.Nelson@dfw.wa.gov
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Figure 1: Image taken from Kittitas County’s COMPAS mapper, demonstrating four mapped 


watercourses (three Type 2 streams and one Type 9) in addition to the Kittitas Reclamation 


District canal and a potential wetland) on the subject parcel.  
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Figure 2: This graph comes from WDFW’s Culverts and Climate Change web application.  For 


Parke Creek on the subject parcel, ten out of ten models agree that the 100-year flow will 


increase in Parke Creek by the 2080s. 







 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 


DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 
1250 West Alder Street  Union Gap, Washington 98903-0009  (509) 575-2490 


 
September 1, 2020 
 
 
 
Kelly Bacon 
Kittitas County Community Development 
 
SENT VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
 
Re: SE-20-00003 
 
Dear Kelly Bacon: 
 
Thank you for providing the Department of Ecology (Ecology) the opportunity to review the 
mitigated determination of non-significance for the construction of two storage ponds to hold 
septage, proposed by Brown & Jackson, Inc. The Department of Ecology‘s (Ecology) Shorelands 
and Environmental Assistance (SEA) Program has reviewed the documents and provides the 
following comments: 
 
We have conducted a desk review using current and historical aerial imagery, soil maps, and 
National Wetland Inventory (NWI) data maps.  Park Creek and an ephemeral/intermittent 
streams cross through the property.  The property is situated at the bottom of Whiskey Dick 
Mountain and a footfill.     
 
The collective information suggests a wetland could occur within the parcel boundary at the 
bottom of the foothill (see Image 1 below; area outlined in white).   It appears development of 
the parcel in this particular area, could impact potential wetland and buffer habitats.  
 
Ecology recommends the County request a wetland investigation be conducted prior to the 
mitigated determination of non-significance issuance.  Per Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 
90.48.030, the Department of Ecology has authority to control and prevent pollution of waters of 
the State.  Therefore, Ecology has the ability to request a copy of the wetland delineation 
conducted on the site to prevent the pollution of state waters.   
 
Any wetland habitat found on (or adjacent to) the parcel should be rated using the 2014 Update 
for the Washington State Wetland Rating System for Eastern Washington (Hruby, 2014).  Rating 
scores will be used to determine the width of the County’s required upland buffer surrounding 
any delineated wetlands per the County’s Critical Area Code, which has an intent and purpose to 
designate, protect, and maintain functions of critical areas within the County.  All rating forms 
should be submitted for review prior to approval in order to verify wetland categories, wetland 
buffer requirements, and wetland mitigation ratio requirements.   







Kelly Bacon 
Kittitas County Community Development 
September 1, 2020 
Page 2 of 3 
 
 
Mitigation sequencing must be used to avoid and minimize direct and indirect impacts to 
wetlands. 
 
In the event impacts to wetlands and wetland buffers are unavoidable, a compensatory mitigation 
and monitoring plan must be submitted to the County, Ecology, and the U.S. Army of Corps of 
Engineers (Corps) for review and consideration.   
 
Discharges into Waters of the State (includes wetlands) are regulated by the State under the 
Water Pollution Control Act, RCW 90.48 and Section 401 of the Clean Water Act and could 
require Ecology’s review and authorization.   
 
In order to minimize construction impacts on wetlands, Best Management Practices (BMPs) for 
sediment and erosion control should be implemented.  This should include functional silt fences, 
and immediate revegetation and mulching. 
 
Placement of fill in wetlands may require an individual or general (nationwide) permit from the 
U.S. Army of Corps of Engineers (Corps).  We advise the applicant to contact the Corps to 
determine if a permit is needed. 
 
Please contact me at (509)575-2616 or lori.white@ecy.wa.gov should you have any questions or 
would like to discuss the above comments.  Ecology staff would be available to conduct a joint 
site visit with the County and provide technical assistance by reviewing wetland delineations, 
ratings, and providing recommendations. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Lori White 
Wetland/Shoreland/Federal Permit Specialist 
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program 
 
ec: Sage Park, Dept. of Ecology, Central Regional Director 


Scott Downs, Dept. of Fish & Wildlife 
Gwen Clear, Dept. of Ecology, SEPA Coordinator 
 


 
 



mailto:lori.white@ecy.wa.gov
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Image 1.  Potential wetland area outlined in white 
 







From: Jessica Lally
To: Kelly Bacon (CD)
Cc: Noah Oliver; Corrine Camuso; Casey Barney
Subject: Re: Notice of Application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
Date: Monday, August 17, 2020 6:00:56 PM


Hi Kelly,


The Yakama Nation CRP requests that an archaeological survey is completed for this proposal.
Parke Creek is a very high probability area. Over 10 previously recorded sites are located
within proximity to the subject property.


Thank you.


Jessica Lally
Yakama Nation Archaeologist
Cultural Resources Program
509-865-5121 x4766


From: Kelly Bacon (CD) <kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us>
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 9:38 AM
To: Pat Nicholson; Ryan McAllister; Kim Dawson; Julie Kjorsvik; Toni Berkshire; Jesse Cox; Holly
Erdman; Lisa Lawrence; Patti Johnson; Candie Leader; Gail Weyand; Jessica Lally; John Marvin;
Johnson Meninick; Environmental Review; SEPA Register; SEPA Unit; DOE - gcle; DOE - lowh; DOE -
migi; WDFW - Scott Downes; WDFW - Jennifer Nelson; WDFW - Elizabeth Torrey; WS DAHP ; James E
Brooks Library - Jorgenja; James E Brooks Library - Nelmsk; Mike Flory; Douglas Mitchell; Jeremy
Larson; Steph Mifflin; WA State Department of Health - Russell; becky.kennedy@dnr.wa.gov;
cindy.preston@dnr.wa.gov; rivers@dnr.wa.gov; Allison Kimball (brooksideconsulting@gmail.com);
(tribune@nkctribune.com); terry@nkctribune.com; mgallagher@kvnews.com; legals@kvnews.com;
deborah.j.knaub@usace.army.mil; lhendrix@usbr.gov; Michael.j.daniels3.civ@mail.mil;
mark.a.gradwohl.civ@mail.mil; Kimberly.peacher@navy.mil; sara@krdistrict.org; Debbie Lee
(clerk@cityofkittitas.com); lonnie_allphin@ksd403.org; monty_sabin@ksd403.org; RichElliott;
Johnson Meninick; Jessica Lally; Jon Shellenberger; Noah Oliver; Corrine Camuso; kdkistler@bpa.gov;
klarned@fs.fed.us; prilucj@wsdot.wa.gov; kaiserm@wsdot.wa.gov; Jacob Prilucik;
Lynn.Harmon@PARKS.WA.GOV
Cc: rikkischmitt1@gmail.com; Dan Carlson; Jeremy Johnston; Rachael Stevie (CD)
Subject: Notice of Application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson
 
 
Good morning,
 
CDS is requesting comments on the following SEPA application SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson.   Links



mailto:Jessica_Lally@Yakama.com

mailto:kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us

mailto:Noah_Oliver@Yakama.com

mailto:Corrine_Camuso@Yakama.com

mailto:Casey_Barney@Yakama.com





to the file materials can be found below.  The comment period will end September 1, 2020 at 5pm. 
CDS will assume your agency does not wish to provide comment if not received by this date.  Links to
the file materials can be found below.  Please let me know if you have any issues accessing the
materials. 
 
SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson  Internal
 
SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson  External
 
Thank you,
 


Kelly Bacon
Planner I
Kittitas County Community Development Services
411 N. Ruby Street, Ste 2
Ellensburg, WA 98926
Office: (509) 962-7539
Kelly.bacon.cd@co.kittitas.wa.us
 
Please Note:  In an effort to mitigate the spread of COVID-19 and the Governor’s "Safe Start" reopening plan, Kittitas
County Community Development Services is currently in Phase 3 and is open to the public in a limited capacity. At
this time many of us are on a rotating schedule working from home and in the office; during this time I will do my
best to respond to you as promptly as possible.
 
 


The information transmitted by this email is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed. This email may contain
confidential and/or privileged material. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, be aware that any use, review,
retransmission, distribution, or reproduction is strictly prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender immediately and
delete the material from all devices. 
message id: 38eb45916c6dcbdac24bb8719d004a14 
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https://www.co.kittitas.wa.us/cds/land-use/project-details.aspx?title=Miscellaneous%20SEPA%20Applications&project=SE-20-00003+Brown+%26+Jackson



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Allison R. Shriner 8-30-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Axtman Farms, Inc. 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Barry Brunson 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Bill Stansbery 8-24-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Bob & Cindy Knudtson 8-30-20

		Attachment2_NRCS_Soils

		Parke Creek Ditch Map

		projectFile Brown&Jackson



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Bruce & Zoe Katocs 8-28-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Carolyn Fein & Ian Halcott 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments CDS - Building 8-20-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments ClintonVan de Venter 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments DAHP 8-28-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Dale & Susan Beach 8-31-20

		Attachment2_NRCS_Soils

		letter SE_20_00003_BrownJackson_CommentLetter_082820[2305843009214383230]



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Dale Brusius 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Darin Dodd 8-26-20

		se-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments DAvid & Georgia Arnold 9-1-20

		IMG_3157

		IMG_3158

		IMG_3159

		IMG_3160

		IMG_3161



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments David A. Mowat 8-27-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments David Young 8-28-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments DCYF Parke Creek - By Frank Ordway 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Debbie Young 8-29-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Deena Pruatt 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Dennis & Jo Bunger 8-25-20

		sE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Diane Roznik 9-1-20

		sE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Diane Roznik 9-1-20

		Top 10 Reasons Why Biosolids are Dangerous



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Don &Barbra Weber 8-25-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Don & Barb Weber 8-24-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Don & Barbra Weber 8-25-20 (signed)



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Don Shriner 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Gayl Curtiss 8-28-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments GT Farms LLC - Bill Grady 8-27-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Herman & Cheryl Cornelius 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jeff and Leslie Bray 8-24-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jennifer & David Martin 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jennifer Beaulieu 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jennifer Orcutt-Patteson 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jenny Webber 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jesse Cox 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jim & Diane Skaggs 8-25-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Jim & Mary KElly 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Joe H. Paul 8-25-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Karlin Ekberg 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Kathy Hull 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Kelly Schott 8-27-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Kenneth F. Jochimsen 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Kevin & Megan Haydon 8-31-20

		SE_20_00003_BrownJackson_CommentLetter_083120_Haydon.pdf

		Attachment 1

		Attachment2_NRCS_Soils



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Kittitas County Public Health 9-4-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments KRD - Cascadia Law - Joseph A. Rehberger 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments KRD - Urban Eberhart 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments KVFR 8-17-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Larry Best - Robin Gregoris -Cheryl Hoffee 8-31-20

		Attachment2_NRCS_Soils

		SE_20_00003_BrownJackson_CommentLetter_082820



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Larry Lowther 8-24-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Lucinda Anderson 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Mark Patteson 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Mary Ann Hawks 8-26-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments May Ann Hawks (3) 8-26-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments May Ann Hawks 8-26-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Meghan Anderson 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Michelle Adams 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Nels & Char Sorenson 8-30-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Norm Peck (2) 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Norm Peck 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Old Vant. Hwy and Park Creek Residents - Gary Bye  8-31-20

		SKM_C55820083016090

		SKM_C55820083016091



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Old Vant. Hwy and Park Creek Residents - Gary Bye (2) 9-1-20

		SKM_C55820090315510

		SKM_C55820090315511

		SKM_C55820090315512



		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Operating Engineer's Reginal Training Program 8-26-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Paul & Judy Kjosness 8-27-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Public Works 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Rodney & Janielle Paul 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Sage & Kimmi Shelton 8-27-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Sandy Braden (2) 8-26-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Sandy Braden 8-28-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Sara Moorehead 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Scott & Kay Shelton 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Shawn & Chery Byers 8-31-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Sky & Karri Shelton 8-27-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Steve & Bonnie Hendrickson 9-1-20

		SE-20-00003 Brown & Jackson - Comments Sylvia Shriner (To Cori Wright) 8-28-20
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		SE-20-00003 Brown and Jackson Lagoon Ponds Comment Matrix



		Comment Author				Comment Summary								Applicant Response Summary								Staff Response



		Kittitas County CDS (Building)				Any buildings or structures will need a building permit and must comply with the most current adopted codes and standards for Washington State and Kittitas  County



		Department of Archaeology & Historic Preservation				The proposed project location has been identified of having high potential for achaeological resources.  DAHP has recommended a professional archaeological survey of the project areas prior to ground disturbing activities.  Consultation with concerned Tribes is recommended regarding cultural resource issues.  Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act must be followed if any federal funds or permits are associated with this proposal.



		State of Washington Department of Children, Youth, and Families				DCYF stated their concerns for the proposal within close proximity of the Parke Creek community facility without sufficent evaluation of whether it is an authorized use, expressed further concern with the potential environmental impacts and human health and safety concerns and requests further and more specific analysis of the enviornmental impacts such proposal would create, such as odor impacts, aerosolization of septage fromt the ponds and land appication.  DCYF is not in support of the project  or the issuance of an MDNS and requested denial of the proposal.



		Kittitas County Public Health				KCPH referenced KCC 13.04.200(5) requiring a sewage lagoon utilized to dump the contents removed from septic tanks or any other sewage collection receptacles would be subject to the Health Officers approval before any waste could be dumped and stored at the location.  Concerns were raised in regards to areas of surface and ground water and the need for Vector control established along the collection sites proximity to eisting residences, along with a mitigation plan including preventative measures to protect environmental health issues.



		Kittitas Reclamation District/ Cascadia Law Group				Cascadia Law Group provided codes that support the proposed use is not an authoried use in the Agriculture 20 zone and argue it is categorized as wastewater treatment, not authorized in the A-20 Zone.  Cascadia Law Group stated that the proposed activity would better serve the community and county by using the county landfill and receiving facility for property treatement and handling, or an alternate site should be identified, due to the safety concerns regarding health, water and environmental concerns.         The Kittitas Reclamation District stated that the subject proposal is severly lacking in scope of impacts on environment, KRD infratructure, and downstream irrigators.  They voice concern over the irrigation water provided to agriculture downstream from the proposed project and the potential impacts the septage would have on the KRD canal through various potential pathways.  KRD does not believe the project to be an authorized use in the agricultural zone.                                                                                                                    



		Kittitas Valley Fire and Rescue				KVFR defers to Kittitas County Fire Marshal for Fire Code matters.  During construction, KVFR needs to understand any traffic impacts and be notified if they envision confined space rescue needs.



		Kittitas County Public Works				KCPW commented on the requirements for the following: Commercial Access, Private Bridge, engineered stormwater requirements, Haul Road agreements, and the floodplain.

		Operating Engineers Regional Training Program				Stated their full opposition to an approval of the SEPA application and moving forward with the proposed project in this location.  The fully functional training facility will be adversely affected by the emissions associated with the proposed ponds.





		Washington State Fish and Wildlife				WDFW commented on the likely hood of needing a Hydraulic Project Approval for improvemet to the roadway and/or water crossings and additional work associate with construction of the storage ponds.  More detailed drawings will be needed to show the elevations of each proposed element relative to the surrounding water bodies.  Numerous "Fish and Wildlife Habitat Conservation Areas" are near the proposed project and need to be taken into consideration.  WDFW recommends: a qualified professioal identify all critical areas and potential impacts and necessary mitigation measures, A full hydraulic and hydrologic resport for WDFW's review be completed prior to approval of the project,  Installation of permanent fencing of the riparian habitats and the planting of riparian species along the banks.



		Washington State Department of Ecology				DOE recommends the County request a wetland investigation be conducted prior to determination



		Yakama Nation Cultural Resources Program				Yakama Nation CRP is requesting an archaeological survey be completed for this proposal



		Alison R. Shriner, Axman Farms, Barry Brunson, Bill Stansbery, Bob & Cindy Knudtson, Bruce & Zoe Katocs, Carolyn Fein & Ian Halcott, Clinton Van de Venter, Dale & Susan Beach, Dale Brusius, Darin Dodd, David & Georgia Arnold, David A. Mowat, David Yound, Debbie Young, Deena Pruatt, Dennis & Jo Bunger, Diane Roznik, Don & Barbra Weber, Don Shriner, Gayl Curtiss, GT Farms LLC, Herman & Cheryl Cornelius, Jeff and Leslie Bray, Jennifer & David Martin, Jennifer Beaulieu, Jennifer Orcuctt-Patteson, Jenny Webber, Jesse Cox, Jim & Diane Skaggs, Jim & Mary Kelly, Joe H. Paul, Karlin Ekberg, 				Stated their concerns for Health of the local community, Air pollution, property values, ground water, the requirement for wastewater holding tanks, water runoff and the impacts a leak would have on ground water and well water, runoff from the now in the mountains and flooding, the lack of wildlife identified in the application, the lack of the Spill Response Plan referenced in the appication along with the Department of Ecology's General Biosolids Permit filed by Brown & Jackson, ph level testing methods of the biosolids and  land application procedures, suggested that septage lagoons do not fit the spirit of the Agriculture Zone. 



		Kathy Hull, Kelly Schott, Kenneth F. Jochimsen, Kevin & Megan Haydon, Larry Best, Larry Lowther, Lucinda Anderson, Mark Patteson, Mary Ann Hawk, Meghan Anderson, Michelle Adams, Nels & Char Sorenson, Norm Peck, Old Vantage Hwy and Park Creek Residents c/o Gary Bye, Paul & Judy Kjosness, Rodney & Janielle Paul, Sage & Kimmi Shelton, Sandy Braden, Sara Moorehead, Scott & Kay Shelton, Shawn & Chery Byers, Sky & Karri Shelton, Steve & Bonnie Hendrickson, Sylvia Shriner, Tom & Julie O'Neill, Toni Taylor, Trinity Farms - Mike Forman, Venture Farms - Harland & Jody Radomske, Verne & Mary Rainey, 				Stated their concerns for Health of the local community, Air pollution, property values, ground water, the requirement for wastewater holding tanks, water runoff and the impacts a leak would have on ground water and well water, runoff from the now in the mountains and flooding, the lack of wildlife identified in the application, the lack of the Spill Response Plan referenced in the appication along with the Department of Ecology's General Biosolids PErmit filed by Brown & Jackson, ph level testing methods of the biosolids and  land application procedures, suggested that septage lagoons do not fit the spirit of the Agriculture Zone.




















































