COMMITTEE ON RULES

DISTRICT QFFICES:

RANKING MEMBER

ROCHESTER, NY
'

LOUISE M. SLAUGHTER

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES
28TH DISTRICT, NEW YORK

May 3, 2006

Ms. Lisa Bourget

Secretary- U.S. Section
International Joint Conumission
1250 23rd Street NW Ste 100
Washington, DC 20440

Dear Ms, Bourget,

On behalf of my constituents, I am forwarding to you the enclosed letters concerning the
International Joint Commussion's (IJC) Lake Ontario-St. Lawrence River Study. The letters
represent the correspondence received by my office over the past few months from individuals,
government entities, and local organizations.

Please inciude these comments in the IJC's official record of public comments. If you have any
questions, please feel free to contact Christopher Zeltmann in my Rochester District Office at
585-232-4850.

Sincerely,

oy 4&@«

Member of Congress
LMS:cz

cc: Mr. Russ Trowbridge, IJC Advisor

FRINTED ON AECYCLED PAPER
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April 25, 2006

Rochester, NY

"aneresawoman Louise M. Slaughter

Rochester, NY
Dear Louise:

As you can see from the enclosed Lakefront Association notice, the fight to preserve the Great
Lakes is back on the burner. For the umpteenth time, we need your help.

The five-year lake level study is complete and the study essentially recommends destroying all
structures on the shoreline with a whooping 249 feet lake level.

[ went to countless meetings by the purveyors of this study and as an engineer and editor for
several scientific journals, [ can tell you unequivocally it is a scientific fraud. { repeatedly asked
for references to support claims and they never could come up with any. Wearing my editor hat,
I would reject it because it contains baseless claims. They cannot be validated.

[ am writing to ask your opinion on what we shoreline residents can do to prevent the IJC from
adopting any of the absurd recommendations in the study. What should we do? Any help would
be greatly appreciated.

Regards,

yy

Kenneth G. Budinsk:
President, Lake Ontario Coalition



— |

Meooesing Notlice
Monday March 20" 2006 at 7:00 PM

at
LAKEVIEW COMMUNITY CHURCH

30 LONG POND ROAD
Agenda:

Open Meeting: Int- ...:1s and Guests plus Association information Greg Pien
Lake Ontario Study update Dr. Frank Sciremamumano, Jr. / Dan Barletta
County projects report County Legislator Doug Dobsen
Town of Greece Highway Projects Update Commissioner Joe Santangelo
Neighborhood Watch Bob Gifford
Information on M™<couni 5 3 & suppliers for GVB Joe Martin/ Jim Schirmer
Treasurer’s Report Tony Fede
Comments , Suggestions or Concerns from residents Greg Pien

= Town & County officials will be present to answer your questions

T e T —— — et i e et e — — — e m—— — s s e S— it

=T
| * FLOOD WARNING: ThelJC is expected to select a lake level |

I control plan that will allow lake level to rise beyond 249 feet i
I (most of Grand View Beach is 250 feet or lower) 2 THIS WILL I

RESULT IN A HIGH LIKELIHOOD OF FLOODING QUR
NEIGHBORHOOD!!!! BE HEARD AT THIS MEETING |

. Your participation in averting this potential disaster is vital to
our neighborhood. Residents need to protect the neighborhood

by voicing opposition to the proposed lake level plan 2 write to
| Representative Louise Slaughter and to the 1JC. More info at
our meeting and on our website. DON’T LET THEM FLOOD

OUR HOMES.

1 G |
L = = == o= = == =— == == o= == o = /= == == o == == == o == == == i

=

Visit our website for more information at www.grandviewheach.org
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Office of the County Executive RED

Monroe County, New York

Maggie Brooks / James P, Smith
County Executive W Deputy County Executive

March 23, 2007

Honorable Louise M. Slaughter
United States House of Representatives
28" Congressional District

Ruchester, New York

Re:  Lake Ontarip-St. Lawrence Study Board Recommendations

Y

Dear Congresyfoman Slaughter:

I thought you may be interested in the attached letter regarding Monroe County’s concern
for the Lake Ontario-St. Lawrence River Study Board’s recommended plans for water level and
flow management of Lake Ontario.

In addition to Dennis L. Schornack, Chairman of the International Joint Commission
(IJC) U.S. Section, this letter was also sent to his counterparts at the IJC; namely:

Irene B. Brooks, Commissioner, U.S. Section
Allen 1. Olson, Commissioner, U.S. Section
Herb Gray, Chatrman, Canadian Section

Jack P. Blaney, Commissioner, Canadian Section
Robert Gourd, Comumissioner, Canadian Section

Please join me in urging the 1JC not to adopt any of the candidate plans recommended by
the Study Board without inclusion of the criteria established by the existing Orders of Approval
or equivalent protection for south shore communities.

Sincerely,

Mo 100

Monroe County Executive

Enclosure
XC: James Smith, Deputy County Executive
Mike Garland, Deputy Director of Environmental Services
Mufty Meisenzahl, Administrator, Office of Emergency Preparedness

» Rochester, NY 14614




Offzce of the County Executive
Meonroe County, New York

" Maggie Brooks | James P. Smith
County Executive Deputy County Executive

March 17, 2006

Dennis L. Schomack

Chairman

International Joint Commission
U.S. Section

1250 23" Street, N.W., Suite 100
Washington, D.C. 20440

Re: Lake Ontario-St. Lawrence Study Board Recommendations

Dear Chairman Schornack:

The County of Monroe expresses its concern regarding the Lake Ontario-St.
Lawrence River Study Board’s recommendations on water level and flow management
for Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River.

In July 2005, I requested the Study Board create a new candidate plan that would
retain Plan 1958D with deviations and the essential protections provided for the south
shore communities by the criteria contained in the existing Orders of Approval. Although
operation under Plan1958D has resulted in some extreme water levels, the Plan’s criteria

- establish an important four-foot target range of operation intended to provide protection
and relief to riparians in the event of excess supply. Unless regulated by equivalent
criteria, the proposed candidate plans will allow for significantly higher levels as the
norm, rather than as the exception. As a consequence, all of the candidate plans, as the
Study predicts, will bring a higher probability of damage from flooding and erosion to
rparian interests and public infrastructure. 2 .

In Monroe County, there are approximately 37 miles of shoreline property with an
estimated land value of $230 million. The Town of Greece, which is most susteptible to
the devastating effects of high lake level, has nearly nine miles of shoreline with an
estimated land value of $78 million. Any loss in shoreline land value translates into the
subsequent loss in vital property tax revenue to the County and shoreline Towns. Despite
repeated public comment on this issue, the economic impact of property valuereduction
was not included in the Study’s economic evaluation.

« Rochester, NY



Dennis L. Schomack
March 17, 2006
Page 2

Public infrastructure threatened by the high lake levels includes the County Pure
Waters’ 36-1n. diameter Lake Shore sewer interceptor, Edgemere Drive, the Port of
Rochester, and nearly eight miles of parkland including Ontario Beach Park and
Zellweger Beach Open Space. In 1998, over 5,000 sandbags were required to protect the
Monroe County Water Authority’s Edgemere Pumping Station and the Brockport Water
Treatment Plant. Together these facilities provide drinking water to over 600,000
residents in five counties; namely, Genesee, Monroe, Ontario, Orleans, and Wayne
Counties. Potential damage to this infrastructure was also ignored in the Study.

Throughout the course of the five-year Study, we operated under the assumption
that municipal infrastructure and riparian interests would be better protected, not further
threatened, by a new plan. As a minimum, we expected that shoreline interests would be
protected as they are under the existing Orders of Approval. Despite assurances made by
the Study Board, the three recommended plans were not modified to avoid or minimize
the damages to south shore communities.

For over 40 years, the four-foot target range specified in the Orders of Approval
has been the basis for our community’s development of shoreline public infrastructure,
navigation channels, and tax base. By not retaining these criteria, the Study’s
recommendations would remove the basic protections afforded by the U.S. and Canadian
govermments to our shoreline property owners and public infrastructure. ‘

Therefore, I urge the IJC not to adopt any of the three candidate plans
recommended by the Study Board without inclusion of the criteria established by the
existing Orders of Approval or equivalent protection for south shore communities.

Sincerely,

Maggie Brooks
Monroe County Executive
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TRANSFORTATION JOSEPH E. ROBACH
Senator, 56th District

March 22, 2006

Mr, Deanis 1.. Schornack, Chaionan
International Joint Commission
U.S. Section - ‘

1250 23" Street N.W., Suite 100

Washington, DC 20440
Re: Lake Ontario-St. Lawrence Study Board Reconvmendations
Dear Chairman Schornack:

We are writing to express our sxtreme concern regarding the recomunendations recently
made by the International Lake Ontario-St. Lawrence River Study Boand with regards to the
management of water levels and flows for Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River.

At public hearings conducted during the summer of 2005, many constituents and public
officials expressed displeasure at the three plan options presented, since they would all result in
higher water levels then intended under the current options. Despite assurances made et the
summer public hearings to address these concerns, the three plans finally recommended were got
madified to avoid or minimize the damages to the south shore communities.

As detailed at the public meetingg, all three plans harm the south shore property owners
and communities. While the primary damagp is associated with erosion end flooding, the
damages due to high and Jow water extremes will also cause substantial harm for recreatiopal
boating. Comments from public officials at the summer hearings pointed out the substantial
economic impact to communities due to a loss in property valucs along the shoreling. This
tmpact is stll not addressed in the Study rocommendetions.

The primary justification given for the creation of extreme high and low water levels is
environmental restoration. However, the primary environmental jssuo identified was the lack of
periods of low weter. This is due to the actions of the St. Lawrence River Control Board, which
never allows the leke level 1o drop into the lower portion of the four-foot target mage set by the
oc,

Instead of addressing the low water environments! concern, the Study recommends
extrame water level regimes with incressed high levels that are inconsistent with the namral

_ water level regime that occurred prior to the construction of the Seaway and dam in the late

G



1950’s. The result is increased damages fo the shoreline and downstream riparian property |
owners and small businesses.

We have supported the commencement and continued funding of the Study over the past
five years under the nssumption that improvements wonld be provided for the south shore
property awners and communities. It has also been assumed that benefits to other interests
would only be provided to the extent that the existing shoreline property owners and
commumities would be protected to at least the extent they are under the existing Orders of
Approval. The Orders cuurently state that:

“Consistent with other requirements, the levels af Lake Ontario shall be regulated for the
benefir of property owners on the shores of Lake Ontario in the United States and
Cenada o as to reduce the extremes of stage which have been experienced. ™

In addition, the curreat Orders of Approval provide for g target four-foot range of level on
Lake Ontacio, which has been relied upon for over forty years in the development and protection
‘of the sboreline, in the design and protection of navigarion channels and facilities, and in the
design and operation of recreational boating docking, launching aod mooring facilities.

The existing criteria in the Orders of Approval are part of a comprehensive agreement
reached in the 1950°s. The North Country portion of New York State receives cconomic benefits
in the form of jobs, enhanced navigation and subsidized electricity set aside for indusrial
devélopment from the NY Power Authority. The Lake Ontario shorcline and downstream
Montrezl area cormmunities receive protection from extreme water levels, both high and low.

Iy summary, any recommendation to be considered must not remove the basic protections
asgured by the U. 8. and Canadian governments and must not disrupt the shoreline and shoreline
comnnnities. On behalf of our shoreline residents and businesses, we urge you o not adopt any
of the three operating plans recommended by the Study without further refinement that includes
the criteria established by the existing Orders of Approval or establishes necessary protections for
those along the south shore.

D

George D. Maziarz
62™ Senate District

/  56% Senate District
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Phore number

20 March 2006

. . e-mall address
U.S. Representative T auise Slaughter , /

Rochester, NY :

Dear Ms. Slaughter,

As your constituents, we seek your help in averting the adoption of a governmental plan of action that is
likely have catastrophic results that will result in the destruction of our homes and neighborhood.

I understand that the International Joint Commission (IFC), which is responsible for regulating the level of
Lake Ontario, is about to adopt a new regulation plan that will allow the lake level to rise as high as 249
feet above mean sea leve]l (MSL). As most of the lake front homes on Edgemere Drive are no more than
250" MSL, this will resuit in basement/crawlspace flooding during calm periods, and direct flooding of our
homes during windy pericds.

Based on our knowledge of the history of the St. Lawrence River Hydroelectric and Seaway project, we, as
riparians on Lake Ontario, were promised protection through the Orders of Approval issued prior to this
project’s construction. The approved Criteria specifically state that the system is to be regulated to
minimize the occurrence of extreme high and low water levels or Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River
with a target four-foot range on Lake Ontario.

In our community and many others along the South shore, property owners have relied upon the approved
Criteria and target water levels in the design and placement of our homes. Of course, local governments
have also relied on these rules to locate and public infrastructure and in the regulation of the placerent of
all structures.

The IJC is now considering adoption of a new regulation plan which does not follow the approved Criteria
. This candidate plan will result in an increased range of water levels, which will negatively impact the
shoreline areas of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River through increased erosion and flooding. This
action will imperil our neighborhood!

I urge you to petition the IC to further investigate altemative operation plans to produce a more
acceptable alternative or to retain the current criteria and operating plan for regulating outflows from Lake
Ontario if no better alternative if found.

Please investigate and oppose the adoption of the new lake level control plan. Failure to do so will likely
resulf in the destruction of our community and many more like it in a misguided atternpt to pacify
outside interests. Please don’t let the South shore of Lake Ontario become the next New Orleans!

Qur homes can be saved by ensuring that promises made in the past, which have virtually zero additional
cost, are kept. The communities on Lake Ontaria’s Scuth shore need to keep a lake level control plan that
maintains the {ake level at or below the current maximum of 247’ MSL, and has controls built in to protect
takefront residents from flooding by compensating for off normal events.

We need you to help protect our homes!

Sincerely,

/Ry s S VY 7Y
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Address s
Rochester, NY, |

Phone number

20 March 2006

. . a-mait addre
U.S. Representative Louise Slaughter ress

Rochester, NY v

Dear Ms. Slaughter,

As your constituents, we seek your help in averting the adoption of a governmental plan of action that is
likely have catastrophic results that will resuit in the destruction of our homes and neighborhood.

I understand that the International Joint Commission (IJC), which is responsible for regulating the level of
Lake Ontario, is about to adopt a new regulation plan that will allow the lake level to rise as high as 249
feet above mean sea level (MSL). As most of the lake front homes on Edgemere Drive are no more than
250" MSL, this will result in basement/crawlspace flooding during calm periods, and direct flooding of our

homes during windy periods.

Based on our knowledge of the history of the St. Lawrence River Hydroelectric and Seaway project, we, as
riparians on Lake Ontario, were promised protection through the Orders of Approval issued prior to this
project’s construction. The appraved Criteria specifically state that the system is to be regulated to
minimize the occurrence of extreme high and low water levels on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River
with a target four-foot range on Lake Ontarto.

In our community and many others along the South shore, property owners have relied upon the approved
Criteria and target water levels in the design and placement of our homes. Of course, local governments
have also relied on these rules to locate and public infrastructure and in the regulation of the placement of

all structures.

The IFC is now considering adoption of a new regulation plan which does not follow the approved Criteria
. This candidate plan will result in an increased range of water levels, which will negatively impact the
shoreline areas of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River through increased erosion and flooding. This
action will imperil our neighborhood!

[ urge you to petition the IFC to further investigate alternative operation plans to produce a more
acceptable alternative or to retain the current criteria and operating plan for regulating cutflows from Lake
Onmntario if no better alternative if found.

Please investigate and oppose the adoption of the new lake level control plan. Failure to do so will likely
result in the destruction of our community and many more like it in a misguided attempt to pacify
outside interests. Please don’t let the South shore of Lake Ontario become the next New Orleans!

Qur homes can be saved by ensuring that promises made in the past, which have virtually zero additional
cost, are kept. The communities on Lake Ontario’s South shore need to keep a lake level control plan that
maintains the lake level at or below the current maximum of 247’ MSL, and has controls built in to protect
[akefront residents from flooding by compensating for off normal events.

We need you to help protect our homes!

Sincerely,

Tt PLTAVELA

TR
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Adtress

Rachester, NY,

Phong number

20 March 2006

: : -mail add
U.S. Representative Louise Slaughter / Fmatacoress

l;"‘“-.

Rochester, NY -

Dear Ms. Slaughter,

As your constituents, we seek your help in averting the adoption of a governmental plan of action that is
likely have catastrophic results that will result in the destruction of our homes and neighborhood.

1 understand that the International Joint Commission (IJC), which is responsible for regulating the level of
Lake Ontario, is about to adopt a new regulation plan that will allow the lake level to rise as high as 249
feet above mean sea level (MSL). As most of the lake front homes on Edgemere Drive are no more than
250" MSL, this will result in basement/crawlspace flooding during calm periods, and direct flooding of our

homes during windy periods.

Based on our knowledge of the history of the St. Lawrence River Hydroelectric and Seaway project, we, as
riparians on Lake Ontario, were promised protection through the Orders of Approval issued prior to this
project’s construction. The approved Criteria specifically state that the system is to be regulated to
minimize the occurrence of extreme high and low water levels on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River

with a target four-foot range on Lake Ontario.

In our community and many others along the South shore, property owners have relied upon the approved
Criteria and target water levels in the design and placement of our homes. Of course, local governments
have also relied on these rules to locate and public infrastructure and in the regulation of the placement of

all structures.
The IIC is now considering adoption of a new regulation plan which does not follow the approved Criteria

. This candidate plan will result in an increased range of water levels, which will negatively impact the
shoreline areas of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River through increased erosion and flooding. This

action will imperil our neighborhood!

1 urge you to petition the IJC to further investigate alternative operation plans to produce a more
acceptable alternative or to retain the current criteria and operating plan for regulating outflows from Lake
Ontario if no better alternative if found.

Please investigate and oppose the adoption of the new lake level control plan. Failure to do so will likely
result in the destruction of our community and many more like it in a misguided attempt to pacify
outside interests. Please don’t let the South shore of Lake Ontario become the next New Qrleans!

Qur homes can be saved by ensuring that promises made in the past, which have virtually zero additional
cost, are kept. The communities on Lake Ontario’s South shore need to keep a lake level control plan that
maintains the lake level at or below the current maximum of 247" MSL, and has controls built in to protect

lakefront residents from flooding by compensating for off normal events.

We need you to help protect our homes!

Sincerely,

mlﬂ/o—pﬂ/ WW Coloia /Cy 195FRO wp?
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Rochester, NY,

i
Phaneg numier

20 March 2006

. . -l =
U.S. Representative T.anise Slaughter ermail adaress

Rochester, NY |

Dear Ms. Slaughter,

As your constituents, we seek your help in averting the adoption of a governmental plan of action that is
likely have catastrophic results that will result in the destruction of cur homes and neighborhood.

I understand that the International Joint Commissicn (IJC), which is responsible for regulating the level of
Lake Ontario, is about to adopt a new regulation plan thut will ailow the lake level to rise as high as 249
feet above mean sea level (MSL). As most of the lake front homes on Edgemere Drive are no more than
250’ MSL, this will result in basement/crawlspace flooding doring calm periods, and direct flooding of our
homes during windy periods.

Based on our knowledge of the history of the St. Lawrence River Hydroelectric and Seaway project, we, as
riparians on Lake Ontario, were promised protection through the Orders of Approval issued prior to this
project’s construction. The approved Criteria specifically state that the system is to be regulated to
minimize the occurrence of extreme high and low water levels on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River
with a target four-foot range on Lake Ontario.

In our community and many others along the South shore, property owners have relied upon the approved
Criteria and target water levels in the design and placement of our homes. Of course, Iocal governments
have also relied on these rules to locate and public infrastructure and in the regulation of the placement of
all structures.

The IJC is naw considering adoption of a new regulation plan which does not follow the approved Criteria
. This candidate plan will result in an increased range of water levels, which will negatively impact the
shoreline arcas of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River through increased erosion and flooding. This
action will imperil cur neighborhood!

1 urge you to petition the IJC to further investigate alternative operation plans to produce a more
acceptable alternative or to retain the current criteria and operating plan for regulating outflows from Lake
Ontario if no better alternative if found.

Please investigate and oppose the adoption of the new lake level control plan. Failure to do so will likely
result in the destruction of our community and many more like it in a misguided attempt to pacify
outside interests. Please don’t let the South shore of Lake Ontario become the next New Orleans!

Our homes can be saved by ensuring that promises made in the past, which have virtually zero additional
cost, are kept. The communities on Lake Ontario’s South shore need to keep a lake level control plan that
maintains the lake level at or below the current maximum of 247" MSL, and has controls built in to protect
lakefront residents from flooding by compensating for off normal events.

We need you to help protect our homes!

Sincerely,

Ao
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21 March 2006

Congresswoman Louise Staughter

Rochester, NY -

Dear Congresswoman Slaughter,

As your constituents, we seek your help in averting the adoption of a governmental plan of action that will
likely result in the destruction of our homes and neighborhood.

The Grand View Beach Association is a volunteer neighborhood association that represents ~250
households along the Lake Ontario shoreline in Greece, New York.

We understand that the International Joint Commission (1JC), which is responsible for regulating the level
of Lake Ontario, is about to adopt a new regulation plan that will allow the lake level to rise as high as 249
feet above mean sea level (MSL).

As most of the lake frout homes on Edgemere Drive are no more than 250° MSL, this will result in
basement/crawlspace flooding during calm periods, and direct flooding of our homes during windy
periods. Historically, lake levels exceeding the mandated maximum 247.3* MSL resuit in wind driven,
catastrophic flooding of our residential neighborhood and also damage municipal infrastructure.

Based on our knowledge of the history of the St. Lawrence River Hydroelectric and Seaway project, we, as
riparians on Lake Ontario, were promised protection through the Orders of Approval issued prior to this
project’s construction. The approved Criteria specifically state that the system is to be regulated to
minimize the occurrence of extreme high and low water levels on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River
with a target four-foot range on Lake Ontario.

In our community and many others along the South shore, property owners have relied upon the approved
Criteria and target water levels in the design and placement of our homes. Of course, local governments
have also relied on these rules to locate and public infrastructure and in the regulation of the placement of
all structures. All of the engineering of our homes and municipal infrastructure is based on the 4 foot lake
level range specified by plan 1958 DD.

The 1JC is now considering adoption of a new regulation plan which does not follow the approved Criteria.
This candidate plan will result in an increased range of water levels, which will negatively impact the
shoreline areas of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River through increased erosion and flooding. This
action will imperil our neighborhood!

Please investigate and oppose the adoption of the new lake level control plan. Adoption of
the proposed plan is likely to result in the destruction of our community and many more
like it in a misguided attempt to pacify outside interests. Please don’t let the South
shore of Lake Ontario become the next New Orleans!




We urge you to petition the 1JC to further investigate alterative operation plans to produce a more
acceptable alternative - or to retain the current criteria and operating plan for regulating outflows from
Lake Ontario if no better alternative is found.

Our homes can be saved by ensuring that promises made in the past, which have virtually zero additional
cost, are kept. The communities on Lake Ontario’s South shore need to keep a lake level control plan that
maintains the lake level at or below the current maximum of 247° MSL, and has controls built in to protect
iakefront residents from flooding by compensating for off normal events.

We need you to help protect our homes!

Sincere

Greg Pien
President, Grand View Beach Association
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Address
Rochester, NY,
{

Phiong nuresor

20 March 2006

. . o-mait address
U.5. Representative Louise Slaughter S

Rochester, NY

Dear Ms, Slaughter,

As your constituents, we seek your help in averting the adoption of a governmental plan of action that is
likely have catastrophic results that will result in the destruction of our homes and neighborhood.

I understand that the Intemational Joint Commission (IJC), which is responsible for regulating the level of
Lake Ontario, is about to adopt a new regulation plan that will allow the lake level to rise as high as 249
feet above mean sea level (MSL). As most of the lake front homes on Edgemere Drive are no more than
250° MSL, this will result in basement/crawlspace flooding during calm periods, and direct flooding of our
homes during windy periods.

Based on our knowledge of the history of the St. Lawrence River Hydroelectric and Seaway project, we, as
riparians on Lake Ontario, were promised protection through the Orders of Approval issued prior to this
praject’s construction. The approved Criteria specifically state that the system is to be regulated to
minimize the occurrence of extreme high and low water levels on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River
with a target four-foot range on Lake Ontario.

In our community and many others along the South shore, property owners have relied upon the approved
Criteria and target water levels in the design and placement of our homes. Of course, local governments
have also relied on these rules to locate and public infrastructure and in the regulation of the placement of

all structures.

The IIC is now considering adoption of a new regulation plan which does not follow the approved Criteria
. This candidate plan will result in an increased range of water levels, which will negatively impact the
shoreline areas of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River through increased erosion and flooding. This
action will imperil our neighborhood!

I urge you to petition the IJC to further investigate alternative operation plans to produce a more
acceptable alternative or to retain the current criteria and operating plan for regulating outflows from Lake
Ontario if no better alternative if found.

Please investigate and oppose the adoption of the new lake fevel control plan. Failure to do so will likely

result in the destruction of our community and many more like if in a misguided attempt to pacify
outside interests. Please don’t let the South shore of Lake Ontarig become the next New Orleans!

Our homes can be saved by ensuring that promises made in the past, which have virtually zero additional
cost, are kept. The communities on Lake Ontario’s South shore need to keep a lake level control plan that
maintains the lake level at or below the current maximum of 247" MSL,, and has controls built in to protect
lakefront residents from flooding by compensating for off normal events.

We need you to help protect our homes!

Sincerely,

e WMo

M
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ruunieser, ivew York

Date: March 14, 2006

Honorable Louise Slaughter
US House of Representatives

Rochester, NY
Subject: Internationat Joint Commission and Lake Ontario Water Levels
Dear Mrs Slaughter,

| am a home owner on the south shore of Lake Ontario in the Town of Greece, NY. | assume
you are aware that the Internation! Joint Commission, IJC, is very close to changing their
criteria that determines where the water levels of Lake Ontario are set.

Currently the criteria keeps the lake levels between 243 and 247 feet. If the lake levels exceed
247 feet, the |JC invokes criterion K which maximizes the outflow of the lake and minimizes
possible damage. This has been the criteria for 45 +years. All of the infrastructure and most
peoples’ breakwalls (including mine) were built to this criteria.

Unless something changes, the new criteria will expand the possible lake range level to 249
feet. Additionally they are eliminating Criterion K, so there is NO RECOURSE if the planned
ranges are exceeded. Significant fiooding takes place in our area once lake levels exceed 247
feet. This happens when there is a storm and we get the 3-5 foot waveas that are normal for
this lake.

As | understand it, the new study DID NOT TAKE WAVE ACTION INTO ACCOUNT. At 249
feat there would be significant devastation. My house would be flooded as well as most of my
neighbotrs.

| 2m asking you to please, please use your position as my elected representative and STOP
THIS NEW PLANIIIIN This will cause a HUGE loss of property value and damage in the
Town of Greece.

Sincerely
Tom Crumlish

Privacy Waiver: In accordance with the Privacy Act of 1974, you and your staff are hereby
authorized to freely discuss any and all aspects of my situation.
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T 8NE 5937 comPLElED RENDING YOUR LATEST NEWSLENER, T
A WRITING w () (ONCERR TO THE ARTICLE ' [MPROVING OUR
ENVIRDNAENT ~ PROTECTING THE GREAT LAEES, © 1 AN A
RESIDENT ALONL THE SOV SHORE oF (AEE ONTPRID (N THE
oWN oF GREEce FOR HE PAST severAL ywErRS THE T J.C.,

(T NTeR NATIONAC JoINT c'ommsszm) HAS BEEN com're—n?:.mm,
CHANG INle THE WATER LEVELS OF c_Ar-E ONTARRIC, CAST SUHHER

N A MEETING AT THE GREECE TowN HAW., ~CONCERNED

RESIDENTS ADVISED THE TJC, FROM PERSONEL € XPERIENCE,

T Levas pBove 247, ¢ Fez" POSE THE RISK OF FooD/NG

OUR HOMES  STReETS AND BACKL FLUSHING OUR SEWER S YSTETD,
ANCDIING  APPRDACHING 248 FEET CCRTMINLY CAUSES DAMAGE.
ENVIRONMENT AL(STS ALSO  SPORE, THEY TOD US RESDENTS
T move !l pucks can ge MORE PRODUCTIVE WHEN LAYING
€665 IN WATER KT 24§ FEET. we ppye RECENTLY C(EARNED
THAT THE T3¢ HAS NOT ONLY SIDED wil THE ENVIRONHENTRUSTS
BUT wi RNSE TE Leve T 249 FeEl, 0R HIHER, TS
CAN SAVE SHIPPERS Me EXPENSE OF HAVING To PASS TRY THE
LOCKS BECAUSE THE wWATER il BE THe sSAME HEWHT ON

CoTd Sipes oF THE Lock, AT WHOSE EXPENSE /



Pucks pwE BEEN POING A SFLENDID TOB LAT(NG €665
P A ’ MAR 14 HECD

SINCE THE BEGINNING OF MnE, THE WINDSHIELD ON 1Y
CAR DISPLATING THE DROPPINGS OF Ducks IN FU6HT IS
TESTIMONIAL TO THAT. THE (0ckS weRé BuicT To FERMT
SHIPS T ppss THRY VARWUS waTER L(EVELS ALonG THE SANT
LAVRENE SEPWAY, THEY FuNeTion PROPERLY NOW AS THEY
HAVE wHen Tyey were CONSTRUCTED.

THE 1958 FLAN FOR (Ake Lever REGULATION HAS BEEN A
FRIRLY SAFE hLTUAWY  Benegriciac TO AL CONCERNED
INTERESTS ARD SHOUWD NOoT BE cHANGED SipplLY BECRYSE 1T /s
0D AND THE ENVIRONHENTAL(STS WHANT OUR HOMES TO FALL
NP M are as THEY CeRTMINLY wite WiTH TE Levers
W Be Tie s PLANNING  ON  (1PLE MENTING,

fOUR  NEwSLETIER STNIES T YU “wiud CONTINVE THE F6nT TO
PROTECT OUR ENVIRONMENT,  wHILE BOLSTERING ECONOMIC
GROWTH IN weESTERN NEW forr. " DOES THAT MEAN THAI
Y ouU, 100 ARE IN FpVOR OF FLOODING LALESHORE PROP@R?ESI
SIDE WITH OUTSPOREN ENVIRONMENTRLISTS FAVORING

OVER- PRODUCTIVE DUcks AnD SPVE SHIPFERS THE EXPENSE
OF HWWHG T vse THe Locks?

THE GRPNDVIGW BERCH NEIGHBOR Hoop ASSOCIATION witl BE :Tow
OF THE T Jc's PLARS OFFICIMLY MRARCH A0 qpPn AT THE
LRKEview  commmiTe CHURCH. 30 LONG PoND  ROAD (46!2,
\T wowy Be NKE (F T Hap SOMETHNG FOSITWVE ARP
ENCOURMG NG CONCERNIAL YOUR  PoSITION T8 PASS ALONG 0 00K Restpels,
THANC  you SINCERELY,

Bob G Yo
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To: Honorable James Walsh, Honorable Thomas Reynolds, and Louise Staughter
Re: Water Levels on Lake Ontario

Has hurricane Katrina and the force of wind and water been so easily forgotten? The proposal
of the 1JC commission to change the water levels that have been in effect since 1958 will cause
another local disaster. Alert FEMA now !

Local communities and individuals have spent billions of dollars since 1958 to improve on the
Lake Ontario waterfront. Now with the action of some il conceived commission that asked for
public comment and then ignored it, we will threaten 48 years of progress.

The recommended proposals can elevate the water levels by 3 feet to 249 feet. Now add the
effect of 70 and 80 mile per hour winds like we experienced in the fall of 2005, widespread
flooding and shoreline erosion will follow. Conversely, low levels of 242 feet will stop the
operations of marinas, restaurants and much of the local fishing in Sodus Bay. This is just what
the 1958 water levels have saved.

As recently as 1973 with water levels at today’s levels there was wide spread flooding in S8odus
Point. Low water levels in earlier years made the channel to Lake Ontario inoperable. Is this

what we want?

Help us protect ourselves and our investments from this ill conceived commission. This is one
disaster that all levels of government can avert!

Sincerely,
72!
Thomas L. Johns

Sodus Point, NY
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February 1, 2006

Heonorable Louise Slaughter
US House of Representatives

Washing.ton, DC
Dear Representative Slaughter:

My dad built a summer home on Sodus Bay 50 years ago and has since passed away. 1
am now the owner and would like to respond to the [JC Commissioners concerning the
water levels on Sodus Bay.

For as long as I can remember, (I'm 60 years old now) the water levels have enabled
Sodus Bay, the people who live on its shores, and visitors who use the marinas great
summer time pleasure.

My question is why would the IJC plan want to ruin something that has worked for
several years. If they raise the level, the homes on Sodus Point and other lower levels
would probably be flooded and the homes on higher levels will have water levels that
will be high and dry. I know the past couple of years, come the end of August, because
our cottage is in a cove, we have had a shore line and it makes it harder for us to use any
of our water vehicles later on in the summer,

Please be our strong voice and represent all the people on Sodus Bay.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
it Fris
Carolyn Hands Summer Address
Wolcott, NY

Winter Address

Rochester, NY




APR 0 7m I-{OCht‘.“‘“’" NY |

20 March 2006

U.S. Representative Louise Slaughter

Rochester, NY

Dear Ms. Slaughter,

As your constituents, we seek your help in averting the adoption of a governmental plan of action that is
likely have catastrophic results that will result in the destructicn of our homes and neighborhood.

I understand that the International Joint Commission (HC), which is responsible for regulating the level of
Lake Ontario, is about to adopt a new regulation plan that will allow the lake level to rise as high as 249
feet above mean sea level (MSL). As most of the lake front homes on Edgemere Drive are no more than
250" MSL, this will result in basement/crawlspace flooding during calm periods, and direct flooding of our
homes during windy periods.

Based on our knowledge of the history of the St. Lawrence River Hydroelectric and Seaway project, we, as
riparians on Lake Ontario, were promised protection through the Orders of Approval issued prior to this

project’s construction. The approved Criteria specifically state that the system is to be regulated to
minimize the occurrence of extreme high and low water levels on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River

with a target four-foot range on Lake Ontario.
In our community and many others along the South shore, property owners have relied upon the approved

Criteria and target water levels in the design and placement of our homes. Of course, local governments
have also relied on these rules to locate and public infrastructure and in the regulation of the placement of

all structures.
The TC is now considering adoption of a new regulation plan which does not follow the approved Criteria

. This candidate plan will result in an increased range of water levels, which will negatively impact the
shoreline areas of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River through increased erosion and flooding. This

action will imperil our neighborhood!

I urge you to petition the IJC to further investigate alternative operation plans to produce a more
acceptable altemative or to retain the current criteria and operating plan for regulating outflows from Lake
Ontario if no better alternative if found.

Please investigate and oppose the adoption of the new lake level control plan. Failure to do so will likely
result in the destruction of our community and many more like it in a misguided attempt to pacify

oulside interests. Please don’t let the South shore of Lake Ontario become the next New Orileans!

Our homes can be saved by ensuring that promises made in the past, which have virtually zero additional
cost, are kept. The cominunities on Lake Ontario’s South shore need to kesp a lake level control plan that
maintains the lake level at or below the current maximum of 247" MSL, and has controls built in to protect
lakefront residents from flooding by compensating for off normal events.

We need you to help protect our homes!
Sincerely,

VT, Chemde

fdrme
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Gregory W. Johnson
Kenmore, NY

July 19, 2005
Congressman Louise M. Slaughter

Rochester, New York
RE: Reguiation of Lake Ontario and the St, Lawrence River Water Levels
Dear Congressman Slaughter:

Since the St. Lawrence Seaway and Power Project were constructed, water level
regulation on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River has compressed the River’s flow to
within a very narrow range.

The result has been a well-documented degradation of important ecosystems,
particularly on the shoreline. The flow of the River supported the plants and animals
living within and along its shores, their life cycles coinciding with the River’s seasonal ebb
and flow. Where and when fish reproduce, where wildlife establish communities, and the
amount and diversity of plants in the River ecosystem are all directly lined to the quality of
their habitat and therefore, ultimately, to the fluctuation of water levels. Greater diversity
came about from the River’s natural flow and, unfortunately, stable water levels have been
its undoing.

As a result of the current plan’s downfalls, the International Joint Commission
(IJC) has spent 5 years and over $20 million developing alternative water level
management plans. There are three potential plans up for public comment this summer at a
series of public meeting in the US and Canada.

Of all the plans being considered, Plan B allows for the widest range of water level
fluctuation and is therefore the best option for us to pursue. Let us not allow this to be a
missed opportunity to improve the quality of the Lake and River ecosystems, which will be
better for all of us in the long run,

Please tell the 1JC that your constituents prefer plan B as the correct pian for quality
water level management. Thanks for speaking up; the Lake and the River are important to
all of us.

Respectfully,
A
Gregory W. Johnson



JUL 21 meCD
Kathleen M. Johnson
i‘énawanda, NY .

July 19, 2005

Congressman Louise M. Slaughter
3120 Federal Building

100 State Street

Rochester, New York 14614

RE:  Regulation of Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River Water Levels
Dear Congressman Slaughter:

Since the St. Lawrence Seaway and Power Project were constructed, water level
regulation on Lake Ontario and the St, Lawrence River has compressed the River’s flow to
within a very narrow range.

The result has been a well-documented degradation of important ecosystems,
particularly on the shoreline. The flow of the River supported the plants and animals
living within and along its shores, their life cycles coinciding with the River’s seasonal ebb
and flow. Where and when fish reproduce, where wildlife establish communities, and the
amount and diversity of plants in the River ecosystem are all directly lined to the quality of
their habitat and therefore, ultimately, to the fluctuation of water levels. Greater diversity
came about from the River’s natural flow and, unfortunately, stable water levels have been
its undoing.

As a result of the current plan’s downfalls, the International Joint Commission
(1JC) has spent 5 years and over 320 million developing alternative water level
management plans. There are three potential plans up for public comment this summer at a
series of public meeting in the US and Canada.

Of all the plans being considered, Plan B allows for the widest range of water level
fluctuation and is therefore the best option for us to pursue. Let us not allow this to be a
missed opportunity to improve the quality of the Lake and River ecosystems, which will be
better for all of us in the long run.

Please tell the 1JC that your constituents prefer plan B as the correct plan for quality
water level management. Thanks for speaking up; the Lake and the River are important to
all of us.

Res_pec‘rfully,

Kathleen M, Johnson
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